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LOEDS,  SATURDAY,  MARCH  26.  Pag$ 

Their  Lordships  met ; — And  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the 
Paper,  without  debate —  [House  adjourned.] 


LORDS,  MONDAY,  MARCH  27. 

TtTKis — Cession  op  Espabto   Gbass   Disteiots — Question,   Observations, 
Earl  De  La  Warr ;  Reply,  Earl  Granville 

Sep&bssntativs  Peeks  or  Ireland — Resolution — 

Mored^  *^  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and  Hanaper  do  make  a  Return  of  the  dates  of 
the  iauue  of  the  writs  for  the  election  of  all  Representative  Peers  of  Ireland  who  have 
been  elected  since  the  year  1850  ;  and  also  of  the  dates  of  the  receipt  of  the  latest 
retom  in  each  case  which  has  been  sent  in  to  the  Hanaper  Office  lo  obedience  to 
such  writs," — (The  Earl  of  Belmore)    .. 

Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to. 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  MARCH  27. 
QUESTIONS. 

s. 

Law  and'  Justice — Cases   of   Suspectted   Poisoning — Question,   Mr.   St. 

Aubyn  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  . .  . .         4 

Turkey  (Albania) — The  Death  of  Captain  Selby — Question,  Mr.  W.  J. 

Corbet ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke    . .  . .  . .         5 

Post  Office — Parcels  Post — Question,  Mr.  Monk;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  6 
India   (Finance,  &c.) — Import   Duties   on   Indian  Products — Question, 

Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Ijktb  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .         7 

Protection   of   Person   and   Property  (Ireland)  Act,    1881 — Michael 

CoNOLLY — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland     . .  . .  . .  . .         8 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property   (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Treatment 

of  Person^   Arrested   under    the  Act — Galway  Gaol — Questions, 

Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  •  •        ^ 
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of  the  whole  House,  during  any  Debate,  to  be  the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  or  of 
the  Committee,  that  the  Question  be  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the  House  or  the 
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Chair,"— (ifr.  ^iWifrO        ••     .  .•  •  ••  ..114 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  BiU  reported ;  to  be  printed^  as  am^nSL^fli 

£Bill  JISJ;  r^'fiommiUed  for  3/onda^  next. 
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LOEDS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAKOH  29. 

Their  Lordships  met ; — And  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the 
Paper,  without  debate —  [House  adjourned.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  29. 
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Moved  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (5tr  Alexander 
Gordon)  . .  . .  . .  . .  •  •     223 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committtd 
for  Monday  next. 
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BoYAL  Parks — Richmond  Park — ^Thb  Roehampton  Gate— Question,  The 
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Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  1 7th  April ;  Committee  to  sit 
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Fitzgerald—  Observations,  Mr.  Arthur  0* Connor ;  Reply,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .   1138 

Pkace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Search  for  Arms — Sub- 
Inspector  Ball — Observations,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power  ;  Reply,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster  : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .    1144 

Parliaicent — Interference  of  Peers  in  Parliamentary  Elections — 
Postponement  of  Notice,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen  . .  . .   1151 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — The  Assistant  Sub- Commissioners 
(Kerry  and  West  Cork) — Observations,  Mr.  Healy;  Reply,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  ;  Observations,  Mr.  O'Donnell  , .   1151 

Main  Unestiony  **That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,''  put,  and 
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EU'PPLY-'eonttdered  in  Oommittee — Civil  Sbeviob  Estxmatbs — 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  I. — Pttblio  Works  and  Buildings. 

(i.)  £33,361,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Royal  Palaces.— After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .    ll 

(2.)  £2,178,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Marlborough  House. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £90,921,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  oi  March 
1883,  for  the  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens  "  . .  . .    11 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £73,241,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr.  Labouehere  :)—Aiier  debate,  Question  put: — The  Committee 
divided;  Ayes  44,  Noes  139  ;  Majority  96.— (Div.  List,  No.  69.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . .  . .  . .  . .    1 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,   "Thatasum,  not  exceeding  £90,000,  be 
granted,  &c.,'* — {Mr.  Kealy  n — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : 
— Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £31,110,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1883,  for  the  Buildings  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament "  . .  . .  . .  . .     1 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again, ^* — 
{Mr.  Cavendish  Bentirtck : ) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Kesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next;  Committee  also  report 
Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Municipal  Corporations  {r$-comm%tted)  Bill  [Bill  lid]— 

Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  **  That  this  House  will,  upon  Tuesday 

next,  at  Two  of  the  clock,  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee," — 

{Lord  Richard  Orotvenor)     . .  . .  . .  . .  1 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  Two  of  the  clock/' — {Mr. 

Chaplin) 
Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question  :  " — After  debate,  Question  put :  — The  House  divided; 

Ayes  100,  Noes  50  ;  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  70.) 
Main  Question  proposed  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Earl  Percy :) — Motion, 

by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  ay  reed  to : — Committee  deferred  till  Tuetday  next, 

at  Two  of  the  clock.  

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  BiH—Ordered  (Mr.  Herbert  Glad. 

stone.  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  138]  .  •    ] 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  APRIL  24. 
New  Peek — 

The  Eight  Honourable  Sir  George  William  Wilshere  Bramwell,  Knight, 
late  a  Lord  Justice  of  Appeal,  created  Baron  Bramwell  of  Heyer  in  the 
county  of  Kent  . .  . .  . .  i .   1 

Speaksb  of  the  House  . .  . .  . .  . .  1 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Paince  Leopold,  Duke  or  Albany — The  Queen's 
Answer  to  the  Address  reported  . .  . .  . .   1 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881  (Section  8,  Sub-seotion  9) — Case  of 
''Adams  r.  Dunseath'' — Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dun- 
raven  ;  Eeply,  Lord  Carlingford  : — Debate  thereon       . .  . .   1 

Army  (Annual)  Bill  (No.  66)— 

Ifoced,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"--(7%*  Earl  of  Morley)  . .   1 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  tiie  Whole  House  To-morrow, 
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OBDER8    OF    THE    DAY. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS — eonstdersd  in  Cfommittee-— FnrAiroiAL  Statemmtt 

OF  THE    OhAKCBIXOR    OF   THE  ExOHEQUBR. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

JViKAf,  '*(!.)  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be 
charged,  collected,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  commenced  on  the  sixth  day  of 
April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two,  in  respect  of  all  Property, 
Profits,  and  Gh&ins  mentioned  or  described  as  chargeable  in  the  Act  of  the  sixteenth 
and  seventeenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  chapter  thirty-four,  the  following 
Duties  of  Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say^  : 

For  every  Twenty  Shillings  oi  the  annual  value  or  amount  of  Property, 
Profits,*  and  Gkdns  chargeable  under  Schedules  (A),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the 
said  Act,  the  Tuty  of  Five  Pence ; 
And  For  every  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual  value  of  the  occupation  of 
Lands,  Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heritage  chargeable  under  Schedule 
(B)  of  the  said  Act, — 
In  England,  the  Duty  of  Two  Pence  Halfpenny ; 

In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively,  the  Duty  of  One  Penny  Three 
Farthing; 
Subject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  section  one  hundred  and  sixty-three  of  the 
Act  of  the  fifth  and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  chapter  thirty-five,  for  the 
exemption  of  persons  whose  income  is  less  than  One  Hunored  and  Fifty  Pounds, 
and  m  section  eight  of  "The  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1876,"  for  the 
relief  of  persons  whose  income  is  less  than  Four  Hundred  Pounds,*' — {Jfr.  Olad^ 
thne)  ••  ..  ..  ..    1273 

After  long  debate,  Besolution  agreed  to. 

Other  Besolutions  movedy  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to 
sit  ag^ain  upon  Wednesday, 

Parliamentary  Elections   (Corrupt   and   Illegal   Practices) 

BUI  [BiU  21]— 

Hovedy  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Attorney 
General)  . .  . .  . .   1327 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  considering  no  corruption  has  been  proved  to  exist  in  the  larger  town  consti- 
taencies,  or  in  any  county  constituency,  it  is  inexpedient  to  adopt  such  uniform 
restrictions  and  punishments  as  will  rcfnder  the  fair  conduct  of  an  election  in  a  great 
constituency  perilous  and  penal," — {Mr,  Robert  Fowler,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  woids  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — After  debate,  Moved,  *'That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — {Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour:) — After  further  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

Arklow  Harbour  {re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  137]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .   1365 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  87]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (iTr.  Barran)        . .   1366 
Moved,    "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,''— (ifr.  Chamberlain:)^ 

After  short  debate,   Question  put:— The   House  divided:    Ayes   34, 

Noee  37  ;  Majority  3. — (Div.  List,  No.  71.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .-—Bill  read  a  second  time^  and  committed 

for  To-morrow,  .  . 
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Stolen  Qoods  BiU  (No.  64)— 
Hoved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%^— (7%*  Lord  Chancellor)  . .  1871 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill  (No.  65)— 
Moved  J  *'  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee," — {The 

Earl  of  MorUy)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1371 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — House  in  Committee  accordingly. 
After  further  short  debate.  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be 

read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

Highway  Bates— Observations,  Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr;  Answer, 
Earl  Granville  . .  . .  , .  1877 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Workinq  op  the  Act — ^Presentation  of 
Petition,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Longford,  Lord  Dunsany ;  Beply, 
Lord  Carlingford  . .  . .  . .  . .  1379 

Petition  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Criminal  Law  —  The  Condemned  Conyiot  Lamson — ^Motion  yob  an 
Address — 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for  copies  of  all  the 
correspondence  that  has  taken  place  with  the  United  States  Government  on  the 
subject  of  the  postponement  of  the  execution  of  the  sentence  passed  upon  the  convict 
lAmBon,**'^(The  £arl of  Milltown)   ..  ..  .,  ..188$ 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

State  of  Ireland— Threatening  Letters — Observations,  Question,  The 
Earl  of  Galloway;  Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor: — Short  debate 
thereon  , .  . .  . .  . .   1890 

Army  (Alternative  Punishment)  Bill  [h.^.]— Presented  {The  LordDenman);  read  1» 

(No.  68)  ..  ..    1898 
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Slayebt — ^The  Slave  Trade  in  Asia  axd  Africa — Observations,  Mr. 
Labouchere ;  Beply,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke : — Debate  thereon  . .  1 
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(Diy.  List,  No.  73.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question "  . .  . .  . .  . .   1 

Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"  — {Mr.  Biggar :)'—MiQx 
short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  tvithdraton. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Committee  deferred  till  Tuesday  next, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

— •o.:o:«<x — 

Parlument — Business  of  the  House  (Putting  the  Question) — Heso- 
nmoN — Adjourned  Debate  [Sixth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [20th  February] : 
Question  again  proposed : — Debate  returned  . .  . .   1842 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  1,  after  the  worda  "  Mr.  Speaker,"  to  insert  the  words  •'  after  an  appeal  to  his 
judgment  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown," — {Mr.  0*I)onnell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 

To  add,  at  the  end  thereof,  the  words  "or  by  the  Member  in  charge  of  the  subject 
under  discussion," — {Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  **That  those  words  be  there  added:  " — ^After  long 
debate.  Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Qaestion  put,  "That  those  words  be  there  inserted:"  —  The  House 
divided;  Ayes  164,  Noes  220;  Majority  56.— (Div.  List,  No.  74.) 

liain  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — {Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolff:) — Motion  agreed  to  : — Debate 
adjourned  till  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Bfllitary  Manoeuvres  Bill  [BiU  134]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Childers)      . .    1900 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Pumpike  Roads  (South  Wales)  Bill  [Bill  loi]—  ,  V  . 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (Jfr.  Dodson)       . .   IMl 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  now  read  the  third  time," 

and  add  me  word  "  recomtnitted," — instee^d  thereof, — {Mr.  Hxmey 

Vivian.) 
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Turnpike  Roads  {South  Walet)  Bill — eontinaed. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  '' — After  debate,  Moved ^  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — {Mr,  Hihhert :) — After  further  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  1 5th  May. 

Militia  Storehouses  Bill  [Bill  116]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .  19! 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  MundeUa)  . .  . .  . .  19 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  {Mr,  Mundellay  The 

Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  General  foi*  Scotland) ;  presented^  and  read 

the  first  time  [BiU  147.] 

Local  Government'  Provisional  Orders  (No-  2)  B'Ql— Ordered  {Mr,  Sihkert,  Mr. 

Bodson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  145]  . .  . .    li 

Local  Government  (Gas)  Provisional  Order  Wl— Ordered  {Mr.  Hihbert,  Mr. 
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County  Courts  Act  (1867)  Amendment  Bill--Ordered  {Mr.  Hennj  E.  Fowler,  Mr. 
Monk,  Mr.  Heid) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  146]  . .  . .     II 

LORDS,   TUESDAY,   MAY  2. 

Oxford  and  Camdridqe  Univbrsities  Commission — Lincoln  College 
(Oxford)  Statutes  —  Observations,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Camperdown  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  . .  . ,  \i 

State  of  Public  Affairs — The  Irish  Policy  of  the  Government— 
Questions,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon ;  An- 
swers, Earl  Granville  . .  . .  . .  . .  IS 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibition  Bill  (No.  41)— 
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After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — BiU  read  2*  accordiugly,  and  com- 

mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on    Tuesday  the   16/A 

instant. 
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Post  Office — The  American  Mails— Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Fawcett  ..  ,.  ..  ..  ..   1946 

MO  TION. 

— .o.:o:*«* — 
'arlument — WioAN  New  Writ — ^Resolution — 

Mor(d^  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
to  make  out  a  new  Writ  for  tho  election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  this  present  Par- 
liament for  the  Borough  of  Wigan,  in  the  room  of  Francis  Sharp  Powell,  esquire, 
whose  election  has  been  declared  to  be  void," — {Mr,  LetcU)  . .  . .    1946 

Amendment  proposed, 

Toleare  out  from  the  word  "That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  no  Writ  be  issued  to  fill  up  any  vacancy  occasioned  by  corrupt  practices 
ontil  this  House  has  disposed  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  (Disfranchisement)  Bill,*' — 
(Bar(m  de  Ferrieret.) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — ^After  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  rfmrf^tf  ; 
Ayes  142,  Noes  220;  Majority  78.— (Div.  List,  No.  75.) 

Question  proposed,  '' That  those  words  be  there  added  :" — Amendment, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

iMay  2.]  f^ 

State  of  Publio  Affaibs — ^The  Ibish  Pouot  of  thb  Gk>yEBNMEirT— 
Ministerial  Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone       •  •  • .  . .  19& 

After  debate,  Moved^  "  Iliat  this  House  do  now  adjourn,"— (Ifr.  ChapUn :) 
After  further  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  clock. 
The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

MOTION. 

Oxford  University  (Jesus  College  Statutes) — Motion  for  an  Address— 

Movedf  **  That  an  humblo  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  withhold  her  consent  m>m  the  Statutes  pro- 
posed by  the  University  of  Oxford  Commissioners  for  Jesus  College,  which  Statutes 
were  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  on  the  7th  of  February  last," — {Mr,  Himey 
Vivian)  ..  ,,  ..  .,  ,,19 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

:o: 

Distress  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  73]^ 

Order  for  Oommittee  read : — Moved,   ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
\hQp)iBxr,''^{8ir  Benry  HoUand)  ..  ..  . .  2< 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Tuesday  next. 

Metropolis  Management  and   Building  Acts  Amendment 
Bill  [Bill  1071— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
GheLiTy^'—^Sir  James  M'Garel'ffoyg)  ..  ..  ..2 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  resolve  itself  into  Uie  said  (Com- 
mittee," — (i/r.  Alderman  W,  Lawrence,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question  :" — After  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .  2 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday, 


Sunday  Closing  (Ireland)  BlM— Ordered  {Mr,  EiehardsoH,  Mr,  Ewart,  Mr,  Corry, 
Mr,  Redmond,  Mr.  Thomas  Dickson,  Mr,  Meldon,  Mr,  Lewis,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr, 
Blake) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  148]  . .  . . 


LORDS. 

NEW  PEER. 
HoiTDAT,  Apbil  24. 

The  Bight  Honourable  Sir  George  William  Wilshere  Bramwell,  knight,  late  a 
Lord  Jostioe  of  Appeal,  created  Baibn  Bramwell  of  Heyer  in  the  county  of 
Emt 

SAT  EIBSI. 
ISUB8D1.T,  Apbil  20. 
The  Lord  Boston,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Tkubsday^  Apsil  27. 
The  Lord  Hopetoun,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 


COMMONS. 

NEW  WEHS  ISSUED. 

TuESDAT,  Apbil  4. 

For  th$  County  oflfiath,  v.  Michael  Davitt,  who,  having  been  adjudged  guilty 
of  felony  and  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  fifteen  years,  and  oeing  now 
impzisoned  under  such  sentence,  is  incapable  of  being  elected  or  returned  as 
a  Member  of  this  House. 

Wednesday,  Apbil  19. 

For  SowmtbH  County  ( Weitem  Divition),  v,  Vaughan  Hanning  Vaughan  Lee, 
esquire,  Ohiltem  Hundreds. 

NEW   MEMBERS    SWOBN. 

Thubsday,  Maboh  30. 
Bvrough  of  Carnarvon — Thomas  Love  Duncombe  Jones-Parry,  esquire. 

HoKDAYy  Apbil  3. 
Cnmty  of  Cornwall  {Eastern  Divmon) — Charles  Thomas  Dyke  Acland,  esquire. 

Tuesday,  Apbil  18. 
Meath  County — Edward  Sheil,  esquire. 

Thubsday,  Apbil  27. 
Somenet  County  ( Western  Division) — Edward  James  Stanley,  esquire. 


HANSARD'S 

LIAMENTART  DEBATES, 

IN    THE 

'esston  of  the    TwentT'Second  Parliament  of    the 
TED     Kingdom    of     Great    Britain    and     Ireland^ 

iINTED    TO    MEET    29    APRIL,    1880,    IN   THE    FoBTY*THIRP 
R    OF    THE    ReION    OF 

EER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


THIED    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1882. 


SE    OF    LOEDS, 
day,  25th  March,  1882. 


—Public  Bill — Second  Readiiiff — 
egatived  —  Third  Reading  —  Con- 
iind  (No.  2),  BJid  patted. 

^rdships  met  at  half  past 
ock ; — 

)ATBD   FUND   (no.    2)   BILL. 

icoording  to  order) ;  Committee 
len  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV. 
cording  to  order),  and  ditpefised 
id  3*,  and  patted. 

;  gone  through  the  Business 
3r,  without  debate — 

OHM  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

One  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


3LXVin.    [third  series.] 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  27th  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— -TiV^^  Reading-^ 
Metropolitan  Commons  Supplemental  •  (38) ; 
Drainage  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order*  (51). 

TUNIS— CESSION   OP   ESPARTO   GRASS 

DISTRICTS. 

QUESTION.       0B8EEVATI0N8. 

EAEL  DE  LA  WAEE  rose  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  a  copy  of  the  Concession  to  M.  Een^ 
Duplessis  of  the  Esparto  fibre  districts  in 
the  Eegency  of  Tunis  between  Sfax  and 
the  Tripolitan  frontier  can  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House ;  also  any  corre- 
spondence which  may  have  taken  place 
on  the  subject  ?  The  noble  Earl  observed 
that,  although,  perhaps,  it  might  not 
be  correct  to  say  in  so  many  words,  as 
did  the  late  Prime  Minister  of  France, 
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M.  Gambetta,  that  Englaod  had  "  recog- 
nized the  Bardo  Treaty,"  which  had 
been  obtained  from  the  Bey  of  Tunis  by 
France,  he  feared  that  facte  of  almost 
daily  occurrence  proved  that,  in  practice, 
it  was  so.  The  instance  to  which  he 
was  about  to  refer,  and  the  Papers 
which  he  was  about  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  formed,  he  might  say,  a 
convincing  proof  of  the  position  occupied 
by  this  country  at  the  present  time  as 
regarded  trade  and  commerce.  It  ap- 
peared that  a  concession  for  a  consider- 
able number  of  years  of  the  principal 
Esparto  grass  districts  in  the  Regency 
of  Tunis  had  been  granted  to  a  French 
house  under  the  name  of  M.  Bene 
Duplessis.  The  districts  granted,  as  he 
was  informed,  comprised  all  the  best 
parts  of  the  country,  and  those  which 
remained  were  comparatively  unimpor- 
tant. It  appeared  that  the  British  trade 
in  Esparto  grass,  recently  discovered  as 
being  of  great  value  in  the  manufacture 
of  paper,  had  been  of  considerable  im- 
portance ;  and  in  the  Eetum  of  1 880  the 
quantity  exported  from  Tunis  and  Tripoli 
to  Great  Britain  amounted  in  value  to 
£477,000.  Now,  it  was  quite  clear  that 
if  what  was  virtually  a  monopoly  had 
been  established  in  favour  of  a  French 
house,  British  merchants  would  be  placed 
at  a  considerable  disadvantage,  and  the 
Treaty  of  1875  between  this  country  and 
Tunis,  so  highly  favourable  to  British 
trade,  practically  became  of  no  effect. 
He  would  remind  their  Lordships  that 
since  the  late  unhappy  events  in  Tunis, 
not  only  had  they  to  regret  the  loss  of 
that  close  and  ancient  alliance  which 
had  for  so  many  years  existed  between 
this  country  and  the  Beys  of  Tunis,  and 
which  the  present  Bey  had  so  earnestly 
desired  to  maintain,  and  which  the  Go- 
vernments of  Lord  Palmerston  and  Lord 
Bussell  were  so  careful  to  uphold,  but 
also  there  were  now  in  the  Kegency  of 
Tunis  not  fewer  than  10,000  British 
subjects  who  would  severely  suffer  unless 
more  protection  was  afforded  them  than 
had  hitherto  been  given  since  the  occupa- 
tion of  the  country  by  the  French.  He 
would  now  beg  to  ask  the  noble  Earl 
the  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Eael  GRANVILLE:  In  answer  to 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl,  I  have 
to  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  a  telegraphic  oommunica- 
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tion,  but  no  copy  of  the  oonoess 
ferred  to.  It  would  not  be  com 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  any  of  the 
spondence  relating  to  this  matte 
communications  are  taking  plac 
the  French  Government. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  OF  IRl 

RESOLUTION. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  moi 

"  That  the  Qerk  of  the  Crown  and 
do  make  a  retam  of  the  dates  of  the  iss' 
writs  for  the  election  of  all  Represontat: 
of  Ireland  who  have  been  elected  since 
1850 ;  and  also  of  the  dates  of  the  recei 
latest  return  in  each  case  which  has  \ 
in  to  the  Hanaper  Office  in  obedience 
writs.'» 

The  lord  CHANCELLO 
undefstood  to  suggest  an  amend 
the  Motion,  by  adding,  after  ''Ha 
the  words  **in  Ireland." 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

Hoose  adjourned  at  half  ] 

o'clock,  till  To-mor 

past  Tei 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMO 
Monday ^  27th  Marek,  1882 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bn.T.s—Seeond  I 
Duke  of  Albany  (Establishment)  *  [ 

Committee  —  Places  of  Worship  Sites 
ferred. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Municipal  Cor; 
[61-113];  Partnerships*  [27-114], 
mitted  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Considered  as  amended — Bills  of  Sale  A 
Amendment  [108]. 

Third  Heading — Drainage  (Irdand)  Pr 
Order  •  [94]  ;  Metropolitan  Commc 
plementai  *  [92],  and  passed. 

QUESTIONS. 


LAW   AND    JUSTICE  —  CASE 
SUSPECTED  POISONING. 

Mr.  ST.  AUBYN  asked  the  Sc 
of  State  for  the  Home  Depa 
Whether,  in  cases  of  suspected 
ing,  when  an  analysis  is  direi 
be  made,  he  would  consider  whc 
would  not  be  more  satisfactory  tl 
suspected  persons  should  have  an 
tunity  of  being  represented 
sionally  at  such  analysis  ? 


Poii  Ofia— 
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Sa  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET:  Sir, 
Iba?e  considered  this  matter,  and  am 
dear! J  of  opinion  that  it  never  would 
do  to  allow   a  delicate  process  of  this 
Und  to  be  conducted  by  a  combination 
of  persons,  who  might  be  acting  in  ad- 
Tene   interests,    and   thus    de^at  the 
object  of   the   experiments,  which  are 
Beoessarilj  delicate.     I  quite  understand 
&e  sentiment,   that  the    persons  who 
eany  out  the  experiments  should   not 
ke  appointed  by  the  Crown,  so  as  to 
be  considered  parties  in  the  prosecution, 
flierefore,  I  propose  to  ask  the  Presi- 
ients  of  the  College  of  Surgeons  and 
flf  ibe  College  of  Physicians  yearly  to 
ippoint  two  independent,  experienced 
men  of  science  to  refer  to  in  cases  of 
fluakind  for  the  purposes  of  performing 
tteie  experiments.     That  would  secure 
vbat  we  want  —  namely,   undisturbed 
aetion  of  impartial  persons.     In  making 
ibis  statement,  I   wish   it  distinctly  to 
be  understood  that  there  is  no  hesita- 
tion whatever  as  to  the  entire  ability 
ind  impartiality  of  the  persons  who 
bave  hitherto  been  employed  by  the 
Crown. 

TURKEY  (ALBANIA)— THE  DEATH  OP 
CAPTAIN  SELBY. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
vitb  reference  to  the  unfortunate  cir- 
cumstances that  resulted  in  the  death  of 
(^ptain  Selby  at  the  hands  of  an  Alba- 
nian shepherd,  Whether  he  will  take 
toy  action  on  the  following  passage  in 
I«rd  Dufferin's  letter  to  Earl  Granville, 
t8  printed  in  the  Parliamentary  Paper 
JQst  issued, 

"In talking  over  tho  matter  with  Mr.  Wrench 
(Her^jesty's  Clonsul  at  Constantinople)  and 
^Hh  Hobart  Pasha,  who  has  often  shot  oyer 
the  locality  where  the  attack  was  made,  I  am 
isdined  to  think  the  Albanians  were  irritated 
St  their  flocks  being  disturbed  by  the  noise  of 
ths  gnns  and  by  the  dogs  of  the  shooting 
Ptrty;" 

and,  whether  he  will  inquire  if  any 
application  was  made  to  the  Alba- 
nians for  leave  to  shoot  over  their 
land ;  and,  if  it  should  be  found  that 
no  such  application  was  made,  and  that 
the  shooting  party  were  consequeutly 
there  as  trespassers,  whether  he  will 
ask  the  Turkish  Government  to  deal 
leniently  with  the  Albanian  shepherds, 
who  are  charged  with  having  taken  part 
in  die  attack? 


SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:    Her 

Majesty's  Government  do  not  propose 
to  take  any  action  on  the  passage  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member.  They  are  in- 
formed that  there  is  no  law  in  Turkey 
by  which  the  owner  of  land  can  prevent 
persons  from  walking  or  shooting  over 
his  property  unless  it  is  surrounded  by 
a  wall  or  fence ;  and  that  the  plea  of 
trespass  has  not  been  raised  at  the  trial 
of  the  persons  implicated  in  the  assault 
on  Captain  Selby,  which  is  being  con- 
ducted very  correctly  and  without  pres- 
sure from  Her  Majesty's  Embassy.  The 
locality  where  the  assault  took  place  is 
stated  to  have  been  frequently  visited 
by  sportsmen,  and  on  the  previous  day 
the  party  were  assisted  in  their  search 
for  ^ame  by  some  of  the  shepherds.  It 
would,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople,  who  has 
been  consulted  on  the  point,  be  alto- 

§  ether  premature  to  address  the  Turkish 
rovernment  in  reference  to  the  shep- 
herds now  undergoing  their  trial. 

POST  OFFICE— PARCELS  POST. 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  is  now  in  a  posi- 
tion to  state  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  introduction 
of  a  Parcels  Post  into  this  Country  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT:  When  my  hon. 
Friend  asked  me  a  Question  on  this 
subject  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ses- 
sion, I  stated  that  I  was  about  shortly 
to  submit  certain  proposals  to  the 
Treasury   for   the    establishment   of    a 

Earcels  post.  Those  proposals  have  now 
een  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury,  and 
the  House  may,  I  think,  be  interested 
to  hear  their  character.  It  is  proposed 
that  parcels  should  be  posted  at  any 
post-office  of  the  United  Kingdom  where 
letters  are  received,  and  that,  the  post- 
age being  prepaid,  they  should  be  deli- 
vered free  of  further  charge  wherever 
letters  are  delivered.  The  maximum 
weight  will  be  7  lbs.,  for  which  the  pro- 
posed charge  will  be  1#.,  less  rates  of 
postage  being  charged  for  parcels  of 
lower   weight.     If  this  inland  parcels 

Eost  is  established,  it  will  immediately 
e  linked  with  the  international  par- 
cels post  which  is  now  in  operation. 
This  will  enable  parcels  to  be  posted 
from  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom 
to  every  other  country  in  Europe  except 
Russia,  and  to  Egypt  and  Asiatic 
Turkey.    I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
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by  (d^ng  details  of  the  rates  of  this 
interaational  parcels  post ;  but  I  may 
state,  as  an  illuetrstioTi,  tbat  if  our 
arrangements  are  carried  out,  a  parcel 
not  exceeding  throe  kilogrammes  (about 
ejlbs.)  in  veight  may  be  poated  from 
any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  any 
part  of  France  for  a  charge  which  can- 
not exceed  li.  9rf.  I  believe  great  ad- 
Tantages  will  result  to  the  entire  com- 
munity from  the  establishment  of  a 
parcels  post ;  and  I  am  glad  to  think 
that  the  rural  districts  will  largely  par- 
ticipate in  these  advantages,  because, 
at  the  present  time,  if  it  be  desired  to 
send  a  parcel  to  some  village  away  from 
a  railway  station,  it  is  often  impossible 
to  ascertain  beforehand  wben  the  parcel 
will  arrive,  and  how  much  the  person 
who  receives  it  will  have  to  pay  for  its 
delivery.  I  will  only  further  add  that 
steps  have  been  already  taken  to  put 
the  Post  Office  in  communication  with 
the  Bailway  Companies,  with  the  object 
of  giving  efiect  to  the  scheme.  It  will 
be  obvious  to  the  House  that  time  will 
be  required  to  complete  the  necessaty 
arrangements  for  introducing  so  im- 
portant an  extension  of  the  present 
postal  system  as  a  parcels  post.  I  will, 
however,  give  an  assurance  that  no  effort 
shall  be  wanting  on  the  part  of  the  Post 
Office  to  bring  the  scheme  into  operation 
with  the  least  practicable  delay. 

INDIA  {FINANCE,  &c.)— IMPORT  DUTIES 
ON  INDIAN  PRODUCTS. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether,  in 
consideration  of  the  recent  abolition  of 
Indian  Import  Duties  on  English  cot- 
tons, the  Oovernment  of  India  will  urge 
upon  the  Home  Government  the  pro- 
priety of  reciprocally  acting  up  to  the 
principles  of  free  trade,  and  abolishing 
the  English  Import  Duties  upon  Indian 
tea,  coffee,  and  other  products  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
I  should  be  very  glad,  in  the  interest  of 
the  British  cousumer  as  well  as  of  the 
Indian  producer,  if  the  Government 
oould  remove  the  duties,  not  only  on 
Indian,  but  on  all  tea,  coffee,  and 
similar  products.  But  I  cannot  admit 
that  the  fact  that  the  Indian  Qovemment 
have  been  able  to  remit  duties  to  the 
amount  of  more  than  £1,000,000  which 
pressed  on  the  Indian  consumer  is  any 
reason  why  I  should  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  reduce  duties  on  Indian  tea  and 
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coffee  which  are  still  levied  on  thou 
articles  coming  from  other  conntriet  sal- 
Colonies,  and  thus  to  eetablisb  a  systM 
of  protection  in  favour  of  India. 

itn.  O'DONNELL  gave  Notice  &^  \ 
on  an  early  day,  he  would  call  attentioi 
to  the  duties  levied  in  this  countiy  > 
Indian  products,  and  also  to  the  mmm 
in  which  Chinese  tea  was  admitted  dn^ 
free  into  India,  while  Indian  tea  wti 
taxed  on  its  admission  to  this  couDtty. 

PROTECTION   OF   PERSON  AND  PBO- 

PERTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,    1881- 

MICHAEL  CONOLLT. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  Mr.  Atte- 
ney  General  for  Ireland,  If  ha  will  coa- 
sider  the  case  of  Mr.  Michael  CaoxSij, 
farmer,  near  Athenry,  who  has  bsM 
confined  as  a  suspect,  in  Galway  Gaolt 
since  9th  July  IH81,  although  the  »»- 
pects  arrested  on  the  same  day  and  sams 
charge  have  been  liberated  four  months 
ago  ;  and,  whether  he  has  been  infoimel. 
that  the  continued  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
Conolly  will  result  in  extreme  loss  or 
ruin  to  his  family,  who  depend  on  hiB 
for  the  management  of  the  farm  f 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  ni 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johhsoh)  :  Be- 
fore  the  hon.  Member  placed  this  Qnes- 
tion  on  the  Paper,  Mr.  ConoUy's  oaM 
had  been  re-considered  by  the  Loid 
Lieutenant  pursuant  to  the  Statute,  ud 
hie  release  ordered. 

PROTECTION    OF    PERSON    AND    PBO- 
PERTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT-    | 
MENT  OF  PERSONS  ARRESTED  UNDKE 
THE  ACT-GALWAY  GAOL. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  Mr.   Attorns? 
General  for  Ireland,  What  accommodft- 
tion  is  afforded  to  the  suspects  in  Qal- 
way  Gaol  for  association ;  whether  it  ii 
true  that  the  suspects  complained  of  the 
accommodation,  and  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  remain  in  the  open  air  during  the  two 
hours  of  association  ;  whether  the  medi- 
cal officer  of  the  gaol  made  any  repre- 
sentation to  the  Prisons  Board  on  the  on- 
suitablenees  of  the  association   rooms ; 
and,  whether  any  notice  has  been  takes 
of  the  complaint  of  the  suspects  or  the 
representations  of  the  medical  officer  ? 

Thr  attorney  general  tq% 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jobmsoh)  ;  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member's  &rst  inquiry, 
I  am  informed  that  persons  detained 
under  the    Protection  Act  in  Galway 
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Yamm  hava  the  following  accommoda- 
lionferaaaodatioD — namely,  tliree  rooms, 
aluge  corered  shed,  and  two  exercise 
wda,  in  each  of  wliicli  ia  a  ball  alley. 
Ai  to  the  rest  of  the  Qaeation,  I  am  in- 
ixmed  bj  the  Ftieonit  Board  that  no 
ndi  complaint  or  applioaiion  was  made. 
The  prison  was  inspected  on  Friday  last, 
nd  no  complaint  was  then  made  of  the 


Vs.  SEXTON  inquired,  if  there  was 
wt  s  certain  portion  of  the  day  when 
Ihow  places  could  not  be  utilized  F 

Thi  ATTOHNET  general  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Joiin80n)  said, 
tltt  irss  not  an  inquiry  as  to  a  faot  which 
it  could  answer  without  Notice. 
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Somerville  has  done  in  these 


lis.  HF.ALY  asked  Ur.  Attorney 
Omeral  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
taition  has  been  called  to  the  report  of 
tb  proceedings  of  the  Cork  Grand  Jury, 
iaths  "Cork  Herald"  of  X7th  instant, 
is  ths  matter  of  Hayes'  claim  of  £80  for 
oilitdoos  injury,  in  which  the  conduct 
of  Chptain  Somerrille  is  impugned,  Mr. 
fiuTT  haTing  said  he  was  not  very  well 
nliified  with  the  malice  : 

"Mr.  Dnnlea  nid  that  where  a  giond  juror 
hi  nid  that  ha  did  uot  consider  the  injur; 
jnjr  malicioas,  be  would  uk  that  his  eTidence 
u  to  the  value  should  bo  heard.  Captain  Somer- 
iflle — II  yon  interfere  any  further  we  will  maks 
it  £80.  Mr.  Donlea—Well.  if  a  grand  juror 
duoae  to  hold  out  a  threat  of  that  kind  to  an 
Utamey  who  appears  here  in  the  intereBte  of  the 

Sbiic,  the  Grand  Jury  can  now  do  what  thej 
e  in  the  matter  ;  I  will  retire  from  it.  The 
Gnnd  Jury  then  paued  the  Bum  of  £54  com. 
penntion^r  the  injuries  done,  theamoaat  to  ht 
leried  off  the  parish ; " 

whether  it  is  the  fact  that  grand  jurors 
hare  to  pay  none  of  the  money  they 
tbna  vote  away;  that  the  Presentment 
Sessions  only  passed  £10,  where  the 
Qrand  Jury  gave  £54  ;  if  the  Govern- 
ment can  hold  out  any  hope  that  the  tax- 
psylng  classes  in  Ireland  may  epeedily 
expect  to  see  the  present  Qrand  Jury 
mtem  exchanged  for  representative 
County  Boards;  whether  Ms  attention 
Las  been  drawn  to  the  report  of  a  case 
in  the  same  paper,  which  imputes  im- 
proper language  to  Captain  Somer- 
rille,  J.P.  in  addressing  a  witness  ;  and, 
is  the  reports  are  substantially  true, 
whether  the  Oovemment  intend  to  re- 
tain, in  the  Oommission  of  the  Peace, 
a  magistrate  who  hae  spoken  and  acted 


Captai 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENERAL\pob 
ffiELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johmbon):  I 
have  seen  the  report  in  The  Vorlt  Herald, 
It  is  not  the  fact  that  a  grand  juror  does 
not  pay  county  cess.  Each  barony  in 
the  county  must  be  represented  on  the 
Qrand  Jury  by  a  freeholder  to  the  yearly 
value  of  £50,  or  leaseholder  to  the  yearly 
value  of  £I00  over  the  rent,  and  must 
be  resident  in  the  barony.  He  pays 
the  entire  county  cess  on  all  land  in 
Ilia  own  hands,  and  when  not  excluded 
by  express  contract,  half  the  county  oesa 
uf  all  hie  agricultural  tenancies  created 
since  the  Ist  of  August,  1870.  Hayes, 
who  is  referred  %o  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  was  what  is,  un- 
happily, known  as  a  "  Boycotted  " 
farmer.  He  had  a  well  -  bred  mare, 
aearly  three  years  old,  which  was  ma- 
liciously stabbed.  The  presentment  ses- 
sions found  that  the  outrage  was  ma- 
licious, and  assessed  the  value  of  the  ani- 
mal at  £10,  which  was  increased  by  the 
Qrand  Jury  to  £54.  This  presentment 
iias  been  traversed,  and  the  traverse 
ivill  be  tried  by  a  jury  before  the  Judge 
af  Assize.  While  the  Grand  Jury  were 
discussing  the  amount,  the  solicitor  for 
the  ratepayers  interrupted,  and  Captain 
Somerville,  one  of  the  grand  jurors,  is 
reported  \a  have  said — "  If  you  interfere 
any  further  we  will  make  it  £80."  Of 
Bourse,  neither  that  nor  another  obser- 
vation referred  to  in  the  Question  was 
seriously  meant,  and  might  just  as  well 
not  have  been  noticed.  As  to  the  last 
paragraph  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion,  it  IS  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  not 
the  Government,  who  appoints  and  re- 
county  magistrates  in  Ireland. 
The  inquiry  whether  it  may  be  expected 
that  the  Qrand  Jury  ^stem  will  be 
speedily  changed  for  County  Boards 
should,  I  apprehend,  be  addressed  to 
the  Prime  Minister. 

Ma.  HEALY  asked,  whether  it  was 
a  fact  that  the  expression  used  by  Cap- 
tain Somerville  was  so  indecent  that  the 
Clerk  at  ^^  Table  would  not  put  it 
upon  the  Paper  ;  and,  whether,  if  that 
was  the  fact,  it  was  necessary  to  ask 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  remove  Captain 
Somerville's  name  from  the  list  of  ma- 
gietratea? 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsoj))  said, 
he  was  uot  acting  as  a  magistrate  on 
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this  occasion,  but  in  the  capacity  of  a 

Sand  juror  discharging  fiscal  duties, 
e  thought  an  expression  of  this  kind 
should  not  be  used  at  all ;  but  he  scarcely 
knew  whether  it  was  more  improper  to 
use  it  than  to  have  it  noticed  in  the 
papers. 

Mr.  sexton  asked,  was  it  for  any 
act  of  his,  as  a  magistrate,  that  Mr. 
Parnell  had  been  removed  from  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  did  not  know ;  but  as  there  was  a 
warrant  for  treasonable  practices  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  remain  upon  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Suspicion. 

Mr.  HEALY  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, at  an  early  date,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment had  any  intention  of  removing 
Captain  Somerville  from  the  Commis- 
sion of  the  Peace  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  might  as  well  answer  the  Question 
at  once.  The  Government  did  not  in- 
tend to  take  action  in  the  matter. 
Anyone  who  thought  fit  could  put  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  motion  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

CROWN  RENTS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  has 
given  instructions  not  to  press  the  land- 
lords, whose  rents  have  been  withheld, 
for  immediate  payment  of  quit  and 
Crown  rent ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  collector  of  quit- rent  in  Wexford 
has  refused  to  make  any  such  allow- 
ance, and  has  intimated  that  he  will 
take  proceedings  for  quit-rent  in  arrear, 
including  that  due  on  the  2dth  March, 
if  not  then  paid  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Where  the  persons  liable  for  quit  rent  in 
Ireland  have  given  satisfactory  evidence 
of  inability  to  pay,  or  have  tendered  a 
portion  of  the  arrears  due,  the  time  for 
payment  has  been  extended.  But  in 
cases  where  more  than  two  years'  arrears 
were  due,  and  where,  after  repeated 
applications  for  payment,  no  satisfactory 
explanation  of  the  default  has  been 
given,  and  also  in  oases  where  the  Crown 
oLtLim  is  disputed,  instructions  have  been 
g^ven  for  the  recovery  of  the  amount 
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due.  Nothing  is  known  at  the  Office  d 
Woods  of  the  case  in  Wexford  refeml 
to  in  the  Question  ;  but  if  the  right  hoi. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  sapplv  mi 
with  particulars,  I  will  have  immediaik 
inquiry  made.     

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked,  whedur 
the  Gt)vemment  would  make  this  oonfr 
tional  on  landlords  ceasing  to  press  fit 
immediate  payment  of  rents  from  tenuti 
whose  rents  were  exorbitant? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
wished  for  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  askel 
whether  the  Gt)vemment  had  not  asked 
for  these  rents  until  they  were  at  lent 
two  years  due  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  in  certain  cases  where  the  landloidl 
were  not  able  to  pay,  in  consequence  cl 
their  own  rents  not  being  paid,  snoh  i 
course  was  adopted. 

STATE    OP    IRELAND  — TIPPERABY- 
CONDUCT  OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Atton^ 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  tnt 
that  on  or  about  the  11th  instant^  Con- 
stable Kennedy,  and  a  party  of  the  Boysl 
Irish  Constabulary  stationed  in  the  towa 
of  Tipperary,  tore  down  a  number  of 
placards  calling  upon  the  ratepayers  of 
the  local  electoral  divisions  to  vote  tat 
the  popular  candidates  for  the  office  of 
poor  law  guardians ;  whether  the  Exe- 
cutive justify  the  conduct  of  the  police; 
and,  if  not,  whether  they  will  take  any 
steps  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  it; 
whether,  on  the  same  day.  Constable 
Kennedy  stopped  in  the  streets  of  Tip- 
perary, a  man  who  was  distributing  thi 
placards  in  question,  deprived  him  of  all 
tlie  placards  in  his  possession,  and  took 
his  name  ;  and,  whether  the  police  were 
justified  in  thus  confiscating  private  pro- 
perty, and  what  charge,  if  any,  can  be 
made  against  the  man  who  was  engaged 
in  distributing  the  placards  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
hon.  Member  now  asks  me  as  to  the 
contents  of  the  placards  referred  to  in 
his  Question  ;  but  as  I  have  not  seen  the 
placard  I  am  unable  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion  with  which  he  now  supplements  his 
Question  in  the  Paper.  My  reply  to 
that  Question  is  that  anonymous  inflam- 
matory placards  to  intimidate  voters  for 
Poor  Law  Guardians  having  been  posted 
up  in  the  town  of  Tipperary  were  re- 
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mored  bj  the  Gonstabolary,  as  was  their 
dotf.  Thej  also  took  similar  placards 
from  a  bill-man  who  was  distributing 
than,  and  thej  hare  summoned  him.  I 
liumld  add  that  on  the  hearing  of  that 
Nimmons  the  contente  of  the  placards 
will  be  considered  by  the  magistrates. 

Mb.  AEXTON  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  answer  he  had  received, 
oewoald  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
filing  attention  to  the  outrage  perpe- 
tnted  by  the  police  on  this  occasion. 

THE    IRISH    LAND    COMMISSION  — 
ESTATE  OF  MB.  TALBOT-CROSBIE. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
toeral  for  Ireland,  if  he  can  state 
rhy  the  cases  of  the  tenants  of  Mr. 
William  Talbot  Orosbie,  of  Ardfert 
ibbey,  county  Kerry,  whose  rents  were 
ist  increased  in  1880,  are  not  listed  for 
.earing  at  the  second  sitting  of  the  Sub- 
Commission  at  Tralee,  although  the 
riginating  notices  were  served  in  the 
rst  week  of  last  November ;  whether  it 
I  troe  that,  after  the  service  of  the 
riginating  notices,  the  landlord  chauged 
is  name  from  William  Talbot  Orosbie 
J  William  Talbot  Orosbie  Talbot,  with 
[ie  object  of  placing  the  cases  lower  in 
Iphabetical  order  than  they  otherwise 
roold  have  been,  and  thus  postponing 
[leir  hearing  for  a  considerable  time ; 
rhether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the  opening 
f  the  Sub-Oommission  at  Tralee,  on  the 
th  of  last  December,  a  local  solicitor, 
oncemed  for  a  large  number  of  tenants, 
omplained  that  the  case  of  one  of  his 
lients,  of  whom  Mr.  Orosbie  was  the 
indlord,  had  been  wrongfully  removed 
torn  the  position  it  occupied  at  the  be- 
;inning  of  the  list,  and  placed  at  the  end, 
rithout  any  intimation  to  the  tenant  of 
ts  removal,  and  of  the  consequent  im- 
KMsibility  of  having  it  heard  for  more 
ban  a  year,  although  the  landlord  must 
lave  been  aware  that  the  tenant  had 
Qcurred  considerable  expense  in  pre- 
paring his  case  for  trial  at  that  sitting ; 
md,  whether  the  solicitor  publicly 
harged  Mr.  Denis  Godley,  the  secre- 
ary  to  the  Land  Oommission,  with 
laving  acted  in  collusion  with  Mr. 
Talbot  Orosbie,  to  whom  he  was  known, 
n  effecting  this  alteration  in  the  posi- 
ion  of  the  case  as  it  originally  stood 
ipon  the  list  ? 

^Hi  ATTOKNEY    GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johkson)  :   I 


am  sorry  that  my  reply  to  this  long 
Question  will  be  very  long.  In  reply 
to  the  first  inquiry,  I  have  to  state  that 
the  cases  are  sent  to  the  Sub-Oommission 
for  trial  in  the  order  of  their  receipt  in 
the  Land  Oommission  Office,  and  for 
this  reason  the  cases  of  Mr.  Talbot- 
Orosbie's  tenants  could  not  have  been 
listed  for  hearing  without  taking  them 
out  of  their  turn.  As  to  the  second  and 
third  inquiries  in  this  Question,  I  am 
informed  that  one  case  of  Mr.  Talbot- 
Orosbie  was  placed  in  the  list  under  the 
letter  **0;"  but  that,  on  his  repre- 
sentation that  his  surname  was  Talbot- 
Orosbie,  and  not  Orosbie. — [Mr.  Skxton  : 
Talbot-Orosbie  Talbot.]  I  am  informed 
it  is  Talbot-Orosbie,  and  for  this  reason 
the  case  was  removed  to  the  letter  **  T." 
No  delay,  however,  was  thus  occasioned 
beyond  that  involved  in  the  adjourn- 
ment from  Tralee  to  Killarney,  which 
was  one  week.  The  solicitor  for  the 
tenants,  it  is  true,  objected  to  the 
change  ;  but  as  notice  of  the  alteration 
had  issued,  the  Land  Oommission  de- 
clined to  make  further  change.  As  to 
the  rest  of  the  Question,  I  understand 
that,  according  to  the  newspaper  report 
of  the  proceedings,  the  tenants'  solicitor 
charged  Mr.  Godley  with  having  been 
in  collusion  with  Mr.  Talbot-Orosbie. 
Of  course,  there  was  nothing  in  it,  and 
the  newspaper  also  reports  that  the 
same  solicitor  withdrew  the  charge, 
which  shows  it  ought  not  to  have  been 

made. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  Land  Oourts  take 
the  cases,  not  in  the  order  of  priority 
of  application,  but  in  the  order  of 
the  alphabetical  position  of    landlords' 

names  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Joid^son)  :  I 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the 
Sub-Commissioners.  If  so,  the  Sub- 
Oommissioners  take  the  cases  in  the 
order  in  which  they  are  sent  down  by 
the  Land  Oommissioners. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881 -TREAT- 
MENT OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
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lowing  statement  in  the  *'  Gal  way  Ob- 
server" of  Saturday  Marcli  18th:— 

**0n  Sunday  night  laat  the  chief  warder, 
when  Roinpr  his  rounds,  found  an  empty  pipe  in 
the  cell  of  Mr.  Lydon,  a  highly  respectahle  and 
independent  merchant  from  Ballaghadereen, 
county  Mayo.  Although  he  explained  satisfac- 
torily  how  it  came  hy  being  there,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  smoking  through,  which  he  can 
swear  on  oath,  he  was  taken  next  morning 
before  the  Governor,  and  sentenced  to  six  days* 
solitary  confinement,  deprivations  of  visits,  and 
refusals  of  all  communications  to  or  from  friends, 
no  matter  how  urgent  his  business.  Already  he 
is  undergoing  this  sentence,  which  will  not 
expire  until  Saturday  next ; " 

whether  he  has  also  seen  other  state- 
ments in  the  same  paper  of  alleged 
arbitrary  and  unjust  treatment  of  sus- 
pects; and,  whether  he  will  order  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  the  truth  of 
these  allegations  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
same  inquiry  was  made  by  the  junior 
Member  for  County  Galway  some  days 
ago.  I  have  not  yet  received  a  reply  to 
the  Question  which  he  put ;  and  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  postpone  this 
Question. 

THE  JUDICATUKE  ACT— THE  NEW 
RULES  OF  PROCEDURE. 

Mr.  GREGORY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  import- 
ance of  the  new  Rules  of  Procedure 
which  are  under  the  consideration  of  a 
Committee  of  Judges,  and  the  alteration 
which  they  will  effect  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Jjaw,  provision  can  be  made 
for  suspending  the  operation  of  them 
until  there  has  been  an  opportunity 
for  the  consideration  of  them  by  this 
House  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  he  was  in  communication 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  the  subject, 
and  he  understood  from  him  that  no  new 
Rules  had  yet  been  made,  although  the 
Judges  had  held  meetings  and  passed 
resolutions  upon  which  Rules  would  be 
framed.  The  only  provision  to  meet  the 
cane  referred  to  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question  was  contained  in  the  25th  sec- 
tion of  the  Judicature  Act. 

INDIA— THE  INDIAN  COUNCIL— THE 

VACANCY. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  If  he  could  state  to  the 
House  the  reasons  why  the  vacancy  in  the 
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Indian  Council,  caused  by  the  rettroniMi 
of  Sir  Erskine  Perry  some  months  an 
has  not  been  filled  up ;  and,  whether  M 
has  considered  the  suggestion  that  fti 
Government  of  India  oould  be  jut  a 
well  administered  if  there  were  no  (l^ 
ther  addition  made  to  the  number  rf 
Councillors  at  present  existing? 

The  Mabquess  of  HABTmOTOH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  he  had  stated,  it 
answer  to  a  Question  the  other  day,  thil 
he  did  not  think  it  desirable,  and  Art 
the  House  would  not  consider  it  aeeei* 
sary,  that  he  should  enter  into  an  ex- 
planation of  the  reasons  why  there  hal 
been  a  delay  in  filling  up  the  resiffnaiioa 
of  Sir  Erskine  Perry.  He  oould  oolj 
repeat  that  the  appointment  would  M 
shortly  made,  and  he  hoped  within  a  ftw 
days.  With  reference  to  the  latter  pait 
of  the  Question,  he  did  not  know  bj 
whom  the  suggestion  had  been  made^ 
nor  did  he  think  it  necessary  to  stall 
whether  the  number  of  15  was  abao* 
lutely  necessary  for  conducting  the  affufi 
of  the  Government  of  India.  The  boa. 
Member  must  be  aware  that  the  nomber 
had  been  fixed  by  Act  of  Parliimeol, 
and  he  had  no  power  to  alter  it. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  EDUCA- 
TION GRANTS  UNDER  THE  NEW 
CODE. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  If  he 
can  give  any  estimate  as  to  what  the 
rate  of  grant  paid  per  average  attend- 
ance wiU  be  under  the  new  Code ;  and, 
whether  he  thinks  it  will  exceed  or  be 
less  than  the  sixteen  shillings  estimated 
by  the  Education  Office  to  be  the  sum 
earned  this  year  under  the  present 
Code? 

Mb.  MIJNDELLA  :  The  net  earnings 
for  1880-1,  ending  the  31st  of  August 
last,  were  15«.  8^1^.  per  day  scholar  in 
average  attendance.  Up  to  the  dose  of 
the  present  financial  year  the  grant  wiQ 
average  15«.  \Qd,  per  scholar;  and  in 
preparing  the  Estimates  for  1882-3,  we 
have  calculated  for  a  further  increase  of 
2d,  per  head,  raising  the  grant  to  16«. 
We  have  examined  more  than  200 
schools  of  every  description  simultane- 
ously under  the  new  and  the  existing 
Codes,  and  it  gave  a  result  of  about  2d. 
per  head  in  ntvour  of  the  schools  ex- 
amined under  the  new  Code.  But  as 
the  new  Code  is  based  on  average  at« 
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is  quite  possiblo  that  the 
ntio  of  Kvenge  attendance  to  the  num- 
bar  on  the  books  may  he  considerably 
ioenued.  This  will,  no  doubt,  be  the 
MM  if  managere  are  better  supported 
b;  School  Boards,  School  Attendance 
Committses,  and  ttie  magistratee.  In 
that  event,  Uie  attendance  of  the  children 
ud  the  amount  of  the  grants  n'ill  be 
proportionately  increased.  As  the  noble 
Loni  is  aware,  increased  encouragement 
ii  given  under  the  new  Code  for  better 
teaohing  in  infant  sohooU  and  night 
nhoole. 

ABUT  ENIJ8TMENT— HE-ENGAGE- 
MENTS. 

CoLCHixi.  COLTHUBST  asked  the 
lecretaiy  at  State  for  War,  Whether 
be  caaa  of  private  soldiers  who  enlisted 
irior  to  the  8th  August  1870,  and  under 
he  conditions  laid  down  in  the  Act  of 
867  for  twelve  years,  and  who  are  now 
enrous  of  re-engaging  to  complete 
venty-one  years'  service,  will  be  taken 
nto  consideration  with  a  view  of  re- 
ixing  in  their  regard  the  prorisions  of 
«ngraph  59,  section  XIX.  Queen's  Be- 
:nlatuma,  1881,  namely,  that  re-engage- 
lenta  wUl  only  he  i^lowcd  in  special 
Bses?     

Ub.  CHILDEBS:  Under  the  para- 
raph  of  the  Warrant  of  June  last  to 
rhich  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  re- 
ars, commanding  officers  are  at  liberty 
Q  recommend  the  re-engagement  of 
rrivates  in  the  12th  year  of  their  ser- 
ies; but  they  must  do  so  on  special 
irounds,  which,  however,  are  interpreted 
Iberally.  I  have  already  approved  the 
e-engagement  of  nearly  200  men  ;  but 

do  not  propose  to  relax  the  practice  in 
his  respect. 

'ROTECnON  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PEKTT  (lEELAND)  ACT,  1B81— TREAT- 
MENT OP  PERSONS  ARRESTED 
TTSDEB  THE  ACT -LIMERICK  GAOL. 
Ma.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  asted 
ir.  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland,  If  he 
an  state  the  reason  why  the  "Kerrv 
independent"  newspaper  of  the  ISth 
nstant,  ported  in  the  usual  manner,  in 
ime  for  the  morning  delivery,  to  the 
^erry  "  suspect "  prisoners  in  Limerick, 
raa  not  delivered  by  the  gaol  officials 
ill  S  p.m.  on  the  17th,  and  then  only 
kfter  a  portion  had  been  removed,  con- 
MiaiDg  •  Ladim'  League  meeting  held 
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in  Tralee  on  Sunday  the  12th ;  and, 
whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  his  in- 
structions that  the  newspaper  in  question 
Bfaould  be  always  detained  two  or  three 
days  before  the  delivery  7 

Thb  attorney  OENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  There 
was  no  mutilation  or  delay  in  Limerick 
Prison  of  the  newspaper  referred  to  in 
the  hon.  Uember's  Question.  In  giving 
the  paper — which  appeared  to  be  a  se- 
cond-hand copy — to  the  person  to  whom 
it  was  addressed,  the  warder  very  pro- 
perly called  attention  to  its  condition. 
The  simple  explanation  appears  to  me 
to  be  that  the  condition  of  the  paper 
and  its  delay  in  pasting  were  due  to  the 
person  who  had  the  first  reading  of  it 
before  he  posted  it. 

Mk.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
not  answered  the  last  Question. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  The 
answer.  Sir,  is  No.  I  did  not  think  it 
pertinent  to  the  inquiry,  otherwise  I 
should  have  answered  it. 


Me.  GOEST  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  the  Admiralty  vrill,  this 
year,  observe  the  bank  holidays  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyarda? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  workmen  in 
the  Dockyards  have  holidays  on  Good 
Friday,  Christmas  Day,  the  Queen's 
Birthday,  and  Coronation  Day.  Some 
of  these  are  enjoyed  by  no  other  work- 
men in  the  Kingdom,  and  they  are  paid 
for  these  holidays  just  as  if  they  were  at 
work.  They  likewise  work  considerably 
shorter  hours  than  in  private  yards. 
They  get  a  half-holiday  after  each  annual 
visitation  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
and  a  half-holiday  occasionally  when  a 
large  ship  is  launched  in  the  middle  of 
the  day,  for  which  they  receive  wages. 
Under  these  circumstance  a,  it  would  not 
be  fair  to  the  taxpayer  to  add  the  Bank 
holidays  to  the  list.  Each  holiday  would 
be  equivalent  to  making  a  present  to 
the  men  of  £4,000,  besides  the  much 
more  serious  question  of  the  delay  of  the 
all-important  national  work  on  which 
they  are  engaged. 

SiK  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  in- 
quired whether  a  holiday  would  be  given 
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to  the  Dockyard  workmen  to  attend  the 
Volunteer  Beview  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Arrangements 
will  be  made  to  enable  the  usual  Dock- 
yard workmen  to  attend  the  Heview, 
and  they  will  make  up  the  time  on  other 
days. 

Mr.  GK)HST  inquired  whether  the  men 
could  legally  work  on  Good  Friday  and 
Christmas  Day  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Two  of  the  holi- 
days  which  I  mentioned  are  Corona- 
tion Day  and  the  Queen's  Birthday.  If 
there  were  a  general  wish  in  the  Dock- 
yards to  exchange  these  two  days  for  the 
]Bank  holidays,  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  would  consider  it;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's pleasure  would  have  to  be  speci- 
ally taken. 

PKOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT  OF  PERSONS  ARRESTED 
UNDER   THE  ACT— MR.   P.  CAHILL. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  What 
facilities  will  be  afforded  to  Mr.  Patrick 
Cahill,  LL.B.,  at  present  imprisoned  in 
Naas  Gaol,  for  doing  his  work  in  con- 
nection with  the  "Leinster  Leader" 
newspaper,  of  which  he  is  proprietor 
and  editor  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  know  whether 
the  Executive  refused  to  allow  this  gen- 
tleman to  have  the  use  of  a  harmonium 
offered  him  by  some  ladies  ? 

Tub  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I 
cannot  answer  the  latter  Question  with- 
out Notice.  My  reply  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
is  the  very  suitable  one  that  Mr.  Cahill 
has  made  no  application  with  reference 
to  his  duty  as  newspaper  editor. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  May  I 
ask  what  facilities  will  be  afforded  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  If 
Mr.  Cahill  should  apply  I  shall  be  able  to 
inform  him. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— MR.  CARTER,  J.P. 
—POLICE   PROTECTION. 

Mr.  ION  HAMILTON  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  the  case  that  Mr.  Tilson  Shaen 
Carter,  J. P.,  recently  applied  to  the 
Government  for  polioe  protection ;  and. 
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if  so,  whether  he  will  state  apon  what 
g^unds  such  protection  was  refused  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  rat 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johjtsok)  :  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  postpons 
this  Question.  I  have  telegraphea  to- 
day twice  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
clearer  information ;  but  on  neiwer  oo- 
casion  did  1  obtain  such  information  as 
would  enable  me  to  g^ve  him  a  satisho- 
tory  answer. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— CASE  OP  JANE 
M*EVOY. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Departme&ti 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  a  woman  named  Jane  M'Evoyy 
who  was  charged  before  Mr.  Slade  with 
having  neglected,  she  being  a  persoa 
under  police  supervision,  to  report  her- 
self to  the  police ;  and,  whether,  if  the 
facts  are  as  stated  by  the  prisoner,  that 
she  did  **  not  think  she  had  occasion  to 
report  herself  after  her  term  had  ex- 
pired," he  will  remit  the  whole  or  part 
of  the  sentence  of  one  year's  imprison- 
ment imposed  by  the  magistrate  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOaRT,in 
reply,  said,  he  had  inquired  into  this 
matter.  The  magistrate  informed  him 
that  this  woman  was  represented  as  a 
woman  of  the  worst  character,  and  it 
was  also  stated  that  she  had  been  sen- 
tenced to  several  terms  of  imprisonment 
after  she  was  released  on  licenoe,  and 
this  was  confirmed  by  the  police  reports. 
It  thus  appeared  that  she  was  a  perscm 
whom  it  was  necessary  to  keep  under 
police  supervision;  but  she,  after  suf- 
ficient warning,  refused  to  report  herself^ 
and  the  magistrate  said  that,  in  such 
circumstances,  he  must  award  the  sen- 
tence provided  by  law  for  such  cases. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  THE  LADIES' 
LAND  LEAGUE-JUDGE  BARRY  AND 
MISS  M'CORMACK. 

Mr.  J.  R.  TORKE  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing extract  from  the  ''Daily Express''  of 
last  week : — 

''A  deputation  of  the  dtizenB  waited  oa 
Judge  Barry,  at  his  lodgings,  Barrington  Street, 
Limerick,  this  morning,  for  the  purpose  of  re* 
questing  his  Lordship  to  use  his  influence  with 
the  Goyemment  to  have  Miss  McCormack,  a 
member  of  the  Dublin  Ladies'  Land  League, 
released  from  the  County  Prison,  where  she  is 
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Ahmed  Ml  a  wuasnt  isaood  by  Mr.  CliffonJ 
IM,  v«dal  iwdent  in»giilrnte,  io  dof&ult  ot 
MBS  HntlM  «f  '  good  behnvioar ; ' 

■JiJM  Bain,  in  reply,  mid  tliat,  u  a  jud^a, 
b  Mola  BOt  Mterfcre  in  any  way  whatever 
■ift  tkl  matter,  and  could  not  rerriTe  the 
lifiUlM  in  hu  judicial  capacity,  but,  u 
Qna  Bany  and  a  citiisn  of  Limarick,  he 
iMalaayt  gUdtoaeeliiafello*  towDsmcn.  and 
nitkteuadty  alone  he  would  nte  any  private 
idaMcebahadinfurwanling  theofijcct  of  the 
lifrilliuu,  and  would  write  a  private  note 
Mmj  to  the  Chiet  Secretary,  Tcqncsting,  if  it 
«n  powble  to  do  BO,  that  Mim  McCuriucli 
Awld  b«  releued.     The  deputation  thanked 

!U|  Loiddiip  t<a  (bo  coortaoua  manner 
thr  were  lecMTed,  and  withdrew ; " 
Ybstiiw  he  had  yet  received  the  nrivate 
Mte  from  the  learned  judge ;  and,  if  eo, 
vhit  anstrer  has  been  returned  7 
.       Till  ATTORNEY   GENERAL  for 
f    IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Joniraoir) :  The 
;     Qosation  I  am  asked   to   annwer  ia,  I 
imdentaad,  whether  a  certain  private 
Kte  has  been  received  b;  the  Chief 
Sicietary.    That  is  a  matter  I  cannot 

Hb.' REDMOND:  Will  the  Prime 
Uiaister  state  whether  the  Chief  Secre- 
tMtj  will  be  in  his  place  at  the  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow,  ae  that  is  one  of  the 
qneations  we  are  anxious  should  be 
conaidered  before  the  Vote  on  Account 
ispaaaed? 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  every 
reaion  to  expect  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
will  be  in  hia  place  then. 

THE  KOYAL  IEI3H  COKST  ABU  LAKY— 
SUB-CONSTABLE   WAL.SH. 

Mr.  HEALT  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  Whether,  if  ex-eub- 
coDStable  Walah  forwards  to  the  proper 
anthorit;  the  certificate  which  he  holds 
from  the  Crown  Solicitor  at  Cork,  dated 
the  21et  December,  for  hie  expenses  as 
witness  from  the  5th  to  the  2lBt  Decem- 
ber, he  will  receive  the  usual  allow- 
ance ;  if  he  will  now  etate  why  Walsh 
waa  ordered  from  Cork  on  10th  Feb- 
ruary, at  bis  own  expense,  to  Kanturk, 
where  he  was  informed  of  his  discharge, 
when  he  might  have  been  informed  of 
his  discharge  in  Cork,  and  save  the 
expense  of  such,  transfer,  having  been  at 
the  time  stationed  at  Tuckey  Street  Sta- 
tion, Cork;  and,  whether  any  instruc' 
tions  will  be  given  to  make  good  what 
the  man  was  out  of  pocket  ? 

The  ATrOBNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Joiissoh);  If 
•x-Sab-Couatabla  Walsh  has    not   re- 


ceived his  expenses  from  the  Crown 
Solicitor,  the  Inspector  General  will 
I  order  him  the  regulation  travelling  ex- 
I  penses  and  extra  pay  while  absent  on 
I  duty  from  bis  station.  He  was  ordered, 
;  according  to  the  Rules  of  the  Force, 
'  back  to  his  station  at  Kanturk,  to  give 
I  up  his  arms  and  other  public  property, 
j  to  receive  hia  pay  from  his  own  officer, 
and  to  take  away  hie  effects. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  from 
Mr.  Healy, 

Thk  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Joiiksom)  waa 
understood  to  say  that  Sub-Constable 
Walsh  would  bo  allowed  the  r^ulation 
expenses  for  his  journey  trom  Cork  to 
Kanturk. 

NAVY— TROOPSHIPS. 
CoLONBL  NOLAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  To  state  roughly 
the  amount  of  first  class  accommoda- 
tion on  board  the  "Serapis,"  or  any 
other  of  the  five  great  troopships  ;  if  ho 
can  state  roughly  the  percentage  of  non- 
combatants,  other  than  medical  officers 
or  those  of  the  pay  department,  who  are 
carried  in  these  vessels;  also  the  per- 
centage of  officora  not  belonging  to  the 
regiments  or  troops  on  board  who  are 
generally  carried  on  such  vessels  ;  if  any 
great  public  or  private  inconrsnience 
would  DB  caused  if  the  passage  of  ona 
such  non-combatant  or  unattached  officer 

Said  by  some  other  route,  and  if  a 
ic  chaplain  were  occasionally  per- 
mitted to  avail  himself  of  the  vacancy 
accommodation  thus  created  ;  and  the 
average  number  of  days  the  troopships 
take  in  performing  the  voyage  to  India, 
and  if  any  considerable  increase  in  speed 
has  been  attained  since  the  pledge  given 

I  this  subject  by  the  late  Government 

.  the  iBt  August  1879? 

Mr,  TREVELYAN:  There  is  accom- 
modation for  73  officers  in  cabin  berths 
in  each  of  the  Indian  troopships,  which 
is  in  excess  of  the  number  required  to 
do  duty  with  the  troops.  The  details  as 
to  the  percentage  of  non  -  combatants 
:anDot  be  given  without  a  considerable 
amount  of  labour ;  but  it  may  be  aa- 
Bumod  that  it  would  seldom  be  an  incon- 
venience to  afford  the  accommodation  of 
a  berth  in  a  cabin  to  an  additional  chap- 
lain if  the  India  Office  and  War  Office 
wished  that  a  chaplain  should  be  em- 
barked for  the  voyage.  The  voyaee  la 
short,  being  only  2B  days— that  is,  three 
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RUSSIA— PEESECUTION  OF 
THE  JEWS. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  'WOBMS  asked 
the  XJnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  since  the  Government 
decline  to  call  on  Her  M&jeBty's  Ooneuls 
by  despatch  to  report  epecidly  on  each 
Jewish  outrage  mentioned  in  anyjoiimal, 
ha  would  state  the  reason  why  a  diffe- 
rent course  should  he  followed  in  this 
respect  than  that  urged  upon  the  late 
Qovemment  hy  members  of  the  present 
GlOTernment,  in  the  case  of  the  Bulgarian 
outrages;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  will  instruct  Her  Majesty's 
Consul  at  Moscow  to  inquire  into  and 
report  on  the  outrages  stated  by  the 
Moscow  GorreBpondent  of  the  "  Daily 
Telegraph  "  to  have  been  committed  in 
that  city  during  the  preeeut  month  1 

SiE  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  I  have 
nothing  to  add  to  what  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  on  this  subject  in  the  debate 
lately  raised  by  the  hon.  Member.  As 
regards  the  second  part  of  his  Question, 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  said  ou 
Thursday  last. 

Baron  HENRT  DE  WOBMS  :  May 
I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  not  to 
instruct  Her  Majesty's  Consuls  to  in- 
quire and  report  upon  the  alleged  out- 
rages? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  must 
repeat  what  I  said  last  Thursday — 
namely,  that  it  is  not  thought  desirable 
to  call  on  the  Consub  to  report  with  re- 
gard to  each  statement  that  appears  in 
a  newspaper;  but  that  they  are  in  the 
habit  of  making  Reports  without  being 
instructed. 

Bahon  HENBT  DE  WORMS :  Will 
they  report  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  I  can 
only  say  that  Reports  from  Consuls  have 
been  laid  before  the  House  up  to  a 
month  ago.  Should  any  further  Reports 
be  received  on  the  question,  they  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  in  due  course. 

NAVY— NAVAL  BARRACKS  AT  PORTS- 
MOUTH. 
Sis  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Admiralty  to 
erect  Naval    barracks  at   Fortamooth 


upon  the  site  already  selected  ;  and,  if 
he  oan  state  the  causes  of  Gia  delar 
which  has  occurred  in  proceeding  wi^ 
the  oonatruotion  of  them  ? 

Mb.  TREVELTAN  :  No  final  ded- 
sion  has  been  arrived  at  with  reCerran 
to  the  construction  of  Naval  barraoks  at 
Portsmouth.  The  Board  wish  to  see  A* 
barracks  at  Keyham  in  a  more  fiirwaid 
state  before  they  proceed  to  a  final  de- 
termination with  regard  to  those  for 
Portsmouth. 

IRELAND  —  LOCAL    C0NTEACT8    FOB 
UNIFORMS  FOR  ARMY  AND   OTHER 
SERVICES— MANDFACTURE  OP  UHI. 
FORMS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether,  sinoe  the  rule 
requiring  the  made  up  clothing  to  he 
sent  over  here   from  Ireland    for  in- 
spection  and    approval  is    no    longer 
insisted  on,  the  Cfontract  recently  entered 
into  has  been  given  to  an  Irish  finn; 
and,  if  not,  whether  the  rejection  ol  all 
tenders  from  Irish  firms  is  caused  bydw 
question  raised  as  to  the  hardship  of  re- 
quiring the  clothing  to  be  sent  to  London 
for  iuspection  ? 

Me.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  swd,  he 
thought  it  right  to  state  that,  finding 
these  matters  were  all  managed  at  the 
War  Office,  he  wrote  to  the  non.  Mem- 
ber requesting  him  to  put  the  Question 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  No 
doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  answer  it. 


Mr.  Trttilgan 


PBOTEOTION    OF    PERSON    AND  PSO- 
PEHTY  (IREUND)  ACT,  18B1— TREAT- 
MENT     OF       PERSONS      ARRESTED 
UNDER   THE   ACT— MICHAEL   VEAL. 
Mr.  E.  POWEE  asked  Mj.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that 
Michael  Yeal,  at  present  a  prisoner  in 
Naas  Gaol  under  the  Coercion  Act,  has 
been  prohibited  receiving  certain  books, 
among  others  "The  Life  and  SpeechM 
of  Daniel  O'Connell"    and  Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan's  "  Story  of  Ireland  ;  "  and,  if 
he    will   give    instructions    that    these 
books,  which  are  the  private  property  of 
Mr.  Teal,  may  be  given  to  him  f 

The  ATTOENBY  GENERAL  SOR 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I 
am  informed.  Sir,  that  the  Governor  of 
the  prison  detained  two  volumes  of  the 
select  speeohea  of  O'Connell,  considering 
them  "political."    Ido  not  myself  we 
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■tta  Mr.  TmI  should  not  hare  tteee 
bom,  ud  will  inquire  about  it.  No 
c&et  booln  were  detained,  so  for  as  I 
misfonDed- 

M1.HEALY.-  What  about  tbe  other 
iMk? 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
EELAHD  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johhson)  :  No 
oAn  books  were  detained  at  all. 

Ml.  B.  POWER  :  la  consequence  of 
iut  ftDswer,  may  I  ask  the  Prime 
HiniBter,  If  he  will  allow,  or  give  m- 
■tnictioos,  that  the  OoTeruor  will  allow 
Mr,  O'Connell'e  speeches  to  be  given  to 
Ur.  Uichael  Veal,  remembering  the  fact 
that  the  Prime  Minister  declared  on  the 
Hh  of  last  October— 


O'Connell  desired— 

"  Ptuodly  lelationa  witli  the  poople  of  Uiii 
coBdiy."  "  Fiiendahip  with  England  vaa  tha 
Htlo  of  O'Connell."  "  O'Connell  on  everjr 
Noaoi  declftnd  hia  respect  for  property." 

Hi.  QLAD8T0NE :  I  should  not 
Hke  to  give  a  poeitiTe  pledge  in  regard 
to  s  matter  of  prison  regulation  without 
£nt  hsTing  an  opportunity  of  making 
inquiry,  I  may  state,  however,  that 
then  ore  many  of  O'Gonnell's  speeches 
vbich  I  should  very  strongly  recommend 
to  the  attention  of  hon .  Gentlemen  oppo- 
■te  bom  Ireland. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABDLAKY— 
CONSTABLE  POfiBES. 
Ub.  METGE  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
avara  that  in  the  case  of  Constable 
Forbes,  who  was  fined  £3  at  a  court  of 
inquiry  at  Kells,  couuty  Meath,  for 
>eing  drunk,  and,  consequently,  lost  all 
hance  of  future  promotion,  seven  wit- 
esses  swore  to  his  being  sober,  while 
Illy  two  witnesses  swore  to  the  con- 
rary ;  whether  two  of  the  seven  witnesses 
bove  mentioned  were  Doctors  Riug- 
ood  and  tjparrow,  physicians  of  high 
sanding ;  whether  it  is  true  that  I)r. 
parrow  swore  onhisoathtliathe  "  had 
it  a  doubt  on  his  mind  as  to  the  defen- 
mt' 8  sobriety."  That  "  it  was  utterly 
ipossible  for  tlie  defendant,"  if  drunk, 
to  have  got  sober  in  the  time"  (viz. 
le  time  which  elapsed  between  hia 
Teat  and  that  at  which  Dr.  Sparrow 
camined  him),  and,  further,  that,  "if 
tflering  from  '  ear  vertigo,'  he  would 
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have  all  the  appearanoe  of  a  drunken 
man ; "  whether  Dr.  Ringwood  swore 
on  his  oath — 

That  tba  defendsnt  wu  mffering  from  '  • 


rertigo,'  which  wonld  came  him  to  sway  to  and 
'■o;"  "ttutt  the  aymptomi  oame on niddenlr  1 " 
that  the  defendtiDt  could  not  have  stated  the 


itpoambly  have  been  oansed  'by  intoiication," 
but  that,  if  "he  had  met  him  in  the 
street,"  he  might,  as  the  head  constable 
had  done,  have  "  mistaken  his  case  for 
one  of  intoxication  ;"  whether,  in  pursu- 
ance of  Section  1,637  of  the  Code  of 
Regulations,  which  states  that 

'  Id  cases  where  Uie  Court  records  a  finding 
itnuy  to  tho  greater  weight  of  the  sridence, 
lir  reasons  for  disotediting    such    evidence 
■honid  be  stated," 

the  court  stated  their  reasons  for  having 
decided  against  the  weight  of  the  evi- 
dence ;  and,  whether,  seeing  the  hard- 
ship entailed  by  Constable  Forbes,  by 
reason  of  the  record  against  his  charac- 
ter, he  will  grant  him  a  new  trial  before 
the  bench  of  magistrates  of  Kells? 

Tna  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johwsok)  :  Sir, 
I  must  apologize  to  you  and  the  House 
for  necessarily  a  somewhat  long  reply  to 
this  very  lengthy  Question.  I  am  aware 
that  seven  witnesses,  including  two  doc- 
tors, deposed  to  the  constable's  sobriety  ; 
and  that  two  constables,  by  whom  he 
was  removed  irom  duty,  deposed  to 
hie  insobriety.  The  rule  of  evidence  is 
Itstei  pottdtrantur,  nen  numeranlur,  and 
observing  that  rule,  no  doubt,  the  Court 
acted  on  what  they  considered  the  reli- 
able evidence.  Neither  of  the  dootors 
gave  precisely  the  evidence  attributed  to 
him  in  this  question.  Dr.  Sparrow — who 
saw  the  constable  one  hour  and  25 
minutes  after  the  charge  was  made — de- 
posed that  he  "examined  the  man  by 
smelling  his  breath  and  walking  him  up 
and  down  the  room,"  and  concluded  his 
evidence  by  stating  that  he  "believed 
the  constable  was  perfectly  sober  then." 
Dr.  Ringwood — who  saw  tho  constable 
two  hours  after  the  charge  was  made — 
deposed  that — 

"  From  the  Byraptonis  he  obsorvod,  and  from 
tho  unprompted  historj'  given  him  by  the  con- 
stable, he  was  of  opinion  that  the  swaying 
motion  and  sUggerinegait  were  caused  by  '  ear 
vertigo.'  and  tbat  such  eymptoraa  come  on 
■uddonly,  and  hnvo  often  been  mistaken  for  tho 
effects  of  drink." 
The  Court  did  not  decide  against  the 
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weight  of  evidence.    On  the  contrary,  troop  deck,  and  48  oompelled  to  fiid 

they  decided  according  to  the  weight  of  space  where  they  could ;  if  it  is  taw 

the  evideDce,  and  not  according  to  the  that,  during  the  whole  of  the  voyagt, 

nnmber  of  witnemes  examined  on  each  not  a  single  hammock  was  aeired  onttt 

side,  and  they  pointed  out  that  they  be-  these  men ;  if  it  is  also  truathat  the  wtih' 

lieyed  the  insobriety  was  slight  in  the  ing  accommodation  for  these  628  mw 

first  instance,  and  that  in  the  interval  was  ten  basins,  to  which  aooess  was ool; 

the  constable  had  recovered  sobriety,  allowed  for  one  hour  and  a-half  in  dw 

In  my  opinion,  this  is  entirely  a  matter  morning ;  and,   if,   in   addition  to  tka 

ofthe  discipline  of  the  Force,  which  does  above,  42  women  and  95  children  vm    i 

not  call  for  any  interference  by  the  Chief  packed  in  a  space,  in  another  part  rf 

Secretary ;  but  I  am  informed  by  the  the  vessel,  totally  inadequate  to  teoeifs 

authorities  that  Sub-Constable  Forbes  them,  and  were  subject,  with  the  m^ 

does  not  by  the  fine  on  this  occasion  to  a  condition  of  tixings  during  two 


lose  all  chance  of  future  promotion.  days'  rough  weather  which  was  neidui 

decent  nor  humane  ? 

NAVY  —  PORTSMOUTH    DOCKY.UiD  —  Me.     TREVELYAN  :    In    187*  ikl 

DISCHARGE  OF  WORKMEN.  usual  Committee  of  Naval  and  Militaiy 

Me.  T.C.  BRUCE  a.ked  the  Secretary  ?®*'®"'    »°cli.ding   an    officer   of  the 

to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  true  that  ^''"tt'^J'aster    General  s    Department 

a  large  number  of  men  were  temporarily  *"<*  °^  the  Army  Medical  Department, 

dischlrged  from  Portsmouth  D^kyard  ""^Y^d  Her  Majesty's  ship  ^m«(«m^ 

last  Saturday,  and  a  further  number  on  t^^  *'^  ^^*1?f^*'  **  810  men  and 

Thursday ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  reason  M^  ^o-^f}  t^i^^l^Tv  ^  *^*  T 

of  this  measure  ?  "*"'.*^  ^J^'J^  **»«  •^°'>i«  }fj^  "*«•  •*; 

Me.   TBEVELTAN  :   No  men  have  "tZ           t^*"  ""   ^J  ""TT.^ 

been  actually  discharged  from  the  books  ''^''^.'^  i       *  k  *  "S^*?**"^  ^  ^ 

of  Portsmouth  Dockyard ;  but  210  men  !,^**^*t,*^'',t^']!f  *  «^"^/l5*^  J^ 

who  had  been  entered  for  temporary  S,'?^*^^^.  *>«  *»  ^^"^  referred  to  w« 

service,   and  who  had,  when  entered,  th«  guard  m  question.  Hammocka  w« 

been  informed  that  they  would  probably  ^t^^'  .f/  ^^^  }X!a^  "tf. 

'^^ZVt.f:Al:!jt'l^l'Z  blanker  served  out    but  declined  ^s 

th^  26th  instant.    To-day  the  whole  of  f^'''  ,  ^'>«"^  ^«"*    15    baans  in   the 

the  men  will  resume  work.    The  reason  *^°?f,  wash-places  which  were  oi>en 

for  their  suspension  was  that  the  Yard  «'«*»*  ^^^  >°  *b«  ^*y-  .  ^o  complaint 

was    £300    to  £400    short  of  money.  ''^7^'  before  been  received  of  tte  m- 

Orders  will  be  given  that  in  future  the  «"ffl.«'«''°y  .<>f  the  accommodation  on  the 

Admiralty  should  be  specially  informed  if T r*'  *''•         ""P^^""  ^^'•f'?- 

from  the  Dockyards,  at  the  ind  of  the  ^"}^  ""^  *^«  **1*"T°;  i  ^*''  ^^^l 

financial  year,  whether  a  discharge  of  ° V     ^««f«Vif P"'**'  ^^  telegraph  with 

workmen  is  in  contemplation,  so  that  the  '•^'^'Xl!!        """^"^           '  considera- 

Board  may  use  its  discretion,  as  it  has  "' 

done  this  year  in  the  case  of  Sheer-  "  ^*  colonel,  on  leaving,  took  the  oppor- 

uegs,  tunity  of  thanking  me  for  all  the  oomfott  on 

board  the  ship :  and,  being  asked  by  me  if  he 

NAVY-THE    TROOPSHIP  "  ASSIST-  S^^rsSS.-"' ' ""'  '  ^"'^  "^'^ 

ANCE." 

LoKD    CLAUD   HAMILTON   asked  PARLIAMENT  -  PALACE    OP    WEST- 

the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  his  MINSTER-THE  CLOCK  TOWER, 

attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  misery  Mb.  SPENCER  asked  the  First  Com- 

and  discomfort  attendant  on  the  recent  missioner  of  Works,  Whether,  having 

sea  voyage  of  the  Ist  battalion   Scots  regard  to  the  fom  that  have  prevailea. 

Guards  from  Dublin,  lasting  from  4  p.m.  he  would  take  mto   consideration  the 

on  the  1 8th  instant  to  8  p.m.  on  the  a2nd  advisability  of  having  an  electric  instead 

instant ;   if  it  is  correct  that  out  of  a  of  a  gaslight  in  the  Clock  Tower  ? 

total  of  628  non-commissioned  officers  Mb.   SHAW  LEFEVEE,    in  reply, 

and  men,  680  men  were  packed  on  the  said,  that  an  experiment  was  made  some 

T/te  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
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tine  tga  with  the  eleofano  light  at  the 
Honw,  with  a  result  which  was  well 
bown  to  them  all.  As  the  change  aug- 
giriad  would  involve  soma  ezpenee,  and 
m  operimeDta  were  still  being  made, 
kadidDot  think  it  would  be  worth  while 
to  raooeed  with  the  alteration  till  the 
vide  ^ueation  of  lighting  the  Houses 
of  Adiament  came  up  for  conaidera- 
liOD. 

Kb.  HEALY  asked,  whether  it  was 
Mt  a  fiict  that  gas  was  best  seen  in  a 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE   said,    that 

vas  a  moot  point ;  but  he  thought  the 

lerat    belief  was  that    the  electrio 

It  was  seen  best  in  fogg;  weather. 


mat 


lis.  HU8SET  VIVIAN  asked  the 
Tics  pi«sideat  of  the  Council,  Whether 
fas  will  direct  that  the  weekly  Beturns 
of  infected  areas  under  the  Oootagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Act,  which  are  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  central  office,  shall 
be  forwarded  to  the  clerks  of  the  local 
■nthoritiee,  in  order  to  enable  them  to 
make  adequate  rules  for  the  protection 
of  their  dietriots,  without  the  necessity 
of  constantly  obtaining  copies  of,  and 
tearcbing  through,  the  London  Qazette  ? 

Ma.  MTJNDELLA :  The  Returns  of 
infected  areas  are  advertised  in  2'At  l.en- 
itn  Ga%ettt  fur  the  convenience  of  local 
uthorities.  It  would  nnneceesarily  in- 
crease the  trouble  and  expense  if  we 
were  to  undertake  to  furnish  printed 
copies  of  these  weekly  Betuma  to  the 
vsriouB  committees,  which  number  some 
thousands. 

SPAIS— COMMERCIAL  TREATY- NEGO- 
TIATIONS. 

Ha.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther there  is  truth  in  the  statement  that 
Her  Uajesty's  Oovernmeat  have  lately 
tnade  serions  proposals  to  the  Cabinet  of 
Uadrid  as  to  a  Commercial  Treaty,  and 
that  the  Cabinet  of  Madrid  have,  in 
reply,  proposed  that  city  as  the  place  of 
negotiation  ? 

§«  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
saj  that  the  Qovemment  of  Spain  have 
expr»sed  a  wish  to  discuss  the  commer- 
Gtat  relatiaos  of  tha  two  countries  at 
Uadrid. 


TURKEY— THE  HARBOUR  OF  SMYRNA. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
If  he  is  now  able  to  state  the  result  of 
the  negotiations  with  the  Porte  for  the 
retrocession  of  the  hnndred  pico  of  free 
landing  space  in  the  harbour  of  Smyrna, 
which  were  reserved  to  the  commercial 
community  of  that  port  in  the  original 
concession  to  the  Smyrna  Quay  Com- 
pany ;  and  when  the  papers  which  have 
been  promised  on  the  subject  will  bo 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  The 
negotiations  with  the  Forte  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  free  landing  apace  in  the 
harbour  of  Smyrna  are  not  yet  con- 
cluded ;  hut  Papers  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament  in  the  course  of  the  present 
week,  and  distribnted  early  next  week. 

INDIA— CONTETANCE   OF  STORES. 

Me.  CODDINGTON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  a 
Departmental  Committee  of  the  India 
Office  recently  recommended  the  system 
of  public  tender  in  respect  of  shipments 
made  by  the  Indian  Guaranteed  Rail- 
ways ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  principle  it 
has  now  adopted  a  secret  system  in  ob- 
taining freights  for  the  conveyance  of 
Qovernment  storea  P 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINaTON : 
About  three  years  ago  the  system  of 

fiublic  tender,  which  was  already  in 
urce  for  India  Office  shipments,  was 
recommended  by  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee for  shipments,  made  by  tho 
Guaranteed  Railways.  Subsequent  ex- 
perience, however,  had  shown,  as  I 
stated  last  Monday,  that  there  are  objec- 
tions to  this  system  ;  and  the  change  in 
the  India  Office  arrangementa,  which  I 
then  explained,  has,  therefore,  been 
made.  The  new  system  is  not  a  secret 
one,  and  is  that  adopted  by  many  large 
mercantile  firms,  as  well  as  by  other 
Government  Departments  concerned  iu 
the  freight  of  stores.  I  see  no  reason 
to  doubt  its  continuing  to  he  satisfactory 
and  economical. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  MR.  MASSY,  OF 
SUIR  CASTLE. 
SiK  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  position 
and  case  of  Mr.  F.  Masuy,  of  Suir  Caslle, 
Golden ;  whether  it  is  true  that,  at  the 
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request  of  the  Goramment,  Mr.  JLtuxj 
gave  a  piece  of  ground  for  the  ereotion 
of  a  polioe  hut ;  whether,  is  oanaequsnce 
of  this  lo;sI  act,  he  has  been  Boycotted, 
and  deierted  by  his  domeatic  Berrants 
and  fann  labourers ;  and,  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  stepe 
for  the  relief  of  Ur.  Massy,  and  to  sup- 
ply him  with  aseietance  to  work  his 
lann,  now  out  of  cultivation  owing  to 
his  loyal  aid  offered  to  the  Government  ? 
The  attorney  GENERAL  roK 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson): 
The  Chief  Secretary  requests  me  to  in- 
form the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  his 
attentioD  has  been  given  to  the  position 
and  case  of  Mr.  Massy,  of  Suir  Castle  ; 
that  it  is  the  fact  that  Mr.  Massy,  at  the 
request  of  the  Government,  gave  a  site 
tor  the  erection  of  a  police  hut ;  and 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  act  in  the 
interests  of  law  and  order  by  Mr.  Massy, 
he  has  been  "  Boycotted,"  and  has  been 
deaerted  by  his  domestic  servants  and 
by  his  farm  labourers.  I  have  only  to 
add  that  the  Chief  Secretary  will  see 
that  anything  in  the  power  of  the  Go- 
vernment shall  be  done  to  alleviate  Mr. 
Massy's  position. 

PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PEO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MEM- 
BEES  OF  THIS  HOITSK  ARRESTED 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  HEALT  asked  the  First  Lotd  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
a  number  of  suspects,  at  present  con- 
fined in  Irish  gaols,  have  been  liberated 
on  parole,  in  order  to  attend  to  their 
private  affairs ;  and,  whether  he  will 
recommend  the  Irish  Government  to  re- 
lease on  parole  the  honourable  Member 
for  Cork,  the  honourable  Member  for 
Tipperary,  and  the  honourable  Member 
for  BoBcommon,  in  order  that  they  may 
vote  on  the  Cloture  Resolution  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  is  a  fact 
that  certain  of  the  prisoners  in  Ireland 
have  been  set  at  liberty  in  order  to 
attend  to  their  private  affaire  ;  but  that 
has  been  dons  with  great  care,  and  after 
strict  investigation.  I  think  the  House 
will  perceive  that  that  can  constitute  no 
precedent  whatever  for  the  liberation 
suggested  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member.  If  that  liberation  were  granted 
for  the  division  on  Thursday  night,  there 
is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  granted 
for  every  division  which  takes  place  in 
this  House. 

8v  William  Sort  Zh/h 


NATT— SOMAN  OATHOLIO  CEAPLAIBB 
FOR  TROOPSUIPH. 

OoLOMXL  NOLAN  asked  Hr.  Ohaa. 
cfs&fxc  of  the  Exchequer,  If  his  tUmr 
tion  has  bean  called  to  the  dedantiM 
on  the  Ist  August  1879  of  fhe  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer,  that  Vu 
then  First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^  had  i 
difficulty  in  promising  to  meet  the  wiiha 
of  the  Catholic  Members  on  the  nlnset 
of  Catholic  Chaplains  for  troopahmi, 
because  this  subject  required  the  auuo- 
rity  of  departments  other  Ihan  the  Ad- 
miralty, but  that  he,  the  ChanoelUs  of 
the  Exchequer,  speaking  for  himaelf  and 
his  colleagues  in  the  Government,  wmld 
do  their  beet  to  get  carried  oat  die  mo- 
posal  made  with  regard  to  the  appomt- 
ment,  in  certain  cases,  of  Oatholio  \Su^ 
lains  to  troopships;  and,  if  the  preaaat 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  do 
his  best  to  get  carried  out  the  promiH 
made  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  his  official  capaci^  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tbx  EXOHE- 
QTJER  (Mr.  Gn&ssToiiB],  in  reply,  said, 
that  neither  the  attention  of  the  Seon- 
tary  of  State  for  War  nor  of  the  Tint 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  been  draws 
to  this  subject  until  the  Question  of  fts 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  appeared.  All 
he  could  say  at  present  wae  that  he  be- 
lieved there  was  no  difficulty  in  provid- 
ing accommodation  for  CaUiolio  ahu- 
laiuB ;  and  hia  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  War  Department  and  bit 
noble  Friendattbe  head  of  the  Admiral^ 
would  carefully  consider  the  best  coune 
to  be  adopted. 

ENGLAND  AND  FRANCE  -THE  CHAS- 
NEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Mb.  GREGORY  asked  the  first  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  under- 
stood by  the  promoters  of  the  Ohannsl 
Tunnels  that  they  are  proceeding  with 
their  respective  undertakings  entirely  at 
their  own  risk,  and  that  they  will  have 
no  claim  for  compensation  in  caae  it 
should  be  considered  necessary,  for  the 
defence  of  the  Realm,  to  stop  or  suspend 
their  works,  or  at  any  time  to  take  pos- 
session of  them,  or  of  the  Tunnel,  wnen 
constructed,  for  such  purpose  f 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to  this 

Question,  I  have  to  state  that  a  letter 

was  addressed  on  the  6th  of  March  to 

Edward  Watkin,  as  Chairman  of  the 

Company  which  is  now  engaged  in  CW* 


part  oi  the  Question  —  namely, 
IT  there  is  power  at  any  time  to 
jaaewion  of  the  Tunnel  when  con- 
d — that  rather  presumed  that  ar- 
lenta  have  been  made  for  the 
ction  of  the  Tunnel,  vhich  at 
:  is  not  the  case. 

GKEQOEY :  Would  the  Govern- 
jxerdee  that  power  without  the 
uation? 

GLADSTONE  :  I  apprehend 
is  no  doubt  of  that  aa  to  the 
i  works. 

O'SHEA:  Has  Sir  Edward 
1  been  informed  whether  be  has 

to  go  beyond  the  foreshore  J 

GLADSTONE:  I  believe  Sir 
1  Watkin  is  very  well  informed 
all  matters  connected  with  the 
ny  over  which  he  preeidee,  and  it 

at  all  necessary  for  aa  to  inform 
.  tbeee  matters. 

LAW  (IKBLAND)  ACT,  1S81— THE 
D  COtrSTS— LEGAL  EXPENSES. 
O'DONNELL  asked  the  First 
if  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
I  baa  been  directed  to  the  letter 
Bence  Jones  in  the  "  Standard  " 
idaj,  complaining  of  the  excessive 
xpenaea  incumbent  upon  even  the 
eceantouB  applioanta  to  the  Land 
;  whether  the  Government  is  aware 
le  eerrioea  (nT  a  solicitor  can  only 
■red  by  a  payment  of  from  £3  to 
r  the  first  atage  of  the  tenant's 
ad  that  the  fee  chaiged  by  valu- 
whoee  evidence  is  so  necessary  in 
iteated  claims,  variea  from  £3  to 


They  have  likewise  thrown  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  the  way  of  those  tenants 
who  may  be  disposed  to  conduct  their 
own  cases.  There  is  no  impediment 
thrown  in  their  way  with  regard  to 
valuators.  The  Commisaioners  state  that 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  exaggeration 
about  the  fees,  as  they  believe,  that  are 
paid  by  tenanta  to  valuators.  What 
they  have  to  say  is,  in  the  first  place, 
that  they  do  not  require  a  litigant  to 
employ  a  valuator ;  aud,  in  the  second 
place,  they  do  everything  in  their  power 
to  supply  the  place  of  valuators  by  mak- 
ing the  personal  inspection  of  the  hold- 
ing in  every  case  they  have  to  decide. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ONAGBICTJLTURE 
—THE  REPORT. 

Mb.  JAMES  HOWARD  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  can  give  information  aa  to  the  time 
when  the  Report  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission on  Agriculture  may  be  expected 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  himself  no  information  as  to  the 
time  at  which  the  Report  might  be  ex- 
pected. The  Clerk  of  the  Commission, 
who  had  no  information,  was,  so  far  as 
ho  knew,  the  only  genUeman  ofGcially 
connected  with  the  Commiasion  who  was 
in  town.  That  gentleman  informed  the 
Oovemment  that  the  Ohairman  and  the 
Secretary  and  the  Assistant  Secretary 
were  all  out  of  town,  and  he  had  been 
unable  to  obtain  any  information  in  re- 
gard to  the  Report.  There  were,  he 
believed,  several  Members  of  the  Com- 
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a  riot  which  is  stated  to  have  ooourred 
in  the  city  of  Galway  between  soldiers 
belon^ng^  to  the  84th  and  88th  (Con- 
naught  Bangers)  Hegiments ;  whether 
the  riot  has  resulted  in  serious  injury 
to  the  combatants  and  others  ;  and,  if 
he  will  take  any  special  measures  for 
the  better  protection  of  life  and  pro- 
perty in  Galway  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  From  information 
we  have  received,  I  believe  that  the  ac- 
counts in  the  newspapers  have  been 
greatly  exaggerated.  What  has  hap- 
pened is  that  a  man  of  the  depot  of 
the  Connaught  Hangers  was  arrested  by 
a  picket  of  the  detachment  of  the  York 
and  Lancaster  Kegiment  now  at  Galway, 
and  rescued  by  some  men  of  the  depot 
and  some  civilians.  In  the  excitement 
which  ensued  a  soldier  was  wounded. 
The  General  commanding  the  district  has 
gone  to  Galway  to  investigate  the  matter. 

ORDERS    OF   TEE    DAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE  (PUTTING  THE  QUESTION). 

resolution.     adjourned  debate, 
[fourth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate    on    Amendment    proposed    to 

Question  [20th  February], 

*•  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  durinpr  any  Debate,  to  be  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  Question  be  now  put,  he  ma^  so  inform  the 
House  or  the  Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be 
made  '  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put 
such  Question ;  and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  the  Question  under  discussion 
shall  be  put  forthwith :  Provided  that  the  Ques- 
tion shall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a 
Division  be  taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have 
been  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred 
Members,  or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
opposed  by  less  than  forty  Members  and  sup- 
ported by  more  than  one  hundred  Members.'* — 
(Mr,  Oladstone.) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  **  That,"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **no  Kules  of  Procedure  will  be  satis- 
factory to  this  House  which  confer  the  power 
of  dosing  a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Mem- 
bers,"— (Mr,  Marriott^) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  'when  it  ^all  appear  to  Mr. 
Speaker,'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 
Mr*  Sexton 


Sir  HABDINOE  OIEFAEDsaid^ihit 
he  hoped  the  House  would  allow  him  tD 
recall  to  them  the  exact  question  whiek 
was  before  it.  Some  hon.  Members  ap- 
proached— conspicuously  the  Home  Se- 
cretary and  the  hon.  Member  for  GIi^ 
morganshire  (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian)— th 
question  under  debate  as  if  it  was  I 
question  of  getting  rid  of  those  penoH 
who  wantonly  placed  impediments  ii 
the  way  of  the  discharge  of  Public  Bod- 
ness.  That,  however,  was  not  the  qa<i- 
tion.  The  question  under  debate  m 
whether  a  mere  majority  of  the  HooM 
should  have  the  power  to  put  an  end  to 
debate  which  was  neither  obstructive 
nor  unduly  repeated.  If  they  wanted  a 
illustration  of  the  importance  of  keeping 
that  distinction  in  view,  they  could  not 
do  better  than  to  refer  to  the  speech  A 
the  Prime  Minister.  It  was  idle  to  rap- 
pose  that  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  were  not  heartily  in  aeend 
with  the  Prime  Minister  in  wishiof 
to  get  rid  of  Obstruction.  The  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  out  tbs 
increase  which  had  taken  place  in  Pabfio 
Business,  and  the  necessity  of  deviang 
some  scheme  for  preventing  wanton  waafes 
of  time  caused  by  repeatedly  moving  the 
adjournment  and  other  obstructive  taio- 
tics.  But  all  these  things  were  provided 
for  by  special  Eesolutions ;  and,  tnerefofS, 
do  not  let  it  be  suggested  and  put  before 
the  country  that  the  House  was  now  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  whether  or  not 
the  Forms  of  the  Procedure  of  the  House 
should  or  should  not  be  altered,  or 
whether  they  should  prevent  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  before  the 
beginning  of  Public  Business,  or  of 
continual  Motions  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  and  of  the  House.  The 
particular  Besolution  they  were  now  en- 
gaged in  discussing  did  not  touch  any  of 
these  things.  Neither  did  it  touch  the 
question  of  a  particular  Member  disre- 
garding the  authority  of  the  Chair,  or 
the  question  of  a  Member  wantonly  con- 
suming time  by  tedious  repetitions.  All 
these  things  were  specially  provided  for, 
as  well  as  the  question  of  Motions  upon 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  Be 
had  remarked,  having  the  Paper  in  his 
hand  as  the  Home  Secretary  spoke  on 
Thursday  night,  that  every  one  of  the 
suggested  cases  which  he  gave  the  House 
as  a  possible  course  which  might  be  pur- 
sued, and  which  this  Hule  was  intended 
to  prevent,  were  provided  for  in  th^ 
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odier  Boles  whioh  the   House  would 
heretfter  hare  to  discuss,  and  were  not 
touched  by  this  Bule.     The  question, 
therefore,  which   the  House  was  now 
diflcuflnng,  and  the  question  which  alone, 
it  ought  to  be  understood,  was  to  be 
raised  upon  this  debate  and  by  this  divi- 
lion,  was  that  in  a  debate  which  was  not 
obstractive,  and  which  had  not  called 
br  the  interrention  of  the  Chair,  or  in 
vhich  no  Member  had  continued  speak- 
jig  irrelevant  matter,  a  single  vote  might 
rat  an  end  to  debate,  however  orderly 
ondncted.     All  this  was  to  be  done  by 
he  vote  of  a  single  Member.     On  read- 
Dg  through  this  Code  of  Procedure  he 
onfessed  he  was  somewhat  puzzled  to 
oow  how  the  1st  Resolution  got  into 
s  place,  or  how  it  got  into  the  Code  at 
U.    It  seemed  to  him  as  if  some  person 
ad,  with  g^eat  care  and  skill,  considered 
7ery  form  of  Obstruction  with  which 
le  House  was  familiar,  and  had  care- 
lUj — and  it  might  be  wisely — provided 
IT  each  one  of  them,  and  then  that  some 
longer  and  different  hand  had  come 
ad  placed  this  Ist  Eesolution  in  front 
f  them  all.    He  wished  to  say  one  word 
pen  the  safeguard  which  was  supposed 
I  be  involved  in  the  intervention  of  the 
hair.     In  touching  on  the  subject  he 
as  somewhat  in  a  difficulty ;  for  while 
hat  he  said  might  be  no  more  than 
istice,  yet,  addressed  to  the  Chair  itself, 
might  seem  to  amount  to  adulation, 
et  for  himself,  and,  he  believed,  many 
bhers,  he  believed  that  as  long  as  the 
resent  Speaker  occupied  the  Chair  it 
'ould  be  very  much  better,  in  the  view 
f  g^at  many  Members  of  the  House, 
iiat  the  Speaker  should  have  the  abso- 
ite    decision    of    the  question    rather 
lan  leave  it  to  that  mixture  of  incon- 
moos  authorities  by  whom  the  sug- 
ested    Besolution    would    be   put    in 
>roe.    A  g^at  Party  might  recognize 
a  responsibility ;   a  single  man  might 
0  so,    but  this  system  seemed   inge- 
iously  contrived  to  leave  responsibility 
n    neither    one  nor  the    other.      No 
onbt  anomalies    might  exist    in    any 
VBtem  without  that  system  being  bad. 
Vhenever  the  Legislature  determined 
>  bestow  the  franchise,  a  line  more  or 
)as  arbitrary  was  drawn.     But   there 
ras  always  a  principle  which  dictated 
he  point  at  which  the  division  was  made, 
^at  principle,   however,  could   have 
sggested  that  201  persons  should  have 
he  power  to  close  a  debate  which  200 


desired  to  continue  ?    But,  to  return  to 
the  Besolution  itself,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  had  relied  on  the  safeguard  to 
be  derived  from  the  Speaker's  authority, 
which  was  only  to  be  exercised  after  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House  had  been 
shown.     But  how   would  that  evident 
sense  be  apparent  ?    Would  it  not  be  by 
cries  from  one  side  of  the  House  or  the 
other  ?    An  evident  sense,  it  had  been 
argued,  would  clearly  not  be  that  of  a 
bare  majority.     But  was  that  majority 
to  be  a  majority  of  Members  present,  or 
what  ?    What  discretion,  also,  was  to  be 
allowed  to  the  Speaker  in  putting  the 
question?     Upon  the  true  construction 
of  the  Besolution  he  held  that  he  had 
none.      The    words    were    that    **  Mr. 
Speaker  may,"  and  so  on.     His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  as  a  member  of  the 
Legal  Profession,  would  know  that  the 
word  *'  may,"  when  so  used  in  Acts  of 
Parliament,  was  equivalent  to  the  word 
''must,"  and  the  Speaker's  discretion, 
therefore,  amounted  to  nothing ;  other- 
wise, when  invested  with  the  power  of 
closing  debate  Mr.  Speaker  deliberately 
refused  to  do  so,  Mr.  Speaker  would  be 
acting  in  defiance  of  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House.     He  would  suppose  that 
in    a  particular  case   the   Speaker,  in 
the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  the  evident 
sense  of    the   House  that    the   debate 
should  close.     In  the  division,  201  voted 
for  the  closing  of  the  debate,  and  200 
for  its  continuance.     In   that  case  the 
Speaker   would  have  intervened  in    a 
mistake;    because,   in   such   a    closely- 
balanced  state  of  opinion,  it  was  evidently 
not  the  sense  of  the  House  that  the  de- 
bate should  close.     The  Speaker  had  in- 
tervened  on   one   hypothesis,    and   the 
debate  had  closed   on    another.     They 
would     have    attempted    to     ascertain 
whether  the  Speaker  was  right;    they 
would  find  out  that  he  was  wrong ;  and 
then  they  would  confirm  his  decision. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  told  the  House 
the  other  night  that  everything  was  de- 
cided  by  a   majority;    and  the   Prime 
Minister  had  said  that    a  Government 
might  be  turned  out,  or  a  Bill  passed, 
by  a  majority  of  1.     The   hon.   Mem- 
ber for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  George  Russell) 
went   further,    and   declared   that   you 
could  prevent  even  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  by  a  majority.    True ;  but  not  with- 
out debate.     In  this  case  the  majority 
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prevented  the  minority  from  exercising 
their  riji^ht  of   discussion — a  principle 
absolutely  unconstitutional.     The  Home 
Secretary  had  also  said  this  must  neces- 
sarily become  a  Party  question,  and  the 
noble  Jjord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  also  admitted  it  must  become  a 
Party  question ;  but  that  was  not  what 
the  House  had  been  told  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  was  absolutely  inaccurate 
in  one  view  of   the  Eule.     The  Prime 
Minister  had  described  the  Bule  to  be 
for  the  purpose  of  regulating  debate, 
and  maintaining  order,  and  decency,  and 
decorum.     He  (Sir   Hardinge   Giffard) 
knew  of  no  reason  why,  with  regard  to 
such  a   question  as  that,   any  political 
Party  should  refuse  their  acquiescence. 
The  Government  had  a  right  to  call  upon 
the  Members  on  that  side  to  aid  and 
assist  in  framing  a  system  which  was 
intended  for  the  common  benefit  of  all ; 
but  if  they  admitted  it  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  aiding  and  assisting  in  carrying 
Party  measures,  they  could  not  call  upon 
Members  on  that  side  to  help  them  in 
doing  that  which  they  believed  to  be 
injurious  to   the  best  interests  of  the 
country.     Whatever  might  be  the  views 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  there  were,  he 
thouffht    he    might    say,    three    other 
Gentlemen  in  the  Government  who,  at 
any  rate,  regarded  this  Eule  as  a  useful 
instrument  in  their  hands  for  the  pur- 
pose of  forwarding  their  own  particular 
Party  views — he  meant  their  views  in 
favour  of  particular  measures  which  were 
adopted  by  their  Party  and  not  by  this 
— [Sir  William  Harcourt  :  The  views 
of  the  majority.]     Well,  but  what  was 
a  majority  ?    The  views  of  the  majority 
were  the  will  of  the  people. 

"  The  will  of  the  people  practically  means  the 
will  of  the  most  numerous,  or  the  most  active, 
part  of  the  people — the  majority,  or  those  who 
succeed  in  making  themselves  accepted  as  the 
majority.  The  people,  consequently,  may 
desire  to  oppress  a  part  of  their  number, 
and  precautions  are  as  much  needed  ag^ainst 
this  as  against  any  other  abuse  of  power." 

That  was  the  sentiment  of  that  champion 
of  bigoted  Toryism,  Mr.  John  Stuart 
Mill.  In  the  minds  of  a  great  many, 
the  significance  of  the  Eulos,  and  par- 
ticularly of  the  ist  Eule,  was  very 
plainly  interpreted  by  the  utterances  of 
Ministers  themselves.  A  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  not  long  ago — 

*'  I  do  not  think  intelligent  people  can  deny 
that  we  are  on  the  eve  of  fresh  political  changes, 
which,  I  believe,  might  be  accomplished  without 
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I  violence,  and  without  danger  to  the  foonditioM 
of  our  national  greatness  and  pro^erity." 

He  also  spoke  of — 

**  Carrying  out  the  beneficial  work  of  hiN 
monizing  existing  institutions  with  modem  ie> 
cossities  and  the  spirit  of  the  times.*' 

That  language  in    the  mouth  of  tin 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
its  significance ;  and  it  seemed  to  hia 
that  if  the  changes  he  hinted  at  were  « 
imminent,  they  ought  to  preserve  Am 
safeguards  they  had  in  the  interests  rf 
both  the  great  political  Parties,  and  nol 
surrender  them  into  the  hands  of  Minii* 
ters  who  were  capable  of  using  moh 
language.     He  would  only  say  one  word 
after  what  fell  from  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend   behind    him  the  Member   fbt 
Sheffield  (Mr.    Stuart- Wortley),  about 
the  example  of  foreign  countries.  In  soins 
of  those  countries,  although  the  Hoiiis 
should  vote  for  the  close  of  a  debate,  yet 
a  Minister  might,  if  he  thought  fit,  re- 
open the  debate,  only  with  the  conse- 
quence that  it  should  be  concluded  in 
the  ordinary  form.     And  that  was  the 
sort  of   institution  which  was  recom- 
mended by  a  Minister  in  the  Enriish 
House  of  Commons.    The  value  of  1?ar- 
liamentary  debates  had  probably  never 
had  a  more  eloquent  exponent  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter himself;  and  it  was  one,  and  not  the 
least  significant,  of   the  sigpis  of  the 
times,  that  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wrote  in  1879  he  had  not  retracted 
himself  in  1882  ;  but  it  was  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  the  statement  of  many 
of  his  followers.     It  might  well  be  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  per- 
fectly  equipped  with   this  weapon   he 
would  use  it  only  for  the  purpose  he  had 
described ;  but  how  would  he  answer  for 
those  whose  objects  had  been  declared 
in  the  country,  and  which  had  not  been 
disclaimed  by  them  here  ?  One  valuable 
quality  of  Parliamentary  debates,  which 
it  seemed  to  him  most  important  that 
they  should  bear  in  mind,  was  the  fact 
that  when  everybody  had  been  heard, 
as  in  the  analogous  case  of  proceedings 
in   Courts  of  Law,  when  a  man  was 
beaten  he  would  say—**  Well,  after  aU,  I 
was  right ;  but  still  I  had  a  fair  trial," 
the  minority,  as  long  as  they  believed 
they  had  fair  play,  and  were  enabled  to 
express  what  their  views   were,   were 
contented.     But  when  they  allowed  the 
Party  which  was  in  the  majority  for  the 
moment  to  intervene   and  say — **No, 
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joa  haTe  been  safficiently  heard,"  would 
that  ooQtentment  continue?  It  went 
lomewhat  farther  than  that,  he  thought ; 
because  if  they  caused  discontent  to 
Parties  who  were  in  a  minority  for  the 
time,  and  made  them  believe  that  a 
measure  had  been  passed  notwithstand- 
ing their  protest,  and  without  giving 
them  a  proper  hearing,  the  stabmty  of 
those  things  which  they  had  enacted 
was  in  peril.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
himself  pointed  that  out  in  1874,  in 
ipeaking  on  the  Endowed  Schools  Act. 
Ee  would  read  one  observation  of  the 
ight  hon.  Gentleman,  and  let  it  not  be 
lupposed  that  he  was  reading  it  for  the 
mrpose  of  establishing  any  supposed  in- 
ODOstency  between  the  Prime  Minis- 
ar's  observations  then  and  his  attitude 
ow.  He  read  it  now  because  it  was  a 
aluable  expression  of  opinion  by  the 
'rime  Minister,  which  had  not  been 
nswered,  nor,  as  he  understood,  disa- 
)wed  by  the  Prime  Minister.  What 
le  Prime  Minister  then  said  was  this — 

"  If  JOQ  consult  any  one  of  those  great  poli- 
al  writers  who  adorn  the  literature  of  their 
m  countries,  yon  will  find  their  lan^age  re- 
ecdng  OB  uniform.  When  they  look  at  our 
ilitioS  Constitution  they  arc  Htruck  hy  the 
altitude  of  ohstmctions  which,  for  the  defence 
minorities,  we  allow  to  he  placed  in  the  way 
legislation.  They  are  struck  hy  ohscrving 
it  uie  immediate  result  is  great  slowness  in 
e  steps  we  take ;  hut  when  they  refer  to  the 
Dsequences  of  this  sl(^^ness,  they  find  one 
«at  and  powerful  compensation,  and  it  is  that 
England  all  progress  is  sure." — [3  Hamard, 
n.  1709.] 

;  seemed  to  him  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard), 
lerefore,  that  they  were  in  great  peril 
r  interfering  with  that  course  of  things 
they  adopted  this  Bule.  Was  it  not 
fact  admitted  almost  by  every  Member 
r  the  House  that  the  House  was  better 
Dvemed  than  it  could  be  governed 
ader  this  Rule  by  an  understanding  of 
entlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  ? 
he  Prime  Minister  could  not  point  to  a 
ngle  instance  in  which  there  had  been 
oy  departure  from  the  understanding 
f  the  great  body  of  the  House  that  the 
ebate  upon  a  particular  question  should 
ose  upon  such  and  such  a  night  when 
le  Government  had  expressed  a  desire 
lat  it  should  close.  Of  course,  it  was 
U  very  well  for  hon.  Members  opposite 
>  suppose  they  only  meant  to  do  what 
ras  right.  He  was  surprised  to  hear  so 
loderatOi  so  candid,  and,  he  would  add, 
0  wise  a  Member  of  the  House  as  the 


hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don (Sir  John  Lubbock)  say  he  would 
have  no  objection  to  this  Kule,  provided 
the  power  of  enforcing  it  was  always 
placed  in  the  hands  of  his  own  Frienas. 
That  was,  of  course,  what  they  would 
all  say;  but  if  they  were  to  forge  an 
instrument  of  this  character  it  might 
get  into  what  would  be  regarded  as 
wrong  hands;  and  the  question  was, 
whether  it  should  be  forged?  He 
thought  there  was  anothec  danger  con- 
nected with  this  question,  and  that  was 
the  effect  which  the  adoption  of  this 
Kule  would  have  upon  the  public  mind 
out-of-doors.  He  believed  that  if  there 
was  one  thing  which  was  more  firmly 
rooted  in  the  mind  of  every  Englishman 
than  another  it  was  this — that  they  had  a 
House  of  Commons  in  which  they  could 
air  their  grievances,  and  that  the  House 
would  make  it  impossible  for  any  Mi- 
nister, however  powerful,  to  refuse  to 
answer  if  a  plausible  case  was  made  out. 
If  this  popular  idea  were  interfered  with, 
they  would  be  interfering  with  what  Mr. 
Boebuck — not  the  Mr.  Eoebuck  of  later 
years,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
not  accept  his  authority,  but  the  Mr. 
Koebuck  of  an  earlier  time — had  called 
the  **  safety  valve."  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  used  the  same  metaphor.  He 
said — 

**  It  has  been  providentially  allotted  to  this 
favoured  Isle," 

— in  those  days  a  proud  appeal  to  our 
favoured  position  was  not  a  Jingo  sen- 
timent— 

"  that  it  should  show  to  all  the  world  how  free- 
dom and  authority,  in  their  duo  and  wise  de- 
velopments, not  only  may  co-exist  in  the  same 
body,  but  may,  instead  of  impairing,  sustain 
and  strengthen  one  another.  Among  Britons 
it  is  the  extent  and  security  of  freedom  which 
renders  it  safe  to  intrust  large  powers  to  Go- 
vernment ;  and  it  is  the  very  largeness  of  those 
powers,  and  the  vigour  of  their  exercise,  which 
constitute  to  each  individual  of  the  community 
the  great  practical  safeguard  of  his  liberties  in 
return.  The  free  expression  of  opinion,  as  our 
experience  has  taught  us,  is  the  safety-valve  of 
passion.  That  noise,  when  the  steam  escapes, 
alarms  the  timid ;  but  it  is  the  sign  that  we  are 

safe It  is  a  great  and  noble  secret, 

that  of  Constitutional  freedom,  which  has  given 
to  us  the  largest  liberties,  with  the  steadiest 
Throne,  and  the  most  vigorous  Executive  in 
Christendom.  I  confess  to  my  strong  faith  in 
the  virtue  of  this  principle.  I  have  lived  now 
for  many  years  in  the  midst  pf  the  hottest  and 
noisiest  of  its  workshops  " 

— the  language  was  figurative;  but  he 
understood  that  to  be  this  House — 
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*'  and  have  seen  that  amidst  the  clatter  and  the 
din  a  ceaseless  labour  is  going  on,  stubborn 
matter  is  reduced  to  obedience,  and  the  brute 
powers  of  society,  like  the  fire,  air,  water,  and 
mineral  of  nature  are,  with  clamour,  indeed,  but 
also  with  might,  educated  and  shaped  into  the 
most  refined  and  regular  forms  of  usefulness  for 
man." 

He  bad  sought  to  trannlate  some  of  tho 
metaphors ;  but  he  would  not  strive  to 
render  into  words  what  were  the  **  brute 
powers  of  society  ;'*  but  he  was  satisfied 
that  if  the  "safety-valve "  was  taken 
away  the  danger  that  metaphor  sug- 
gested would  surely  come.  There  would  be 
a  great  number  throughout  the  country 
who  would  look  upon  this  as  a  gagging 
Resolution.  He  hoped  this  instrument 
would  retain  its  French  name.  It  seemed 
to  him  to  reflect  a  French  spirit,  that 
spirit  which,  as  surely  as  night  followed 
day,  carried  with  it  reprisals;  that  spirit 
which,  ever  since  1789,  had  made  each 
successive  Oovemment  in  France  im- 
possible, because  each  successive  Oo- 
vemment  strove  to  avenge  itself  upon 
its  predecessor.  He  had  heard  from 
moderate  men  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian) 
that  the  power  of  closing  a  debate  would 
be  very  rarely  used.  That  was  a  strange 
excuse  for  the  alteration  of  the  Consti- 
tutional principles  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. But  was  it  clear  that  the  Bute 
would  be  put  on  the  shelf  ?  Some  people 
seemed  to  think  that  when  engaged  in 
political  discussion  they  would  always 
be  reasonable  and  willing  to  recognize 
the  rights  of  their  adversaries  who 
formed  an  opinion  differing  from  theirs. 
Was  that  view  in  accordance  with  the 
experience  of  political  life  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ? 

Mr.  hussey  VIVIAN,  interposing, 
explained  that  all  he  had  said  was  that 
the  cidtwe  would  be  a  powerful  instru- 
ment to  use  when  it  should  be  required. 

Sir  HAEDINGE  GIFFARD  said,  he 
had  understood  the  hon.  Member  to  say 
that  it  was  an  instrument  which  would 
be  put  on  the  shelf.  If,  however,  it  was 
to  housed  when  required,  where  was  the 
moderating  effect  of  the  hon.  Member's 
argument?  If  it  was  to  be  used  when 
the  majority  thought  that  it  was  required, 
and  when  they  tbought  that  the  mino- 
rity were  perverse,  unreasonable,  and 
even  stupid,  as  they  had  sometimes  been 
called,  he  feared  that  it  would  be  found 
to  be  a  convenient  instrument  by  the  aid 
of  which  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
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be  able  to  fulfil  their  desires.    The  iuk 
that  some  of  them  had  suggested  thai  il 
would  not  be  used,  or  ased  but  nnlj» 
showed  that  they  distrusted  their  ovi 
convictions.     The  Home  Secretary  hsl 
predicted  that  the  Government  proponl 
would  be  carried  by  a  majority.     Ht 
would  like  to  ask  hon.  Members  oppotils 
whether,  if  this  were  not  a  Party  qofls* 
tion,  recommended  by  the  Ministiy  of 
the  day,  they  thought  a  majority  fitmll 
be  obtained  for  such  a  proposal  as  tti 
present  one  ?    If  it  had  come  from  lui 
own  side  of  the  House,  how  many  hos. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  aide  would 
vote  for  it?    They  had  heard  a  cool 
deal  lately  about  the  Parties  that  ezisM 
in  the  House  and  in  the  countiT ;  it  wis 
apparent  that  the  old  Party  Unes  had 
undergone  some  change,  and  that  diffi9^ 
ences  existed  among  the  oonstitnenoifll 
represented  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Were  the  Moderate  Libercds,  who  had 
inherited  the  traditions  of    the    great 
Liberal  Party,  sure  that  in  the  time  to 
come  this  fetter  which  they  would  hafB 
helped  to  forge  would  not  be  applied  to 
them,  when  the  differenoes  to  which  ha 
had  alluded  should  have  broken  up  Par- 
ties  and  brought  about  a  crossing  of 
Party  lines?    The  question  they  were 
discussing  was  whether  or  not  the  whole 
tradition  of  the  Liberal  Party  was  to  be 
reversed,  and  without  the  pretence  of 
misconduct  in  debate,  but  simply  from 
a  desire  to  make  things  "  more  quick 
and  satisfying,"  to  quote  the  language 
of  a    Cabinet  Minister,   and,    for   the 
sake  of  assisting  particular  Party  mea- 
sures, they  were  to  abandon  the  tradi- 
tion of  centuries,  which  had  made  the 
House  of  Commons  the  home  of  free 
speech  ?  If  the  Moderate  Liberals  should 
think  it  right  to  aid  in  the  forging  of 
the  proposed  fetter,  they  would,  he  be- 
lieved, find  at  no  distant  date  that  they 
had  acted  with  fatal  imprudence,  and 
not  more  injuriously  to  the  interests  of 
the  country  than  in  defiance  of  the  tra- 
ditions of  their  own  Party. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  that  though  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  not  actually  sounded  such 
extravagant  notes  of  alarm  as  had  ema- 
nated from  many  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, the  hypothesis  underlying  the  wnole 
of  his  speech  was  yet  that  of  the  extreme 
alarmists.  They  had  heard  from  him 
that  the  effect  of  the  Eesolution  would 
be  the  suppression  of  free  speech,  and 
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fhftt  the  proposed  Bule  was  not  intended 
to  defeat  Obstruction,  but  to  put  down 
(^position.    There  was,  he  thought,  a 
enuiiaon  of  ideas  in  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members  opposite.      The    freedom    of 
neech  which  their  ancestors  asserted, 
tne  freedom  of  speech  which  had  been 
inherited  from    them,   the  freedom  of 
mech  which  the  Speaker  claimed  at 
toe  beginning  of  a  new  Parliament,  was 
the  privilege   and    the  right    of    the 
House  to  discuss  any  particular  subjects 
it  saw  fit ;  and  the  right  of  Members 
in  discussing  these  subjects,  to  express 
opiiiions  freely,  without  fear  of  conse- 
qaences.     But  this  freedom  of  speech 
WAS  not  unrestricted    loquacity.      The 
Todors  and  the  Stuarts  would  not  have 
objected  to  any  amount  of  prolixity  of 
debate,  provided  the  House  would  have 
abstained  from  discussiug  subjects  that 
were  inconvenient,  and  expressing  opi- 
nions   that    were    unpalatable    to   the 
Crown.   That  was  not  freedom  of  speech 
which  left  the    House,  not  under  the 
moral  influence  of  its  most    able    and 
trusted  Members,  but  placed  it  physi- 
cally at  the  mercy  of  the  most  persistent 
and  the  most  pertinacious — at  the  mercy 
of  those  who  were  most  callous  to  the 
sense  of  what  was  due  to  themselves  and 
to  their  brother  Bepresentatives.  It  was 
pointed  out  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  that  no  Member  had  a  right  to 
unlimited  speech.     The  right  of  speech 
was    exercised,   and   always  had   been 
exercised,  subject  to  Bules,  conditions, 
and  limitations  imposed  by  the  House 
itself  and  varied    from  time  to  time. 
There   were  Bules  which   prevented  a 
Member  from  bringing  forward  a  sub- 
ject at  all  under  certain  conditions.   The 
Bules  as  to  Adjournment  and  the  Half- 
past  12  Bule  had  that  effect.   They  were 
not  shocked   at   such  Bules   as  those ; 
but  the  House  was  shocked  at  a  minor 
proposition  to  close  a  debate  on  a  sub- 
ject after  it  had  been  fully  and  exhaus- 
tively discussed.     In  every  practical  As- 
sembly— in  every  Assembly  which  pre- 
tended to  be  more  than  a  debating  club 
— there  must  be  a  time  when  discussion 
must  cease,   and  the  judgment  of  the 
House  be  ascertained  with  certainty,  and 
expressed  with  authority.   That  was  the 
object  of  this  Bule — to  secure  that  power 
to  the  House.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Oontleman  had  said  that  the  question 
before  them  was  whether  a  bare  majo- 
rity should  have  power  to  stop  a  debate 


which  was  neither  a  repetition  nor  Ob- 
struction. That  was  a  pure  assumption. 
It  was  never  suggested  by  anyone  on 
that  side  that  they  should  stop  a  debate 
which  was  neither  repetition  nor  Obstruc- 
tion. Then  it  was  said  that  the  subse- 
quent proposals  of  the  Government  were 
sufficient  to  meet  the  case  of  Obstruction. 
What  about  the  case  of  last  year ;  what 
would  have  happened  had  the  Speaker 
not  intervened  ?  But,  apart  from  that, 
let  them  take  the  case  of  a  Bill  which 
must  be  passed  by  a  certain  date.  Sup- 
pose the  Mutiny  Bill  was  met  with  Ob- 
struction, would  the  subsequent  Bules 
secure  the  passage  of  that  Bill  by  the 
necessary  day  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  the  power  of  the 
initiative  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  could  not  be  over-estimated. 
But  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Cross)  made  light  of  the  initiative  of 
the  Speaker.  The  Speaker,  he  said, 
was  only  to  declare  the  temper  of  the 
House.  He  (Mr.  Dodson)  ventured  to 
point  out  that  the  temper  of  the  House 
was  not  the  seuse  of  the  House,  any 
more  than  the  temper  of  an  individual 
was  the  sense  of  the  individual.  With 
all  respect  for  the  legal  interpretation 
placed  on  the  word  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  ^*  may  "  in  the  Be- 
solution  would  not  be  construed  to  mean 
**  shall."  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  as- 
sumed that  this  Bule  was  devised  for 
Party  purposes,  for  the  suppression  of 
discussion,  for  the  injury  oi  the  Con- 
servative, and  the  benefit  of  the  Libe- 
ral Party.  He  ventured  to  say  that  if 
the  effect  of  the  Bule  was  to  be  as  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken,  the  Libe- 
ral Party  had  most  to  suffer  by  its 
exercise.  Bightly  or  wrongly,  the  Libe- 
ral Party  believed  their  views  gained 
by  discussion ;  that  their  measures  were, 
in  the  long  run,  advanced  by  the  fullest 
discussion  ;  and  they  believed,  as  it  had 
been  in  the  past,  so  it  would  bo  in  the 
future.  Therefore,  entertaining  that  be- 
lief, surely  they  would  be  a  most  be- 
nighted set  of  personages  if  they  pro- 
posed a  Bule  that  was  to  have  such  an 
effect.  Then,  as  to  its  b  'ing  aimed  at 
the  Opposition,  did  hon.  Gentlemen  sup- 
pose the  Liberals  were  so  blind  as  not 
to  know  that  the  time  must  come 
when  they  would  be  in  Opposition,  and 
consequently,  if  that  were  the  case,  it 
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might  be  very  damaging  to  themseWes  ? 
The  hypothesis  that  an  unworthy  ma- 
noBuyre  could  be  successfully  resorted  to 
under  the  circumstances  assumed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  close  a  debate  proceeded 
upon  a  series  of  improbabilities  amount- 
ing together  to  an  impossibility.  It  was 
assumed  that  the  Leader  of  the  House 
would  signal  to  the  Speaker  to  declare 
the  sense  of  the  House.  Let  them 
consider  the  position.  What  sort  of  a 
Speaker  must  they  have  to  accept  the 
signal  ?  What  sort  of  a  Prime  Mi- 
nister must  they  have  to  give  it  ?  The 
Leader  of  the  House  acted  under  the 
highest  responsibility  ;  his  character, 
position,  and  career  were  at  stake.  The 
Speaker  was  not  less  responsible  than 
the  Leader  of  the  House.  He  was  placed 
by  the  House  in  a  post  of  judicial  trust. 
Then  the  suggestion  was  that,  at  a  signal 
from  the  Leader  of  the  House,  he  was  to 
betray  his  trust — to  rise  from  the  Chair 
with  a  lie  in  his  mouth,  and  declare  that 
it  was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House 
that  the  Question  should  be  now  put. 
But  that  was  not  all ;  they  must  have 
men  so  reckless  of  consequences  to  them- 
selves as  to  support  such  a  manoeuvre. 
Let  them  calculate  the  depth  to  which  a 
Party  must  have  sunk — [Mr.  Warton  : 
It  has  sunk.] — before  it  lent  itself  to 
such  a  proceeding.  What  a  cry  it  would 
give  to  the  Opposition  if  it  could  only 
plausibly  represent  to  the  country  that 
legitimate  discussion  had  been  burked. 
For  behind  the  majority  would  be  the 
public  out-of-doors.  For  the  success, 
therefore,  of  this  unworthy  manoeuvre 
they  must  have  an  infatuated  Minister, 
a  dishonest  Speaker,  an  absolutely  blind 
and  reckless  majority,  and  torpid,  or 
utterly  unintelligent  constituencies.  If 
ever  they  had  such  a  combination  as 
that,  it  would  not  much  matter  whether 
this  or  any  other  particular  Besolution 
was  standing  upon  the  Order  Book  of 
that  House  or  not.  The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  felt  the  absurdity  of  the  hy- 
pothesis upon  which  his  allies  proceeded, 
and  took  different  ground.  He  assumed 
that  pressure  from  outside  would  be  put 
upon  Members  to  enforce  the  closing  of 
a  debate.  But  if  the  cloture  was  only  to 
be  put  in  operation  when  a  debate  had 
been  so  protracted  that  the  public  out- 
of-doors  rose  in  sickness  and  indigna- 
tion, reasonable  liberty  of  speech  could 
not  be  in  any  appreciable  danger.  Again, 
oonaider  the  position  of  a  Speaker  who, 

Mr,  Dodaon 


having  rashly  averred  that  it  was  tb 
evident  sense  of  the  House  that  a  debdi 
should  close,  found,  on  a  division,  tluft 
only  a  minority  was  in  favour  of  tin 
stop.     He  would    look    foolish.    If  K 
turned  out  that  a  narrow  majority  WM 
in  its  favour  his  position  would  be  wm 
worse.     He  would  have  committed  t 
mistake  he  could  not  retrieve,  and  ex*  . 
posed  himself  to  imputations  of  pn> 
tiality.     The  House  might  depend  npoi 
it  that  no  Speaker  would  act  in  Ikft 
matter,  unless  he  were  satisfied  that  t 
preponderating  majority  would  suppoii 
him  when  he  took  upon  himself  therft*' 
sponsibility  of  closing  a  debate.  He  mw 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  future  Spesken 
would  be  partizans,  or  that  they  woaU 
cease  to  be  men  of  honour  and  independ- 
ence.    The  Chair  was,  to  a  peat  ex* 
tent,  removed  from  Party  strifes.    But, 
even  if  the  Speaker  remained  a  politician 
and  took  part  in  the  debates,  there  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  he  would  exerciM 
the  power   intrusted  to  him  unfidrly. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  was  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Lords,   and  remained  i 
foremost  Member  of  the  Oovemment  of 
the  day;    yet  no  one  would  suppose 
that  an  Earl  Cairns  or  a  Lord  Selbome 
would,  even  after  making  the  most  idl- 
ing Party  speech   on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  use  his   judicial  power  imi«o- 
perly  for  Party  purposes.     If  he  were  to 
criticize  the  Amendment  with  the  close- 
ness with  which  the  Besolution  had  been 
criticized,  he  should  say  that  it  proposed 
that  no  majority  should  have  power  to 
close  a  debate.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said  he  hoped  the  French  nams 
of  cl6tur$  would  be  retained.     If  thev 
were  to  quarrel  with  a  thing  because  it 
had  a  French  name,  they  would  have  to 
quarrel  with  several  good  things  which 
were  not  altogether  inappropriate  to  an 
hour  which   was  not  far  distant ;  and 
were  they  to  object  to   ''Parliament," 
which  was  a  French  word  ?    The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  the  institu- 
tion was  French  ;    but  it  would  be  more 
correct  to  say  that  the  power  of  closing 
a  debate  was  European  and  American, 
and  that  it  had  been  adopted  in  almost 
every  one  of  those   Parliamentary  As- 
semblies which  had  been  based  on  the 
model  of  our  own.     But  if  they  wanted 
an  English  name,  closure  w^as  an  Eng- 
lish word.     The  word  could  be  found  m 
Johnson's  Dictionary,  and  he  supposed 
hon.  Members  would  allow  that  Ohak- 
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speare  and  Pope    knew    Bomething  of 
l^gliw^t  and  they  were  authorities  for 
the  word  closure.     But  he  neither  ac- 
cepted nor  rejected  the  Eesolution  be- 
ctDse  it  had  a  French  name  or  was  a 
French  institution,  or  because  it  had  an 
Eoglish  name  or  had  been  an  English 
institation.     He  supported  the  Eesolu- 
tion because  he  thought  it  was  suited  to 
tlie  circumstances  of   the  case.    As  a 
matter  of  fact,  not  only  had  they  the 
word  closure,  but  they  had  the  thinff,  to 
i  certam  extent,  in  that  House.     What 
was  a  '*  count  out "  but  the  closing  of  a 
debate  ?  and  what  did  the  hands  of  the 
elock  do  at  a  quarter  to  6  o'clock   on 
Wednesday  but  close  a    debate?      It 
was  perfectly  true  they  did  not  provide 
for  the  coming  to  a  decision  on  a  ques- 
tion ;  but  that  used  to  be  effected  by  an 
nnderstanding  between  opposing  Par- 
ties in  the  House,  when  they  all  felt 
that  a  subject  had  been  sufficiently  dis- 
cussed ;  and  when  that  was  the  case,  it 
was  the  practice  always  for  the  minority, 
although  unconvinced  by  the  arguments 
of  their  opponents,  to  allow  the  debate 
to  be  stopped,  and  to  accept  the  decision 
of  the  House.     For  reasons  which  were 
apparent  to  all,  it  was  now  considered 
that  an  explicit  Kesolution  of  this  kind 
had  become  necessary  to  secure  to  the 
House  the  just  and  reasonable  power  of 
bringing  a  debate  to  a  conclusion,  when 
the  matter  had  been  fully  discussed,  and 
was  ripe  for  determination.  It  had  been 
urged  that  this  subject  should  not  have 
been  made  a  Party  question ;  but  who 
was  to  blame  for  having  made  it  a  Party 
question  ?    The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
tne  Member  for  North  Devon  and  the 
late  Home  Secretary  had,  early  in  the 
autumn,  announced  their  intention  of  op- 
posing any  proposal  of  this  kind  to  the  ut- 
most, and  their  cry  had  been  followed  by 
their  Party.      The  truth  was  that  this 
Besolution  was  necessary  to  enable  the 
House  to  get  through  the  multiplicity  of 
its  own  Business,  and  to  become  master 
of  its  own  time.     It  had  been  said  that 
though   Foreign    Assemblies    had    the 
tldlurs  we   did   not   want  it,   and    the 
reason   g^ven   was   that  we    had  more 
Business.     It  was  just  because  of  that 
that  it  was  necessary  to  have  some  Kule, 
in  order  that  the  House  might  be  master 
of  its  own  time.     There  never  was  an 
Empire  which   was    so  extended    and 
diversified  as  this  ;  and  yet,  while  their 
posseaaiona  abroad  were  extending,  their 


foreign  relations  increasing,  and  their 
commercial  interests  multiplying.  Par- 
liament was  so  far  from  showing  a  dis- 
position to  relax  its  hold  on  domestic 
matters,  over  which  it  had  heretofore 
exorcised  control,  that  it  seemed  rather 
disposed  to  take  more  of  those  affairs 
into  its  keeping.  On  the  whole,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Kesolution  would  prove 
beneficial  in  its  working  ;  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  accepted  by 
the  House. 

8m  JOHN  MOWBRAY  said,  that 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  Benches 
had  been  charged  with  holding  extrava- 
gant views  on  the  Bule  under  discus- 
sion ;  but  he  was  not  inclined  to  be 
classed  among  that  number.  The  loud- 
est note  of  alarm  had  been  sounded 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.  In  the  early  part  of  his 
speech  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  the  cloture  as  the  minor  proposition  ; 
and  if  that  Eesolution  for  gagging  the 
House  were  the  minor  proposition,  one 
would  like  to  know  what  were  the  major 
propositions  that  were  to  follow  when 
that  had  been  forced  upon  the  House  ? 
Speaking  in  no  Party  sense,  he  (Sir 
John  Mowbray)  deeply  deplored  the 
position  into  which  this  question  had 
drifted.  He  lamented  the  paralysis  of 
Business  in  the  House,  and  thought  the 
Prime  Minister  had  a  right  to  complain, 
as  Leader  of  a  large  majority,  that  he 
had  lost  the  credit  of  being  able  to  carry 
three  or  four  good  legislative  measures 
in  one  Session.  He  also  thought  the 
Prime  Minister  was  right  in  not  rele- 
gating this  question  to  a  Committee. 
The  conclusions  of  Committees  had  gene- 
rally been  impotent  and  their  results  in- 
considerable ;  but  he  had  fully  expected 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  consulted  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition before  taking  action,  so  as  to  have 
insured  the  carrying  of  the  necessary 
proposals  by  a  large  majority.  It  was 
also  to  be  regretted  that,  contrary  to  the 
assurances  given  by  the  Prime  Minister 
during  the  Becess,  this  had  been  made 
a  Party  question.  If  it  had  not  become 
a  Party  question,  what  was  the  meaning 
of  those  threats  of  a  Dissolution  which 
had  been  spread  so  largely  about  the 
House  to  terrify  young  and  weak  Mem- 
bers on  the  Liberal  Benches  ?  The 
Opposition  were  not  terrified  by  those 
threats,  because  they  knew  that  the  re- 
sult of  a  Dissolution  would  be  to  add  tc» 
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their  numbers.    Then  there  was  a  talk 
about  resignation.   In  that  he  (Sir  John 
Mowbray)  did  not  believe ;  if  he  did,  he 
candidly  confessed  he  should  deeply  de- 
plore it.     Members  were  asked  to  con- 
sider this  as  a  question  of  credit  and  of 
supporting  the  Government,  and  were 
not  allowed  to  deal  with  it  on  its  merits. 
["No!"]     Of  that  there  could  be  no 
doubt  after  the  speeches  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department.      The 
Head  of  the  Government  had  admitted 
the  loyal  support  which  was  given  to 
the  Government  during  seversd  trying 
weeks  of  last  year,  and  they  were  now 
ready  to  give  similar  support  to  any 
reasonable    proposition     submitted    to 
them.     But  what  they  had  mainly  to 
complain  of  was  that  the  Kesolution,  as 
presented  them,  looked  very  much  as  if 
it  were  brought  forward  by  one  Party 
in  order  to  diminish  the  strength  of  the 
other.     After  what  had  occurred,  he  ad- 
mitted that  the  House   was  bound  to 
do  something  this  Session  ;  and  he  felt 
grateful  to  the  Speaker  for  vindicating 
the  credit  of  the  Assembly  on  a  recent 
unparalleled  occasion,   and    recognized 
that  it  was  its  duty  to  do  something  to 
restore  its  order  and  dignity ;  but  what 
was  the  way  in  which  these  Eesolutions 
had  been  brought  forward  ?     Following 
the  cidture  Besolution,  there  were  others 
which  he  was  decidedly  inclined  to  sup- 
port ;  but  Members  were  not  allowed  to 
consider  one  of  those.     The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  put  in  the  forefront  of  all 
these  a  single  Besolution  most  obnoxious 
and  repugnant  to  the  feelings  of  old  and 
experienced  Members  of  the  House,  and 
so  objectionable  to  some  Members  around 
him  that  they  had  to  be  coerced  in  order 
to  obtain  their  votes.      That  Resolution 
was  put  forward  as  a  thing  which  ad- 
mitted of  no  modification,  concession,  or 
compromise — the  Government  must  have 
the  Besolution,  the  whole  Besolution, 
and  nothing  but  the  Besolution.      For 
his  own  part,  although  it  would  be  the 
last  step  he  should  wish  to  see  the  House 
take,  he  was  prepared,  if  the  necessity 
should  arise,  to  see  adopted  a  proposal 
for  closing  debates  in  certain  circum- 
stances by  a  proportional  majority.    He 
was  not  prepared  to  oppose  cidture  under 
all  circumstances  ;  but  ol6ture  of  a  bare 
majority  should  have  his  irreconcilable 
resistance  so  long  as  he  had  a  vote  in 
the  House.    He  £d  not  admit  the  neces- 
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sity  for  such  a  violent  step  as  the  pa» 
ing  of  the  Ist  Besolution.  The  rigbfc 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  had  stated  that  the  Besolii- 
tion  was  necessary  in  order  to  vindicate 
the  ancient  fame  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. For  his  own  part,  he  not  beliete 
that  that  ancient  fame  would  be  vindi-  4 
cated  by  any  such  step  as  that  proposed.  .-^ 
It  would  best  be  vindicated  by  walkiiig  I 
in  the  old  paths.  He  recollected  a  me- 
morable speech  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  nine 
years  ago.  The  Liberal  Govemmenk 
had  been  defeated  in  1873  on  the  Iridi 
University  Bill,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman resigned  Office.  His  resignation, 
however,  was  not  accepted,  and  in  an- 
nouncing his  return  to  Office  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  only  find  exprei- 
sion  for  his  feelings  by  quoting  the  words 
of  the  Boman  General  in  the  noble  ode 
of  Horace — 

"  Neque  amissoB  colores 
Lana  refert,  medicata  f aco : 

Nee  vera  virtus,  cCim  Bemel  excidit. 

Curat  reponi  deterioribus.'* 

Those  words  would  now  be  a  sufficient 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If 
the  ancient  tone  and  high  character  of 
the  House  of  Commons  had  departed, 
they  would  not  be  brought  back  by  any 
device  imported  from  our  Colonies,  or 
from  foreign  countries,  or  by  any  electro- 
plate wash  of  Birmingham  manufacture, 
if  the  true  virtue  and  ancient  fame  of 
the  House  had  gone  from  it  they  would 
not  be  restored  by  the  mechanical  aid 
of  a  gagging  eldture.    Under  the  cldturt 
a  deteriorated  House  of  Commons  would 
cease  to  be  the  illustrious  Assembly  that 
for  six  centuries  had  enjoyed  the  confi- 
dence and  esteem  of  the  Fnglish  people, 
commanded  the  respect  of  foreign  coun- 
tries, and  built  up  the  fabric  of  Eng- 
land's greatness. 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  said,  that  he 
would  not  further  pursue  the  contro- 
versy by  whose  fault  the  subject  under 
discussion  had  become  a  Party  question ; 
rightly  or  wrongly,  avoidably  or  un- 
avoidably, it  had  become  a  Party  ques- 
tion, and  there  was  no  hope  now  of  its 
ceasing  to  be  so  ;  but  nothing  was  more 
remote  from  his  own  desire  than  to  ap- 
proach it  in  the  spirit  of  Party.  It  had 
oeen  said  that  the  proposal  contained  in 
the  Besolution  was  the  device  of  an  im- 
perious Minister,  whose  impatient  spirit ' 
would  brook  no  opposition ;  but  it  was 
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notorioiis,  and  they  had  heard  it  from  the 
Rime  Minister'a  own  lips,  that  he  had 
been  one  of  the  slowest  and  most  reluc- 
tant to  he  oonTinced  of  the  necessity  for 
ndi  a  chang^.  It  had  also  heen  said 
that  the  doeure  was  wanted  hy  the  Oo- 
Temment  as  an  engine  to  onahle  them  to 
MSL  a  Party  programme  of  Liberal 
kgidation.  But  under  a  system  of 
F^rty  OoTemment  every  aovernment 
would  have  a  Party  programme.  It  was 
BO  reproach  to  them  to  endeavour  to 
fulfil  it ;  indeed,  if  they  acted  otherwise 
tiiej  would  culpably  betray  the  hopes  of 
tiiose  whose  confidence  placed  them  in 
power.  It  was  contended  by  the  Party 
opposite  that  the  Oovemment  should 
abandon  the  1st  Eesolution,  and  rely 
exdusiTcly  on  the  other  proposed  Kules 
respecting  Procedure.  The  answer  to 
that  contention  could  best  be  given  in 
the  words  of  a  high  authority — the  right 
hoQ.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote).  In 
February,  1880,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  a  speech  in  which,  while 
expressing  a  strong  repugnance  to  re- 
Btnctions  on  freedom  of  debate  and  the 
rights  of  minorities,  he  said — 

**  I  do  not  know  that  we  have  arrived  at  a 
Mrfect  eet  of  Rules ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
hov  are  matters  upon  which  wo  may  have  new 
tales ;  and  we  may,  from  time  to  time,  propose 
tw  Rales,  and  consider  and  discuss  them.  But 
'  we  think  that  by  such  Rules  we  are  to  pre- 
mi  Obstruction  altogether,  we  arc  reckoning 
.  the  dark.  There  is  unly  one  alteration  ox 
ir  Rules  which  would  be  of  a  character  that 
ally  ooold  prevent  Obstruction,  and  that  is 
le  ior  which  we  have  no  English  name,  but 
Inch  is  known  to  us  all  under  Uie  name  of  the 

ere  was  a  distinct  admission  from  the 
^ht  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  closure 
is  the  only  thoroughly  effective  check 
>on  Obstruction.  Again,  at  Manches- 
r,  in  June  last,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
an  said — 

"  We  have  had,  this  Session,  to  deal  with  ^ 
.te  of  things  which  I  fully  admit  is  unproco- 
ttted  in  the  historj'  of  Parliament,  and  which 
dso  admit,  if  it  should  be  proved  to  bo  per- 
inent,  will  be  a  great  blow  and  a  great  injury 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  will  render  ne- 
■ary  the  adoption  of  measures  which,  if  we 
Mibly  could,  we  would  avoid  introducing  into 
r  system.'* 

lat  was  just  the  question.  Could  they 
nger  postpone  the  adoption  of  those 
easoree?  Every  right-minded  man 
ust  deeply  lament  the  loss  of  that  ex- 
Uent  oloaure  which  the  House  once 


possessed,  g^ven  to  it  as  a  freewill  offer- 
ing hy  the  spontaneous  discipline  and 
loyalty  of  all  its  Members.  But  that  was 
gone ;  and  what  hope  was  there  that  it 
would  ever  return  ?  Unless  remedies 
were  promptly  applied,  things  would 
grow  worse  rather  than  better.  There 
were  innocent  agents  of  Obstruction, 
and  other  agents  the  reverse  of  innocent. 
The  pressure  of  both  kinds  would  in- 
crease rather  than  diminish.  The  mag- 
nitude and  growth  of  national  affairs, 
and  the  general  operation  of  democratic 
influences,  would  make  increasing  con- 
tributions to  the  block  of  Business.  And 
there  was  a  Party  in  the  House  avow- 
edly ready,  in  the  very  words  of  their 
own  Leader,  utterly  to  disorganize  and 
interfere  with  every  Business.  This 
policy  was  not  a  mere  rejoinder  to  the 
Coercion  Acts;  it  was  proclaimed  at  a 
time  when  the  Government  were  trying 
to  govern  Ireland  without  a  Coercion 
Act ;  and  the  policy  would  survive  if 
the  Coercion  Acts  were  repealed  to- 
morrow. They  were  told  that  at  the  next 
Election  the  followers  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
would  be  largely  reinforced .  If  that  boast 
were  well  founded,  it  was  the  strongest 
argument  for  setting  their  House  in 
order  before  the  new  comers  arrived. 
Penal  Bules  directed  against  individual 
offenders  were  effective  only  against  the 
coarser  modes  of  Obstruction.  To  show 
how  inoperative  mere  Penal  Rules  would 
be  against  subtle  and  scientific  Obstruc- 
tion, the  following  extract  from  The 
Nation  would  be  instructive — 

''The  present  legislative  arrangements  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  cannot  stand.  They 
are  unsuited  to  the  requirements  of  the  two 
countries ;  they  are  behind  the  age.  If  addi- 
tional proof  on  that  point  is  wanted,  the  Irish 
Members  can  supply  it  in  any  single  Session. 
It  is  not  putting  the  case  too  strongly  to  say 
the  British  Jjegislature  is  very  much  at  their 
mercy.  Against  their  will  Business  cannot  go 
on.  Without  having  recourse  to  open,  gross,  pal- 
pable Obstruction,  thoy  can  so  clog  the  wheels 
of  the  machine  that  it  will  do  next  to  nothing  ; 
can  bring  great  numbers  of  Irish  Bills  into  the 
House  of  Commons — good,  desirable,  and  useful 
Bills — and  proceed  to  their  discussion ;  they  can 
interest  themselves  in  English  Bills  of  all  sorts, 
Imperial  and  local,  public  and  private,  and  do- 
bate  them  in  the  most  painstaking  and  conscien- 
tious manner.  A  very  proper  course  of  action 
this,  open  to  no  Constitutional  objection,  quite 
legitimate,  and  perfectly  in  order :  but  the  re- 
sist of  its  adoption  would  bo  that  little  or  no- 
thing would  be  done.** 

No  penal  laws  could  touch  this  kind  of 
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Obstruction.  They  bad  beard  mucb 
about  the  degradation  which  would  be 
inflicted  on  the  House  by  the  closure ; 
but  was  there  no  degradation  in  the 
thought  that  the  British  Legislature 
could  be  truly  said  to  lie  at  the  mercy  of 
its  worst  enemies  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  reported  to 
have  said  last  year  that  for  every  arrest 
under  the  Coercion  Act  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  fine  the  Government  a  night 
of  the  time  of  the  House  of  Commons ; 
in  other  words,  that  because  the  Go- 
vernment exercised  certain  powers  with 
which  they  had  been  armed  by  Parlia- 
ment for  the  public  good,  the  time  of 
the  House  of  Uommons  was  to  be  deli- 
berately wasted.  Could  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  be  insensible  to  the  degra- 
dation of  such  a  state  of  things  as  that  ? 
Looking  at  the  question  from  a  mere 
Party  point  of  view,  would  not  the 
closure  operate  in  the  long  run  more  to 
the  advantage  of  the  Party  opposite 
than  to  the  Liberal  Party  ?  There  was 
"another  place,"  even  in  this  world, 
which  many  Liberals  believed  to  be 
paved  for  the  most  part  with  bad  inten- 
tions; and  would  the  permanent  Con- 
servative majority  in  that  *'  other  place" 
ever  hesitate  to  throw  its  shield  over  a 
Conservative  minority  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  if  they  thought  that  time  and 
reflection  would  bring  uie  country  round 
to  their  side  ?  When  the  Liberals  were 
in  a  minority  they  had  no  powerful 
auxiliaries  elsewhere.  They  had  been 
warned  of  **  stonewalling,"  '*  filibuster- 
ing," and  other  Foreign  and  Colonial 
practices  which  would  oe  introduced  if 
the  closure  were  adopted ;  but  no  at- 
tempt had  been  made  to  trace  the  origin 
of  those  practices  to  the  closure.  Ho 
believed  that  they  proceeded  from  other 
more  general  causes,  and  that,  where 
they  and  the  closure  existed  side  by  side, 
the  closure  was  valued  as  a  check  upon 
them.  They  were  also  told  that  the 
closure  would  convert  every  Member  of 
a  gagged  minority  into  an  Obstructive, 
and  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Mr.  Walter)  had  threatened  to 
turn  Obstructive  under  such  provoca- 
tion. He  did  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  ever  fulfil  that  threat ; 
he  believed  rather  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  do  what  he  always  did  at  the 
critical  moment — he  would  run  into  the 
nearest  cave  be  could  find.  The  objec- 
tions of  hon.  Members  opposite  to  the 
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closure  would  soon  yanish  after  they  had 
once  had  an  opportunity  of  applying]! 
to  a  Liberal  minority,  and  a  few  yean 
hence  neither  Party  would  be  willing  to 
abandon  it.  For  his  own  part,  he  shooll 
prefer  a  simpler  fprm  of  closure  to  thii 
now  proposed— a  closure,  for  inatanea, 
subject  only  to  two  limitations — finli 
that  it  should  not  be  carried  except  in  a 
House  of  a  certain  size ;  and,  seoondlji 
that  the  Chair  should  have  the  aama 
discretion  in  putting  the  Question  to  the 
vote  as  was  given  to  the  Chair  under  tha 
Eules  of  Urgency  as  to  putting  Motioni 
for  Adjournment  to  the  vote.    In  lui 
opinion,  the  growing  sensitiveness  of  the 
House  to  the  breath  of  public  opinioa 
was  the  best  safeguard  against  the  abaae 
of  the  closure.     The  abuse  of  the  power 
of  closing  a  debate  would  inevitaUy  re- 
coil on  those  who  practised  it.    Aa  &r 
as  right  of  speech  in  that  House  was 
concerned,    a  most   complete  gag  bad 
been  put  on  one  of  the  Members  for 
Northampton  ;  but  was  he  silenced,  and 
had  they  heard  the  last  of  him  ?  or  was 
he  less  conspicuous  than  when  he  sat 
and  spoke  there  ?     Nothing  of  the  kind. 
If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  spent  an  en(N^ 
mous  sum  annually  in  aavertising  hia 
Atheistical  publications  and  his  treatises 
on  domestic  philosophy,  he  could  not 
have  done  as  much  to  extend  their  noto- 
riety as  the  House  had  done,  free  of 
charge.     Though    the  Opposition    had 
renounced  Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  all  hia 
works,  they  had  invested  him  with  a 
European  and  Transatlantic  fame,  and 
he  now  filled  a  space  in  the  public  gaze 
second  only  to  that  other  friend  of  the 
people  so  rudely  expelled  from  their 
shores — second  only  to  **  Jumbo."     The 
surest  way  in  this  country  to  swell  the 
number  of  a  man's  adherents,  or  even  of 
a  beast's  adherents,  was  to  give  him  the 
chance  of  posing  as  a  martyr  ;  and  any 
minority  which  had  been  unjustifiably 
gagged  in  that  House,  would  have  its 
ovations    out-of-doors.      Freedom    of 
speech,  it  was   said,   was   the   ancient 
glory  of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  did 
not  deny  it;  but  he  would  rather  say 
that  the  true   glory  lay  in  the  sober, 
temperate  exercise  of  that  freedom,  and 
in  the   uses   to   which   it   was   turned. 
Every  Member  was  free  to  speak  at  any 
length  on  any  question  ;  but  if  they  aU 
exercised    that    glorious    freedom    not 
many   weeks    would    elapse    before    a 
hurricane  of  national  indignation  would 
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iwake,  and  ikis  famous  old  sliip  would 
go  down  with  all  hands  on  hoard  in  the 
wild  waves  of  its  glory.    Let  them  he 
wise  in  time.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
min  the  Memher  for  South  West  Lan- 
etdiire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  justly 
obserred  the  other  night  that  this  House 
was  becoming  more  and  more  the  prac- 
tical Executive  Goyemment  of  the  coun- 
try.   But,  surely,  the  first  duty  of  an 
Exeentive  authority  was  not  to  talk,  hut 
to  act    An  Assemhly  like  this  House, 
arrogating  to  itself  Executive  functions, 
and  extending  its  long  arm  to  the  far- 
tiifist  bounds  of  a  world-wide  Empire, 
oonld  not  live  by  freedom   of  speech 
alone.    If  such  a  Body  surrendered  it- 
self to  unlimited  talk  it  would  not  only 
eroke  the  indignant  scorn  of  mankind, 
hot  it  would  also  become  a  fountain  of 
oonfosion  and  calamity  as  wide  as  the 
range  of  its  interference.     It  was  whis- 
perra  abroad  that  the  House  was  no 
Wger  what  it  once  was ;  that  the  tide 
of  its  reDown  had  begun  to  ebb ;  and  if 
tliat  allegation  were  true  its  causes  were 
sot  far  to  seek.     They  all  knew  where 
they  lay.     It  was  not  yet  too  late  to  re- 
deem the  name  and  fame  of  the  House 
of  Commons ;  but  the  opportunity  might 
eoon  pass  away,  never  to  return.     The 
iaeae  was  whether  this  illustrious  As- 
sembly, where  freedom  and  order  should 
be  worshipped  with  an  equal  devotion, 
)bouId  slowly  but  surely  sink  into  a  de- 
graded arena  of  adventurers  and  dema- 
,^ogues,  or  whether  it  should  now,  by  a 
(trone  effort,  renew  the  vigour  and  the 
plendour  of  its  prime  ?    With  such  an 
Bsue  before  them  could  they  hesitate — 
ould  they  pause  ?    And  persuaded,  as 
le  was,  that  nothing  less  than  the  pro- 
osals  of  the  Government  would  be  ade- 
[uate  to  the  end  in  view,  he  earnestly 
sked  the  House  to  sanction  those  pro- 
oeals  by  decisive  votes. 

Mr.  GRANTHAM  said,  he  thought 
he  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down 
lad  spoken  with  great  moderation ;  but, 
i  the  same  time,  he  had  not,  in  his 
pinion,  contributed  anything  in  favour 
f  the  Motion  before  the  House,  as  his 
rguments  had  practically  answered  each 
ther.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
rgue,  when  he  referred  to  the  hon. 
f ember  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
uigh),  that  that  House  ought  to  open 
U  portals  to  any  individual,  however 
objectionable  he  might  be,  because  other- 
rise  his  principles  and  writings  would 


become  more  widely  known  than  before. 
The  hon.  Member  ridiculed  the  position 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter)  had  taken  up,  saying  that 
whenever  there  was  any  fear  of  a  storm 
that  hon.  Member  ran  into  the  first 
cave.  In  point  of  fact,  however,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  was  doing 
exactly  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath  had  shown  was  the  wisest  thing 
for  Liberal  Members  to  do  at  the  present 
time,  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  said 
that  a  hurricane  was  brewing  in  this 
country,  and  that  unpopular  Members 
ran  a  risk  of  going  down  in  it.  He 
thought  there  was  a  very  strong  feeling 
amoDg  the  Liberal  Party  that  this  Eule 
was  not  necessary  at  the  present  time. 
The  Prime  Minister  contended  that  both 
the  overwork  of  the  House  and  the  Ob- 
struction to  which  it  was  subject  rendered 
the  cl6tur$  necessary;  while  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
avowed  that  he  wished  for  it  in  order  to 
put  down  certain  hon.  Members  whom 
he  regarded  as  bores  ;  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  spoke  of  it  as  an  efficient 
weapon  against  the  existing  powers  of 
Obstruction  hitherto  lying  dormant  and 
unused,  but  which  he  unfolded  with 
evident  relish,  as  they  reminded  him  of 
his  days  in  Opposition,  and  in  reference 
to  which  he  would  no  doubt,  soon  find 
the  Irish  Members  very  apt  pupils ;  so 
that  there  was,  apparently,  no  complete 
agreement  between  these  three  Minis- 
ters, all  of  whom  supported  the  Resolu- 
tion for  such  very  different  reasons. 
The  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  was, 
of  course,  interesting,  not  only  for  its  own 
intrinsic  merit,  but  as  the  work  of  a  man 
whose  great  experience  of  the  House 
added  weight  and  value  to  his  argu- 
ments. Their  experience  of  the  past  20 
years  had,  however,  shown  them  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  constantly  changed 
his  views,  and  was  from  time  to  time 
led,  by  the  pressure  of  circumstances,  to 
discredit  opinions  that  he  had  recently 
believed  to  be  infallible.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  overwork,  it  was  to  be 
noticed  that  the  number  of  hours  during 
which  the  House  sat  each  Session  was 
not  a  fair  test  of  the  amount  of  work  to 
be  done.  It  was  true  that  in  1832  the 
House  sat  for  1,150  hours,  and  at  a 
later  period  for  930  hours  only,  while 
last  year  the  numbers  went  up  to  as 
I  many  as  1,400  ;  but  that  was  no  proof 
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of  the  Honse  rebelling  against  over- 
work. After  the  Beform  Bill,  as  was 
natural  and  desirable,  came  a  period  of 
considerable  energy,  followed  by  a  time 
during  which  the  inaction  of  the  House 
only  reflected  the  lethargic  manner  in 
which  the  country  regarded    political 

Juestions ;  and  even  now,  but  for  the 
rish  difficulty,  the  House  would  pursue 
the  even  tenour  of  its  way.  The  country 
did  not  desire,  as  had  been  said,  the 
passing  of  so  many  new  measures.  Ob- 
struction of  the  kind  adopted  by  certain 
of  the  Irish  Members,  and  not  overwork, 
was  the  only  excuse  for  the  Eesolution. 
There  could  be  no  question,  however, 
that  the  House  might,  if  it  chose,  grapple 
with  that  difficulty  without  adopting  the 
cl6tur$y  and  that  much  might  be  done 
by  such  minor  reforms  of  Procedure  as 
were  judiciously  and  successfully  intro- 
duced by  Melbourne  and  Feel,  men  who 
were  as  worthy  of  respect  in  their  day 
as  the  present  eminent  Leader  of  the 
House.  The  excessive  numbers  of  Ques- 
tions asked  might,  for  instance,  be  much 
reduced,  and  much  time  might  be 
saved  by  merely  printing  the  Ministerial 
answers ;  for  the  pleasure  of  questioning 
seemed  to  depend  very  much  on  the 
publicity  of  the  Question  and  the  reply. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  reminded  the 
House  that  58  nights  of  last  Session 
were  devoted  to  the  Land  Bill,  and  had 
argued  from  that  fact  that  the  eldture 
would  have  been  found  useful.  Now,  it 
was  admitted  that  the  Land  Act  was  so 
imperfect  as  to  be  urgently  in  need  of 
amendment;  but  how  would  it  have 
been  improved  or  rendered  more  durable 
by  curtailing  the  time  and  attention  that 
were  actually  spent  upon  it  ?  The  truth 
was  that  an  act  of  such  importance,  an 
act  which  so  altered  the  existing  rela- 
tions of  the  bulk  of  the  population  of  a 
country,  ought  not  to  be  passed  in  one 
Session.  The  effect  of  the  various  pro- 
positions contained  in  the  many  sections 
of  such  an  Act  could  not  be  ascertained 
without  being  sifted  through  many 
minds  and  months  of  consideration. 
How  was  the  Ballot  Act  of  1877  passed? 
It  was  practically  passed  by  means 
of  the  cldturdf  for  a  meeting  of  the 
Liberal  Party  was  held,  and  it  was 
agreed  that  all  Liberal  Members  should 
take  their  Amendments  off  the  Paper 
and  allow  the  other  side  to  carry  on 
the  discussion  alone,  so  as  to  get  the 
Bill  through  the  Commons.     By  that 
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means  the  Bill  was  paaeed  in  time  to 
be  sent  to  the  House  of  Lords,  not  i 
single  Conservative  Amendment  haviag 
been  accepted  by  the  Ghvemmeni.   It 
was,  however,  thrown  out  in  **  anothw 
place."     The  consequence  of  that  wii 
that  the  Gbvemment  had  time  to  ooa- 
sider  the  objections  which  had   beea 
raised  to  it,  and  to  oonsiderably  modih 
their  own  opinions  in  regard  to  it ;  au 
thus  they  were  enabled  m  the  following 
Session  to  introduce  a  Bill  essentialli 
superior  to  it,  and  that  passed  into  law. 
In  the  same  way  he  thought  it  would 
have    been    better  if  the  Irish   Land 
Bill  had  been  thrown  out  last  year,  10 
as  to  give  the  Qovemment  time  and 
opportunity  to  prepare  a  measure  more 
perfect    and  just.      He    would,    how* 
ever,    ask  this — Supposing  the   Mwn 
had  been  in  force  last  Session,  and  a^ 
plied  so  as  to  put  a  stop  to  the  objectaoDi 
of  the  Irish  Members  sitting  below  ths 
Gangway,  what  would  those  Oentlemaa 
have  said  of  the  measure  ?    They  would 
have  had  just  g^und  for  saying  thai 
they  had  not   been  treated  wim  fidr 
play  ;  and  no  one  would  have  been  sur- 
prised if  they  had  endeavoured  not  only 
to  do  all  in  their  power  to  prevent  ito 
becoming  law,  but  also  in  frustrating  its 
working  after  it  had  become  law.     Then 
as  to  the  operation  of  the  Kule,  if  the 
Government  succeeded  in  carrying  it 
Was  it  only  to  be  applied  to  the  second 
and  third  readings  of  Bills  and  great  de- 
bates ?    In  that  case  it  would  have  little 
effect  in  saving  the  time  of  the  Hoose. 
But  if  it  were  to  be  a  constant  weapon 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  and 
was  to  be  used  in  the  manner  indicated 
in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marqueaa  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  then  there 
would  at  once  be  an  end  of  that  freedom 
of  debate  which  had  been  their  boast 
for  so   many  years.      If   the    evident 
sense  of   the  House  was  only  to   be 
declared  by  the  Chair,  when  it  was  clear 
that    there  was   a    great    majority  in 
favour  of  the  debate  being  closed,  th^ 
he  wanted  to   know  why  the  Govern- 
ment  had   wasted  their  time  and  in- 
sisted on  forcing  on  an  unwilling  House 
a    Kesolution    which    would  never   be 
put  in  force,  when  a  Besolution  of  suffi- 
cient power  to   effect  such  an  objeot 
would  have  passed  almost  sub  siUntf. 
Was  it  likely  that  any  Speaker  would 
ever  take  upon  himself  to  state   that  it 
was  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that 
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lebate  should  be  closed  without  relying 
the  strict  letter  of  the  Besolution,  as 
might  turn  out  that  he  was  wrong  ? 
9  maintained  that  there  must  be  some 
»mDg  in  the  words  of  the  Eesolution 
th  reference  to  the  evident  sense  of  the 
}U9e,  and  that  its  meaning  was  that 
9  erident  sense  of  the  House  was  to 
determined  bj  a  vote  of,  perhaps, 
1  against  200.  If  the  eldture  were  to 
used  in  that  manner,  then,  to  use  the 
[guage  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
( President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that 
ich  was  a  hateful  incident,  and  would 
a  hateful  incident,  of  the  Gladstone- 
imberlain  Administration,  would  be- 
le  the  daily  life  of  the  Eadical  Go- 
nment  of  the  future.  The  Prime 
lister  had  founded  the  proposal,  in  a 
at  measure,  on  the  number  of  pressing 
isures  requiring  to  be  dealt  with. 
had  told  the  House  that  in  1878  he 
rte  in  a  certain  periodical  stating  that 
re  were  22  important  measures  re- 
ring  immediate  attention.  Then,  in 
9,  be  says  he  discovered  31 ,  and  in  his 
brated  Mid  Lothian  campaign  he 
ed  the  number  he  found  was  something 
)  40.  If  so,  why  did  the  right  hon. 
itleman  not  introduce  those  measures 
^n  he  was  last  in  Office  ?  There  was 
Obstruction  then,  for  he  had  himself 
litted  that  it  did  not  show  itself  till 
8-9,  when  the  Conservative  Govern- 
it  was  in  power.  But  the  country  had 
asked  for  those  measures,  and,  tbere- 
>,  they  had  not  been  passed.  The  right 
L.  Gentleman  had  also  made  a  strong 
ument  with  reference  to  the  Select 
nmittees  that  were  appointed  to  consi- 
thisquestion.  Those  Committees  were 
iposed,  not  of  partizans,  but  of  men 
•posed  to  be  eminent  in  their  know- 
$e  of  the  Hules  and  practice  of  the 
use,  and  of  what  changes  it  was  de- 
ible  the  House  should  make  in  its 
icedure.  Yet  the  Government  now 
3 ted  to  do  what  none  of  those  Com- 
tees  thought  desirable.  It  was  strange 
t  they  should  have  gone  on  for  so  many 
turies  without  requiring  the  change 
f  proposed.  The  whole  feeling  which 
mated  the  House  enabled  the  two 
d  Parties  to  arrange  when  the  debate 
uld  be  closed ;  and,  for  his  part,  he 
not  believe  that  the  old  traditional 
ing  of  respect  for  the  House,  which 
d  to  exist  in  the  House,  bad  yet 
1  away.  It  might  be  that  there  was 
>reak  in  their  traditions;  but  when 


the  difficulty  with  regard  to  Ireland  was 
settled,  he  believed  they  would  find  tbat 
the  old  feeling  still  existed,  and  that 
they  would  be  able  to  go  on  for  many 
years  before  any  such  Bule  as  this  was 
necessary.  Some  reference  had  been 
made  by  a  preceding  speaker  to  Jumbo. 
In  his  opinion,  the  (^/d^ur^  much  resembled 
Jumbo.  They  were  afraid  that,  like 
Jumbo,  it  might  become  mischievous  in 
the  future,  and  they  would  rather  not 
put  such  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  The  Prime  Minister  was 
very  much  in  the  position  of  a  host  who, 
having  provided  an  ample  supply  for  his 
guests,  insisted  when  they  had  sat  down  to 
the  entertainment  that  they  should  make 
their  dinner  entirely  from  the  first  article 
in  the  menu,  which  he  might  call  cfdture 
de  bouche  d  la  radicale.  He  believed  that 
in  the  Besolutions  which  were  to  follow 
the  one  under  discussion  they  might 
obtain  everything  that  was  necessary  for 
amending  the  Procedure  of  the  House  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  they  ought 
not  to  rush  headlong  on  that  which  was 
so  objectionable  as  the  Kule  now  pro- 
posed. He  felt  very  strongly  that  they 
were  not  being  dealt  with  fairly  in 
having  that  Besolution  forced  upon  them 
when,  apparently,  there  was  no  differ- 
ence between  them  as  to  the  way  in 
which  they  thought  the  Business  of  the 
House  should  be  conducted.  He  there- 
fore regretted  that  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  not  been  consulted  on 
that  question  ;  because  he  felt  sure  that 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
done  all  he  could  to  sink  mere  Party 
differences  and  to  assist  the  Government 
in  arriving  at  some  common  conclusion 
which  would  have  been  satisfactory  to 
both  Parties.  The  responsibility  of  mak- 
ing that  a  Party  question  really  belonged 
to  the  Government;  because  in  their 
autumn  speeches  it  was  announced  by 
leading'  Members  of  the  Ministry  that 
they  intended  to  have  the  cldture,  or  some- 
thing like  it.  The  Government  might 
now  obtain  a  small  majority,  and  their 
victory,  however  slight,  might  be  cheered 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ;  but  the 
echo  of  those  cheers  would  be  but  as  the 
clank  of  the  chains  that  would  en- 
slave freedom  of  debate  in  that  House. 
[A  laughJ]  The  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers),  who  laughed, 
should  remember  that  half  the  benefits 
of  modern  legislation  had  been  conferred 
by  minorities  who  had  refused  to  be  put 
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down,  and  who  persevered  until  they 
were  ultimately  successful.  The  men 
by  whom  Catholic  Emancipation,  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws,  and  many  other 
great  measures  had  been  persistently 
advocated  miglit  have  been  treated  as 
**  bores  "  and  Obstructives  under  a  sys- 
tem of  cloture  enforced  by  a  bare  majo- 
rity. The  course  of  the  present  discus- 
sion showed  that  a  different  form  of  the 
eidture  from  that  now  proposed  would  be 
sufficient.  The  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  and  other 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  indicated  that 
they  were  favourable  to  a  two-thirds  ma- 
jority, or  some  other  more  moderate  mode 
of  discovering  the  sense  of  the  House 
than  the  vote  of  a  bare  majority.  In 
conclusion,  he  hoped  that,  if  not  in  the 
first  division,  at  least  in  some  of  the 
divisons  that  would  follow,  they  would 
still  find  that  there  was  enough  freedom 
among  the  Liberal  Party  to  secure  the 
passing  of  a  Hesolution  which  would 
carry  with  it  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
would  not  have  intruded  on  the  debate 
had  it  not  appeared  to  him  that  he 
might  perhaps  be  able  to  say  something 
that  had  not  been  said  before,  and  so 
avoid  those  useless  repetitions  against 
which  these  Resolutions  were  aimed.  It 
might  be  inferred  from  some  of  the  Op- 
position speeches  that  the  Resolution 
gave  the  Prime  Minister  power,  for  his 
own  purposes,  to  interpose  between  the 
House  and  a  debate,  and  summarily  to 
close  the  latter ;  but  on  looking  at  the 
Resolution  he  was  entirely  re-assured, 
for  all  that  it  did  was  to  make  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  the  judge  of 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House,  and 
neither  could  take  the  initiative  without 
derogation  to  his  high  Office  if  he  had 
failed  to  perceive  or  to  find  out  what 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  really 
was.  He  therefore  concluded  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  action 
spoken  about  in  the  Resolution  to  be 
taken  unless  the  evidence  of  the  sense 
of  the  House  was  unmistakable  and  over- 
whelming. It  had  never  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House  for  a  Speaker  to  take 
part  with  the  majorities  against  the  mi- 
norities. Throughout  all  the  annals  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  only  one  Speaker 
had  failed  in  his  duty  to  the  House,  and 
his  consideration  for  those  who  spoke  in 
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it.    The  solitary  exception  occurred  in 
1629,  when  Speaker  Finch  refdaed  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  House,  because  he 
had  received  the  King's  commands,  and 
he  got  impeached  for  bis  pains  afte^ 
wards.     The  fact  was  that  the  oppo- 
sition to  this  Rule  was  directed  agauut 
the  Chair,  and  the  permanent  tra£tioiiB 
that  had  been  attached  to  it.    It  had 
been    assumed     throughout    that  tbe 
Speaker  and  his  successors  would  M 
in  their  duty  to  the  House ;   that  thej 
would  forget    the    traditional  faineii 
which  had  always  been  shown  to  mi- 
norities; that  they  would  neglect  the 
duties  intrusted  to  them ;  aud  that  tho 
Speaker  or  his  successors  would  lend 
themselves,  for  mere  Party  purposes,  to 
the  worst  and  most  fatal  Party  purpose!. 
For  his  own  part,   he  did  not  beHefe 
that  the  Speakers  of  the  future  would 
be  inferior  to  those  of  past  times  in  im* 
partially  discharging  their  duties.    Tho 
Speaker  had    the  right  to  choose  ths 
speakers  in  a  debate.    He  had  nerer 
heard  of  that  right  being  abused ;  and 
yet  it  was  quite  within  the  Speaker'l 
power  to  decline  to  see  those  Membeis 
who  might  wish  to  rise  and  address  tlio 
House.     It  had  been  assumed  thatwhtt 
the  Government  proposed  was  a  novel^. 
It    was  really  a  revival,  in  a  limited 
form,  of  the  power  which  the  Speaker 
formerly  possessed,  for  the  Rules  of  1610 
laid  down  that  the  Speaker  could  pat, 
without  debate,   the    Question  to   the 
House,  and  ask  the  House  whether  they 
would  hoar  the  speaker  further,  or  listen 
to  further  speeches.     It  was  quite  dear, 
from  the  works  on  Parliamentary  Pro- 
cedure, that  this  right  or  duty  of  the 
Speaker  embodied  in  the  ancient  Rules 
was  continued  and   well    known  until 
about  a  century  ago.     The  Government 
were  re-affirming  that  the  Speaker  pos- 
sessed this  power  of  asking  the  House 
to  determine,  without  debate,  wheUier, 
in  their  opinion,  a  subject  had  been  suf- 
ficiently discussed.     The  work  of   Sir 
Erskine  May  was  the  first  in  which  the 
Rule  he  had  been  referring  to  was  leftoui 
It  was  superseded  by  an  understanding 
being  entered  into  between  the  officials 
and  past  officials  as  to  the  time  when  a 
debate  should  terminate  and  who  should 
be  the  speakers.     They  were  told  that 
the  Rule  now  proposed  was  an  invasion 
of  the  rights  of   minorities ;    but  was 
there  any  rational  person  who  believed 
that  the  Speaker  would  degrade  the  dig- 
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niij  of  his  Office  by  lending  himself  to 
the  0t]flin|[^  of  a  fair  debate  on  any  sab- 
ject,  however  small  the  minority  might 
be?  It  was  impossible  to  believe  tnat 
the  present  Speaker  or  any  of  his  suc- 
ceeMOB  would  be  g^ty  of  sach  a  gross 
dereliction  of  duty.  The  old  Eule  to 
wbich  he  had  referred  was  still  re- 
eognized  in  a  lame  and  halting  manner 
in  the  Rule  passed  in  February,  1880, 
lor  the  purpose  of  applying  some  remedy 
lor  an  acknowledged  evil.  It  was  true 
that  in  the  Legislature  of  the  United 
States  one-third  of  the  House  was  re- 
quired for  the  purpose  of  negativing  a 
Motion  that  the  debate  be  closed,  but 
the  Speaker  there  was  chosen  on  distinct 
paitiam  grounds ;  whereas  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  never 
chosen  on  such  grounds.  They  were 
told  that  the  country  was  alive  to  the 
BsrioQs  hindrance  which  this  Eule  would 
be  to  the  freedom  of  debate.  The 
oonntiy  was  much  more  alive  to  the 
aerioiu  hindrance  to  the  progress  of 
Pablie  Business,  and  they  knew  very 
wdl  the  source  from  which  these  hin- 
dnmees  proceeded.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  opportunity  for  exercising  the 
Me  would  be  very  frequent.  There 
mutt  be  manifestations  of  prodigious 
impatience  before  the  Speaker  would 
take  any  step ;  and  he  must  be  further 
eo&Tinced  that  the  time  of  the  House 
was  trifled  with — he  must,  in  short,  feel 
that  nothing  could  warrant  a  continuance 
of  the  debate.  Though  they  might  not 
often  draw  the  sword  of  Justice,  it  was 
Tery  desirable  that  they  should  have  it 
in  Uieir  power  to  do  so ;  and  so,  though 
this  Bule  might  not  be  often  used,  it 
was  of  gpreat  importance  that  they  should 
have  such  an  instrument  for  maintaining 
the  character  of  their  debates.  He  him- 
lelf  would  have  supported  the  eldture 
r?en  if  it  had  been  in  a  stronger  and 
nore  einphatic  form. 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  hon. 
liembers  on  his  side  were  all  anxious 
hat  Obstruction  should  be  prevented, 
ud  that  the  Forms  of  the  House  should 
»e  improved  for  the  facilitating  of  Busi- 
teas.  It  had  been  said  that  the  office 
I  the  House  was  not  to  speak,  but  to 
ct.  It  was,  no  doubt,  important  that 
hej  should  do  legislative  work ;  but  it 
fas  equally  important  that  fhat  should 
>e  done  in  such  a  way  as  to  satisfy  the 
country  that  it  had  been  deliberately 
mdwdl  done.    It  appeared  to  him  that 
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there  was  a  necessity  for  separating  be- 
tween the  intention  of  this  Hesolution, 
and  the  probable — almost  inevitable— 
effect  of  its  operation.     Sometimes  it 
had  been  defended  on  the  ground  of  the 
intention  with  which  it  had  been  brought 
forward.     But  at  other  times  they  had 
heard  arguments  for  it  which  seemed  to 
be  based  upon  the  effects  which  it  was 
expected  to  produce,  and  which  effects, 
he  thought,  were  inconsistent  with  the 
intention  with  which  it  had  been  brought 
forward.     One  very  important  point  was 
to  know  what  was  meant  by  *'  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House."     They  had 
an  explanation  of  that  phrase  from  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  who,  in  intro- 
ducing this  subject,  had  used  the  ex- 
pression ''  the  unquestioned  will  of  the 
House,"  and  this  expression  he  had  ex- 
plained  by  adding-—'*  not  the  will   of 
one  Party  in  the  House,  or  of  a  mere 
majority,  but  what  may  be  called,  in  the 
phrase  of  one  of  the  Kesolutions,  '  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House.'"     It  ap- 
peared,  therefore,    that    this  phrase — 
"  the  evident  sense  of  the  House  " — 
meant  something   more  than   the  will 
of  one  Party,  or  of  a  mere  majority; 
and  they  must  assume  that  the  inten- 
tion of   the   Government  was  to   give 
effect  to  that  general  sense  of  the  House, 
and  to  nothing  less.  But  what  they  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  Besolution  was 
not  consistent  with  that  intention.      It 
was  proposed  in  the  Besolution  that,  in 
certain  circumstances,   effect   might  be 
given  to  the  will  of  a  mere  majority. 
That,  not  to  speak  of  other  objections, 
was  directly  opposed  to  what  they  must 
assume  to  be  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  bringing  forward  the  Re- 
solution.    But  then  it  was  said  that  the 
case  of  carrying  the  cloture  by  a  mere 
majority  was  not  likely  to  happen.     It 
was  sufficient  objection,  however,  if  the 
Eule  admitted  of  it  happening.     But  let 
them  see  whether  it  was  an  impossible 
thing  that  it  should  happen.     The  Prime 
Minister  spoke  of  an  objection  taken  to 
the  Eule  in  this  respect  as  absurd,  and 
as  involving  a  moral  impossibility.    The 
Prime  Minister  thought  it  morally  im- 
possible that  the  Speaker,  seeing  200 
one  way  and  201  the  other  way,  should 
take  that  for  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House,  and  act  accordingly.  That  would, 
indeed,  be  morally  impossible,  as  they 
could  not  conceive  of  the  Speaker,  see- 
ing the  House  so  equally  divided,  say- 
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ing  that  it  was  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  that  the  debate  should  close. 
But  it  was  possible,  and  conceivable, 
that  the  Chair  might  make  a  mistake. 
He  spoke  with  all  respect  for  the  Chair. 
The  Chair  might  make  a  mistake  in  in- 
terpreting the  impatience  of  the  House. 
He  presumed  the  desire  to  stop  a  debate 
would  be  intimated  by  a  manifestation 
of  impatience.  But  there  was  the  diffi- 
culty to  be  overcome  of  deciding  how 
much  of  that  impatience  was  directed 
against  the  Member  who  was  addressing, 
or  endeavouring  to  address,  the  House, 
and  how  much  against  a  continuance  of 
the  debate.  These  were  two  very  dif- 
ferent things.  Then  there  was  another 
difficulty  in  interpreting  the  preponder- 
ance of  voices  in  the  House.  Sir  Erskine 
May,  in  1871,  when  asked  by  the  Select 
Committee  whether  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  might  be  intrusted  with  a 
power  of  putting  a  Question  if,  in  his 
opinion,  '*a  decided  expression  of  voices" 
was  in  favour  of  it,  replied — **  No  ;  be- 
cause the  giving  of  the  voices  was  so  very 
uncertain  and  indistinct."  If  thisBesolu- 
tion  were  passed,  a  difficulty  of  an  oppo- 
site kind  would  beset  the  Chair.  Any 
manifestation  of  impatience  at  present 
was  intended  to  have  its  effect  merely  on 
the  Member  who  was  addressing  the 
House.  Clamour  had  no  direct  influence 
on  the  decision  of  the  House ;  but  pass 
this  Besolution,  and  would  not  clamour 
and  counter  clamour  become  directly  in- 
fluential? They  would  then  be  in 
danger  of  having  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  South wark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers) 
described  as  manifestations  of  prodigious 
impatience.  They  were  told  there  was 
not  now  the  same  loyalty  and  deference 
to  the  general  feeling  of  the  House  as 
formerly.  He  was  afraid,  if  they  passed 
this  Besolution,  there  would  be,  at  least, 
no  improvement  in  that  respect.  Then, 
it  was  said,  why  should  not  a  majority 
rule  ?  and  they  had  been  told  how  many 
important  measures  had  been  carried 
by  a  mere  majority.  Well,  the  answer 
was  obvious.  The  majority,  certainly, 
might  rule ;  but  after  debate.  There 
was  an  implied  condition  in  their  pro- 
ceedings that  there  must  be  full  debate 
before  there  was  a  decision.  If  it  was 
said  that  on  this  principle  the  House 
might  never  come  to  a  decision  at  all — 
that  a  debate  might  be  carried  on  ad 
infinitum — it  might  be  replied  that  the 
one  extreme  was  not  more  absurd  than 
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the  other,  and  that  on  the  principle  of 
it  being  in  the  power  of  the  majority  to 
stop  a  debate  when  it  pleased,  why  not 
dispense  with  debate  altogether?   Wl^ 
not,  after  ascertaining  that  there  was  t 
majority,  pass  all  the  Bills  introdoMl 
by  the  Government,  without  debate  f  B 
was  said  that,  after  all,  the  introdootioi 
of  the  el6turs  was  not  a  formidable  thin^ 
for  they  virtually  had  it  at  present;  M 
the  cloture  they  had  now  was  by  connot 
of  Parties — a  very  different  thing  bm 
the  Eule  proposed  by  the  (iovemmeii 
On  every  ground  it  was  desirable,  if 
there  was  to  be  eldture  at  all,  that  it 
should  be  by  the  act  of  the  general  bodf 
of  the  House,  and  nothing  less— dedr* 
able  for  the  influence  of  uie  Chair,  d^ 
sirable  for  the  amenities  of  Parliaouih 
tary  life,  and  desirable  for  the  value  d 
Parliamentary  decisions.     If  a  debsli 
was  brought  to  a  close  by  a  vote  lepn* 
senting  the  general  sense  of  the  Houe^ 
it  would  be  accepted  as  an  act  of  tha 
House ;  but  if  it  were  closed  by  a  vote 
representing  less  than  that — a  vote  it- 
presenting  the  will  of  one  Par^,  or  t 
mere  majority — then  it  would  bereodfed 
as  a  Party  move,  and  would  be  resentid 
accordingly.     Why,  then,  if  cloture  WM 
to  be  introduced,  was  it  not  proposed  on 
the  lines  of  the  Order  of  last  Seaaioiii 
requiring  a  majority  of  3  to  1  ?     The 
Prime  Minister  objected  to  "  an  Bxtiir 
cial  majority  constructed  in  ingeniou 
ways."     That,  he  said,  did  very  weD 
last  year,  the  features  of  the  ocoanoa 
being  peculiar ;  but  was  not  the  eldkn 
intended  now  only  for  peculiar  and  ex- 
traordinary occasions?    This,  at  leasts 
might  be  said — that  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  last  Session's  Order,  and  requin 
a  majority  of  3  to  1 ,  would  be  oonsifiteot 
with  what  they  assumed  was  the  intention 
of  Government — with  making  the  Bole 
applicable  only  to  the  occasion  when 
there  was  in  its  favour  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House.    And  yet,  while  the  con- 
dition of   requiring  a  certain  propor- 
tionate majority  |was  set  aside  as  in- 
applicable to  present  circumstances,  this 
very  Besolution  contained  in  one  part  of 
it  the  condemned  principle.    The  House 
was  already  familiar  with  the  eccentrici- 
ties of  the  arithmetical  puzzle  contained 
in  the  Besolution.   He  would  not  refer  to 
that  matter  further  than  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  curious  result 
that,  according  to  this  Besolution,  while 
a  minority,  however  small,  might  sucr 
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cessfully  resist  a  majority  of  100,  and 
while  a  minority  of  40  wonld  successfully 
resist  a  majority  of  200,  a  minority  of 
200  would  be  helpless  against  any  ma- 
jority, even  against  a  majority  of  only 
201.  The  Home  Secretary  compared  the 
el6iur$  to  the  hydrants  and  hose  which 
were  had  ready  in  case  of  fire ;  but  the 
illustration  was  not  altogether  perfect. 
Hydrants  and  hose  were  not  lilcely  to 
be  used  except  in  case  of  fire ;  there  was 
no  temptation  to  use  them — there  was 
eyeiy  inducement  not  to  use  them — until 
they  were  absolutely  necessary.  But  it 
was  difiTerent  with  the  eldturs.  There 
might  be  a  desire  to  put  it  in  force  be- 
fore there  was  necessity  for  it.  There 
might  be  a  simulation  of  fire  for  the 
sake  of  bringing  the  hose  into  play. 
What  was  to  be  feared  was  that  under 
the  operation  of  this  Eesolution,  if  it 
were  carried.  Parliaments  might  come 
to  forget  the  intention  with  which  the 
cUture  was  introduced ;  and,  being  found 
a  convenient  mode  of  extinguishing  de- 
bates, it  might  be  put  in  use  whenever 
it  suited  the  convenience  of  the  Party 
which  bad  the  majority.  But  was  the 
d6t9tre  necessary?  The  principal  evils 
which  obstructed  Business  were  to  be 
remedied,  as  had  been  shown,  by  the 
other  Besolutions,  on  which  there  would 
not  be  much  difficulty  in  bringing  the 
House  to  a  general  imderstandm^,  and 
which  need  not  be,  and  were  not  likely 
to  be,  discussed  in  a  Party  spirit.  Seve- 
ral experienced  Members  had  expressed 
the  opinion  that  if  these  other  Besolu- 
tions were  passed,  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary to  introduce  the  cldture  in  any  form 
whatever  ;  and  certainly  it  would  appear 
reasonable  not  to  make  the  cldture  the 
first  step,  but  a  last  resort,  and,  there- 
fore, allow  it  to  be  one  of  those  measures 
which  the  House  might  adopt  in  future 
years,  if  the  other  reforms  which  were 
about  to  be  proposed,  and  on  which  the 
House  was  pretty  well  agreed,  should 
unfortunately  prove  to  be  inadequate. 
For  these  reasons,  he  should  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott). 
Mb.  ANDEESON  said,  he  was  not 

Oto  answer  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
er  who  had  just  sat  down,  as  he 
agreed  with  almost  every  word  of  it,  al- 
though speaking  from  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House.  A  few  hours  ago  he 
hasrd  an  eloquent  speech  from  the  hon. 
Kecnber  for  Bath   (Mr.  Wodehouse), 


and  he  had  the  credit  of  introducing, 
while  attempting  to  advocate  eldture^  the 
strongest  argument  against  it  that  any 
Member  had  yet  propounded  from  that 
side  of  the  House.     The  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  repugnanpe  to  the  cldture 
evidenced  on  the  Conservative  side  of 
the  House  would  end  the  moment  that 
Party  had  power  to  inflict  the  cldture  on 
a  Liberal  minority.    That  argument,  he 
thought,  used  in  favour  of  the  cldture, 
ought  to  weigh  very  much  with  Mem- 
bers on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House 
against  it.    It  was  because  he  remem- 
bered what  power  the  Oonservative  ma- 
jority had  between  1874-80  that  he  was 
so  adverse  to  giving  that  arbitrary  power 
to  any  Government  whatever.    In  that 
Parliament  he  was    himself  what    he 
supposed  advocates  of  the  cldture  would 
call  an  Obstructive.  He  recollected  very 
well,  in  the  first  Session  of  1880,  spend- 
ing a  whole  Wednesday   in  speaking 
himself,  or  getting  other  Scotch  Mem- 
bers to  speak,  against  the  proposal  of 
the  Tory  Government  to  force  upon  the 
country  the  legalizing  of  the  use  of  cabs  at 
elections.  Well,  if  the  Tory  Government 
had  had  the  power  of  cldture  they  could 
have  shut  up  the  debate  immediately. 
His  obstruction  on  that  occasion  was 
perfectly  successful,  for  he  succeeded  in 
exempting  Scotland  and  Ireland  from 
the  iniquity  of  having  cabs  thrust  upon 
the  boroughs  at  election  times.  Anotner 
occasion  was  the  Oattle  Diseases  Bill, 
in  which  he  had  assisted  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  in  a  very  considerable  amount 
of   obstruction    against    that   measure. 
They  believed  that  the  measure  would 
have  the  effect  of  raisin?  the  price  of  the 
food  of  the  people ;  and  they  were  suc- 
cessful in  modifying  it.     But  if  there 
had  been  the  power  of  cldture  they  would 
not  have  been  able  to  do  any  of  those 
things.  He  admitted  the  position  he  held 
was  an  extremely  painful  one.     He  did 
not  like   to   speak   against  the    Party 
with  whom  he   generally  acted.     The 
other  day  a  youthful  Member,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  George  Rus- 
sell), had  the  audacity  to  say  that  such 
Members  were  deserters  of  their  Party. 
Deserters  were  those  who  changed  their 
opinions ;  not  those  who  clung  to  them. 
Every  leading  Member  on  the  Front 
Bench  was  committed  in  opposition  to 
the  cldture.     The  Prime  Minister,  by  his 
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Nineteenth  Century  article,  was  committed.  I 
[Mr.  Gladstone  :  No,  no !]  He  would 
withdraw  that  statement,  as  the  Prime 
Minister  was  best  entitled  to  interpret 
what  he  really  meant.  He  could  only 
say  many  understood  it  to  be  a  condem- 
nation of  the  c/dture.  Well,  other  Mem- 
bers on  the  Front  Bench  were  committed 
against  the  cidture  by  the  Committee  of 
1878.  He  himself  sat  on  that  Committee, 
and  remembered  perfectly  well,  when 
the  cidture  was  proposed,  the  Gentleman 
who  proposed  it  (Mr.  KnatchbuU-Huges- 
sen)  was  almost  alone  in  its  support. 
What  did  they  see  now  ?  That  Gentle- 
man now  wrote  to  The  Times  to  say  that 
if  he  had  been  permitted  to  express 
his  full  views  on  that  occasion  it 
would  have  been  shown  that  the  cidture 
he  proposed  was  of  a  very  much  milder 
character  than  the  one  now  under  con- 
sideration. The  unanimity  of  that  Com- 
mittee, drawn  from  all  parts  of  the 
House,  showed  that  there  would  have 
been  unanimity  of  the  House  against 
it,  if  the  cidture  on  that  occasion  had 
been  proposed  in  the  House.  He 
thought,  therefore,  he  was  entitled  to 
say  he  was  not  changing  his  opinions  or 
deserting  his  Party.  It  was  the  Leaders 
who  were  deserting  their  old  opinions, 
and  who  were  forcing  the  Party  at  the 
point  of  the  bayonet  to  do  a  thing  dis- 
tasteful to  them — a  thing  that  was  not 
truly  Liberal  in  principle.  [**  No,  no!"] 
Hon.  Members  said  he  was  wrong  in 
that.  Well,  hon.  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  who  thought  coercion  and  cidture 
were  Liberal  principles,  were  welcome 
to  their  opinion.  Well,  there  had  been 
a  great  many  fallacies  imported  into 
the  debate.  On  the  last  night  of  the 
debate  they  had  the  Home  Secretary, 
whose  argument  was  most  fallacious. 
The  Home  Secretary  insisted  there 
was  nothing  before  the  House  but 
the  original  Eesolution  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Marriott).  He  said  some  hon.  Members 
wanted  a  two-thirds  or  a  three-fourths 
majority ;  but  it  was  no  use  to  discuss 
that,  as  it  was  not  before  the  House 
and  could  not  be  brought  forward,  be- 
cause the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Brighton  was  a 
mere  negation ;  and  if  they  rejected  the 
Besolution  they  could  do  nothing  else 
than  accept  the  negation.  That  he  could 
show  was  a  complete  fallacy,  although 
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the  Prime  Minister  seemed  to  approve 
of  the  sentiments  of  the  Home  Secretary. 
The  Speaker  had  ruled  that  when  the 
Question  was  about  to  be  put,  he  would 
put  it  in  such  a  way  that,  even  if  ac- 
cepted, it  would  still  be  in  the  power  of 
the  House  to  introduce  a  two-thirds  or 
three-fourths  Amendment  afterwards. 
Supposing,  however,  even  the  Besola- 
tion  was  negatived,  then  the  Amendment 
would  become  the  substantive  Besolution, 
and  might  be  amended  by  patting  in  a 
two-thirds  or  three-fourths  provision,  or 
in  any  way  they  pleased.  Therefore,  whe- 
ther the  first  Question  put  to  the  House 
was  affirmed  or  rejected,  the  House 
could  still  amend  the  proposal,  and  was 
not  shut  up  to  the  negation.  He  quoted 
the  Eule  from  Sir  Erskine  May,  page 
301,  to  prove  the  fallacy  used  by  the 
Home  Secretary.  He  had  said  that 
he  felt  himself  in  a  painful  position. 
He  had  listened  with  much  attention  to 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
earnestly  hoping  that  he  would  be  able 
to  provide  him  with  some  argument  to 
his  conscience  that  would  enable  him  to 
vote  for  this  Eesolution.  But  he  had 
been  unfortunate.  He  failed  to  find 
any.  He  recogpiized,  as  the  Prime 
Minister  did,  the  difficulty  in  which  the 
House  was  placed,  partly  from  having 
too  much  to  do,  and  partly  from  Obstruc- 
tion. There  was  a  necessity,  he  recog- 
nized, for  g^eat  changes  in  the  Bulee, 
and  he  recognized  that  many  of  the 
Eules  proposed  were  exceedingly  good, 
and  would,  directly  and  indirectly,  deal 
both  with  Obstruction  and  with  the  diffi- 
culty of  having  too  much  to  do.  But 
what  he  failed  to  recognize  was  that 
the  cidture  was  in  any  sense  necessary. 
The  cidture  seemed  to  him  to  deal  not  so 
much  with  Obstruction  as  with  that 
wholesome  opposition  which  was  the  life 
and  soul  of  government  by  Party.  By 
that  means  the  minority  of  this  year  be- 
came the  majority  of  future  years,  and 
expressed  itself  at  last  as  the  will  of  the 
nation.  It  was  not  desirable  that  that 
should  be  done  away  with.  The  Prime 
Minister's  arguments  were  unanswerable 
as  regarded  the  necessity  for  some  change 
in  the  Kules.  But  not  only  he,  but 
most  of  those  who  had  followed  in  the 
same  direction  since,  had  supported  the 
cidture  simply  because  some  change  was 
necessarv.  Hon.  and  right  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  ag^reed 
that  great  changes  were  necessary  ;  bu^ 
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that  did  not  at  all  prove  that  the  eldture 
was  the  right  remedy.  The  noble  Mar- 
quees the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartinf^n)  said  that 
the  question  before  the  House  was  whe- 
ther the  existing  limitations  of  debate 
were  sufficient  for  the  purposes  in  view. 
Well,  that  was  not,  he  maintained,  the 
question  before  the  House  at  present. 
The  question  that  was  before  the  House 
was  whether  the  eldture  was  the  right 
remedy.  That,  and  that  alone,  was  the 
point  tiiey  ought  to  keep  to  in  arguing 
this  matter.  He  had  been  at  a  loss  to 
know  what  the  strong  desire  for  the 
ddiure  really  meant.  Did  it  mean  that 
as  soon  as  they  got  the  1st  Bule  it  was 
to  be  used  to  rush  through  the  House 
all  the  rest  of  the  Eules?  Or  did 
it  mean  that  when  they  got  the  1st 
Bule  all  the  other  Bules  were  to  be 
dropped  as  useless  ?  The  Prime  Minister 
had  failed  even  to  show  any  good' reason 
for  placing  this  eldture  Bule  first.  He 
had  not  justified  that.  He  had  failed  to 
show  that,  even  if  he  had  had  the  eldture 
ttom  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  he 
would  have  saved  one  hour  from  the 
many  that  had  been  wasted.  If  he  could 
show  that  he  would  have  saved  time  he 
would  regard  that  as  the  strongest  argu- 
ment that  could  be  used  against  the 
Mmre,  because  it  would  prove  that  they 
were  disposed  to  use  it  improperly.  At 
no  time  during  this  Session  could  it  have 
been  used  without  hardship  and  oppres* 
sion.  If,  however,  some  of  the  other 
Bules  of  the  Prime  Minister  had  been 
passed  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
particularly  Bules  2  and  12,  which  could 
have  been  done  with  comparative  ease, 
the  House  would  have  been  relieved  of 
a  great  deal  of  that  Obstruction  and  loss 
of  time  from  which  it  had  since  suffered. 
That  would  have  enabled  them  imme- 
diately to  enter  upon  a  position  of  com- 
parative relief.  They  would  have  re- 
moved a  g^ood  deal  of  Obstruction,  and 
that  lose  of  time  from  which  the  House 
had  suffered  so  much.  He  saw  no  other 
ground  the  Government  could  have  in 
asking  the  eldture  than  to  pass  a  new 
Coercion  Act  for  Ireland.  Unless  that 
was  their  object  he  failed  to  see  any 
other.  It  would  have  been  well  for  them 
to  have  tried  some  beneficent  legislation 
before  confessing  that  they  could  do 
nothing  without  the  eldture.  They  did 
Yexj  well  without  it  in  1880  and  in  1881, 
and  with  the  assistance  of  the  Prime 


Minister's  other  Bules,  leaving  out  the 
eldture,  they  would  have  sufficient  control 
of  the  time  of  the  House.  They  were 
told  that  the  eldture  worked  well  in  other 
Parliaments,  and  a  number  of  hon. 
Members  had  cited  America,  for  instance ; 
but  even  if  it  did  well  in  other  Parlia- 
ments, he  did  not  think  it  was  any  proof  to 
take  an  isolated  Bule  and  bring  it  away 
from  all  its  surroundings,  and  say  that 
because  it  worked  well  under  certain 
conditions  elsewhere  it  would  work  well 
here.  The  curse  of  their  Procedure  was 
not  the  number  of  speeches,  but  the 
length  of  the  speeches.  It  was  what  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  called  that  night "  unrestricted  lo- 
quacity," the  loquacity  of  such  Members 
say,  as  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
who  spoke  for  three  hours,  and  would 
not  consent  that  a  single  sentence  of  his 
speech  should  be  delivered  during  the 
dinner  hour.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  a 
single  disrespectful  word  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  His  speeches  had 
a  great  deal  in  them,  and  they  sparkled 
with  ** bulls;"  but  no  amount  of  bril- 
liancy would  redeem  a  speech  of  three 
hours  from  the  charge  of  taking  up  too 
much  time.  He  should  like  to  see  that 
checked  in  some  way.  He  should  like 
to  see  restriction  that  was  not  suppres- 
sion. The  eldture  that  was  now  proposed 
was  a  suppression.  The  constituencies 
were  constantly  sending  up  to  the  House 
a  great  number  of  Members  who  were  not 
only  capable  of  addressing  the  House 
intelligently,  but  whom  their  constituents 
desired  to  do  that ;  and  as  they  could  not 
add  to  the  time  at  their  disposal  they 
were  bound  to  apportion  it  with  some 
kind  of  equality,  so  that  a  greater  num- 
ber of  speakers  might  have  some  small 
slice  of  it.  He  had  mentioned  America. 
Hon.  Members  were  not  aware,  proba- 
bly, that  there  were  means  in  America 
for  reducing  this  unrestricted  loquacity. 
In  America  a  speaker  was  allowed  to 
read  a  few  words  of  a  large  manuscript 
speech,  and  thereupon  to  move  that  the 
speech  be  held  as  spoken.  Thus  time 
was  saved.  The  next  day  in  the  Public 
Becord  the  speech  appeared  as  if  spoken 
at  full  length.  When  hon.  Members 
advocated  the  eldture  here  they  had  better 
take  this  accompaniment  of  it  and  see 
how  they  would  like  it  then.  No  doubt 
this  cutting  down  of  long  speeches  saved 
so  much  time  that  it  was  not  necessary 
60  often  to  apply  the  eldture^  and  so  it 
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was  said  to  work  well  in  America.  It 
deemed  to  him,  if  they  were  to  give  an 
arrogant  majority  this  power  of  cldture, 
they  would  need  to  have  shorter  Parlia- 
ments than  they  had  now — [  Opposition 
cheers] — to  make  sure  that  the  arrogant 
majority  was  really  interpreting  the  will 
of  the  people.  He  saw  that  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  cheered  that  senti- 
ment ;  but  when  he  was  Leader  of  the 
House  during  theTory  Government,  from 
1874  to  1880,  those  on  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House  thought  that  during 
that  term  of  six  years  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Party  did  not  repre- 
sent the  feelings  of  the  people.  It  was 
because  that  happened  tnen,  and  might 
happen  again,  that  he  thought  that  if 
the  majority  was  to  have  this  power  of 
cl6tur$y  they  ought  to  have  along  with  it 
shorter  Parliaments,  in  order  that  the 
will  of  the  people  should  be  better  known. 
They  might  also  be  obliged  to  ballot  for 
who  was  to  have  the  honour  of  address- 
ing the  House,  because  the  natural  ten- 
dency of  the  cldturs  would  be  not  to 
shorten  speeches,  but  to  lengthen  them. 
As  a  smaller  number  of  speeches  were 
to  be  heard,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
chance  of  catching  the  Speaker's  eye 
would  be  rarer  than  ever,  and  those  who 
were  lucky  enough  to  catch  it  would 
trespass  more  upon  the  time.  There 
was  another  objection  he  had  to  the 
eldturdf  and  that  was  that  it  would  tend 
more  to  the  practice  of  arranged  debates 
— mere  tournaments  between  the  two 
Front  Benches — in  which  private  Mem- 
bers would  be  absolutely  nowhere.  The 
other  night  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayles- 
bury (Mr.  George  Russell),  in  a  clever 
and  eloquent  speech,  but  sadly  wanting 
in  knowledge  of  the  ways  of  the  House, 
drew  a  beautiful  but  illusive  picture  of 
what  the  cldture  would  do  for  private 
Members.  He  said  he  had  been  writhing 
under  the  dark  chain  of  silence  that  had 
been  inflicted  upon  private  Members, 
and  that  the  cldture  would  relieve  them 
from  this.  He  (Mr.  Anderson)  should 
like  to  know  what  it  was  to  do  for  pri- 
vate Members  except  obliterate  them 
altogether.  It  was  never  intended  to  do 
anything  for  private  Members.  Even 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  ways  of 
the  House,  which  longer  experience  of 
it  would  have  given  him,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  have  learned  sufficient  from 
the  speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  who  not  only  told  them  what  he 

_•  J/r.  Anderson 


wanted  to  do  for  private  Members,  but 
even  gave  them  a  proscribed  liftt.  To 
be  sure,  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Aylesbury  did  not  appear  in  that 
list ;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  if  at  any  future  time  he  should 
venture  to  have  sufficient  courage  to  act 
an  independent  part,  and  not  go  always 
slavishly  with  his  Party,  he  might  very 
soon  find  his  name  on  the  proscribed 
list.  The  cldture  never  was  intended  to 
do  anything  for  private  Members,  and 
it  never  would  do  anything  for  them. 
Another  thing  he  had  to  complain  of 
was  that  they  were  not  allowed  to  con- 
sider the  Bule  upon  its  own  merits.  He 
thought  he  had  shown  what  the  feel- 
ing of  the  House  was  in  old  time  against 
it.  If  they  were  allowed  now  to  vote 
for  it  on  its  own  merits  it  would  be  sent 
almost  unanimously  out  of  the  House. 
They  were  told  they  must  consider  it  on 
something  totally  alien  to  its  owti  merits 
— namely,  the  merits  of  the  Ministry 
that  supported  it.  That  was  the  point 
of  view  from  which  he  was  bound  now 
to  consider  it.  He  admitted  that  he  con- 
sidered it  from  that  point  of  view  with 
very  great  pain.  He  saw  the  Ooyem- 
ment  which  he  had  always  admired  more 
than  any  other,  and  winch  he  believed 
could  more  than  any  other  do  ffood 
service  to  the  countir.  He  saw  wem 
deserting  old  principles,  and  aiming  at 
arbitrary  power,  ana  must  vote,  he  was 
told,  with  them  on  pain  of  losing  his 
seat,  of  having  a  Dissolution,  or  of  what 
was  of  infinitely  more  consequence,  the 
country  losing  the  services  of  a  gpreat 
and  wise  Government.  That  put  him 
in  a  great  difficulty  indeed,  and  it  put  a 
great  many  other  Members  in  a  great 
difficulty.  He  was  told  the  other  day 
that  not  less  than  100  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party  disliked  this  cldture  rezy 
much,  and  that  if  only  it  was  to  be 
decided  on  its  own  merits  they  would 
vote  against  it ;  but  what  they  had  to 
consider  was  this — that  they  saw  the 
Tory  Party,  whom  they  did  not  usually 
look  upon  as  defenders  of  popular  right 
of  any  kind,  posing  on  this  occasion  as 
champions  of  freedom  of  speech.  He 
might  think  they  were  quite  right  in 
doing  so,  and  yet  have  some  little  sus- 
picion of  their  motives.  He  might  fancy, 
indeed,  that  their  zeal  was  quickened 
into  this  action  by  the  belief  that  they 
had  found  a  weak  place  in  the  armour  of 
the  Government,  and  that  they  thought 
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it  ri^t  to  prees  the  weapon  home.  They 
had,  indeea,  found  a  weak  place ;  but  he 
did  not  feel  able  to  assist  them  in  press- 
ing the  weapon  home,  and  join  in  a  vote 
which  was  to  turn  out  the  Government. 
At  the  same  time,  he  could  not  but  say 
he  thouffht  it  was  insane  folly  on  the 
part  of  tne  Government  to  have  staked 
their  existence  on  a  question  of  mere 
Phx^dure,  and  especially  on  such  a 
question  as  this.  He  had  no  doubt  they 
would  win;  they  would  equally  have 
won  had  he  voted  against  them — but  he 
did  not,  on  the  other  hand,  think  he 
could  vote  for  a  usurpation  of  power 
which  no  Government  ought  to  have. 
They  had  placed  him,  therefore,  in  the 
very  uncomfortable  and  unusual  position 
of  going  out  of  the  House  on  the  division. 
The  Government  would  gain  the  division ; 
but  when  they  gained  it  thoy  would  have 
nothing  to  rejoice  over,  for  they  would 
know  mey  had  gained  it  by  putting  an 
unfair  restriction  upon  their  followers. 
These  things  did  not  do  much  good  for 
the  Party.  He  believed  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment got  the  eldture  by  these  means 
it  would  not  do  them  much  good. 

Mb.  H.  S.  NORTHCOTE  regretted 
that  HA  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Anderson) 
had  not  the  manliness  to  record  his  vote 
according  to  his  convictions.  He  (Mr. 
Northcote)  had  no  intention  of  express- 
ing an  opinion  whether  the  eldture  should 
be  applied  to  the  House  or  not.  But  he 
should  like  to  point  out  two  facts  which 
had  struck  him  as  being  important.  The 
first  was  that  the  [Resolution,  if  carried, 
would  not  afiPect  small  minorities,  and 
possibly  the  factious  minorities  of  the 
House,  but  rather  the  regular  bulk  of 
the  Opposition,  against  whom  no  serious 
charge  was  brought  by  the  Government. 
The  second  was  that  the  Besolution 
would  take  away  from  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  the  only  effectual  means 
of  control  he  possessed  over  his  suppor- 
ters, which  was  that,  hitherto,  from  his 
position  in  the  House,  he  had  been  able 
to  hold  over  them  the  a^is  of  protection 
against  tyrannical  majorities.  He  would 
no  longer  have  that  power  if  this  Reso- 
lution was  passed,  and  the  effect  of  it 
would  be  to  reduce  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  to  very  much  the  same  position 
as  that  occupied  by  individual  Members 
sitting  in  any  portion  of  the  House. 
Another  and  an  even  more  serious  ob- 
jection to  the  adoption  of  the  Resolution 
in  its  present  form  was  that  it  disre- 


garded the  fact  that  the  Business  of  the 
House  was  still  conducted  with  consider- 
able regard  for  the  old  Forms;  that 
there  was  a  desire  that  opposition  should 
not  be  carried  beyond  certain  limits, 
which,  although  not  well  defined,  were 
well  understood.  Bat  if  the  New  Rules 
were  accepted,  everything  that  was  not 
forbidden  oy  that  Code  would  be  admis- 
sible. He  thought  that  the  Government 
had  so  far  departed  from  the  old  custom 
of  the  House  as  to  inflict  on  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  side  the  un- 
merited humiliation  of  entirely  disre- 
garding not  only  the  loyal  attitude  they 
had  assumed  during  the  whole  time 
since  they  had  been  in  Opposition,  but 
of  their  respect  for  the  unwritten  Rules 
for  the  conduct  of  Parliamentary  Busi- 
ness. With  respect  to  the  course  of 
public  opinion,  it  was  contended  by  the 
supporters  of  the  Resolution  that  it  was 
brought  forward  and  would  be  adopted 
in  deference  to  public  opinion  out-of- 
doors.  He  contended  that  the  Opposi- 
tion for  the  time  being  were,  or  rather 
should  be,  more  directly  influenced  by 
public  opinion  than  the  Government  of 
the  day ;  and  for  the  very  natural  and 
obvious  reason  that  the  minority  of  the 
day  was  seeking  by  all  means  to  convert 
itself  into  a  majority,  and  he  did  not 
see  how  that  could  be  done  except  by 
following  and  adapting  itself  to  the 
course  of  public  feeling.  He  hoped 
they  should  bear  no  more  of  the  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  about  clos- 
ing the  mouths  of  individual  Members  ; 
otherwise  it  was  quite  conceivable  that 
should  a  change  of  circumstances  place 
the  Conservatives  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
a  similar  Rule  might  be  applied,  he 
would  not  say  to  the  noble  Marquess, 
but  to  some  Members  of  his  Party.  At 
all  events,  that  was  a  dangerous  doctrine 
for  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  g^ve 
utterance  to  —  that  private  Members 
were  to  be  silenced,  because  they  an- 
noyed the  Government  of  the  day.  As 
regarded  the  power  of  the  Speaker,  he 
felt  perfectly  satisfied  that  there  would 
be  nothing  to  complain  of  while  the 
present  right  hon.  Gentleman  occupied 
the  Chair.  But  if,  say,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Lord  Richard 
Grosvenor),  who  now  held  the  same 
Office  which  the  present  Speaker  for- 
merly held,  were  elected  to  the  Chair, 
many  Members  of  the  Opposition  would 
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seriously  object  to  arm  him  with  the 
gpreat  powers  which  this  Kesolution 
would  place  in  his  hands.  Under  these 
circumstances,  while  fully  recognizing 
the  necessity  for  materially  reforming 
the  Procedure  in  Public  Business,  he 
(Mr.  H.  S.  Northcote)  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  giving  his  support  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  Marriott). 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  said,  as  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  debate  had  taken  a 
Party  turn,  those  who  had  much  expe- 
rience in  the  House  found  that  questions 
did,  sooner  or  later,  become  Party  ques- 
tions. He  had  no  complaint  to  make  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  Opposition  had 
met  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
He  had  expected  the  Opposition  to  con- 
test such  a  proposal.  What  he  did  think 
was,  that  the  fears  which  they  enter- 
tained, and  which  they  had  expressed, 
were  exaggerated,  and  that  the  estimate 
which  they  had  formed  of  the  real  evil 
with  which  the  House  had  to  contend 
was  totally  inadequate.  They  had  been 
told  that  the  Prime  Minister  ought  to 
have  consulted  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  and  that  some  mutual 
agreement  ought  to  have  been  arrived 
at  by  means  of  a  Committee  upon  the 
alteration  in  the  Forms  of  Procedure. 
But  what  had  they  been  doing  for  the 
last  20  years  but  to  attempt  by  this 
means  to  arrive  at  an  understanding  be- 
tween the  two  sides  of  the  House ;  and 
how  far  had  they  got  ?  Anyone  who  had 
been  a  student  of  the  Beports  of  the 
Committees  on  this  subject  would  have 
seen  that  there  had  been  one  continual 
effort  to  try  and  arrive  at  some  compro- 
mise; and  then  the  weak,  and  almost 
miserable,  outcome  of  the  Committees' 
deliberations  was  further  watered  down 
before  any  Government  ventured  to  pro- 
pose measures  to  the  House.  He  was  very 
much  struck  with  some  of  the  speeches 
which  had  fallen  from  hon.  Members 
opposite.  What  drafts  on  the  imagina- 
tion had  been  made,  and  what  a  total 
disregard  there  had  been  of  the  real  safe- 
guards which  surrounded  the  Resolution ! 
Had  not  the  proceedings  of  that  House 
become  a  reproach  to  it  ?  Of  late  years 
all-night  Sittings  had  become  a  necessity 
if  the  majority  desired  to  carry  into  effect 
those  measures  for  the  advocacy  of  which 
ihey  had  been  returned  to  Parliament. 

2ir.  ff.  S,  Northcote 


But  could  anybody  conoeiye  the  amount 
of  disgust  with  which  reasonable  and 
intelligent  men  outside  those  walls  looked 
upon  the  methods  employed  in  that 
House  for  carrying  on  the  Business  of 
the  nation  ?  Did  anybody  deny  that  the 
most  severe  blow  was  struck  at  Parlia- 
mentary institutions  when  that  which 
should  be  a  contest  of  reason  was  brought 
down  to  be  a  contest  of  bare  physical 
endurance?  They  had  had  abundant 
experience  within  the  last  two  or  three 
years  that  those  who  were  friendly  to  a 
measure  were  absolutely  compelled  to 
restrain  themselves,  and  not  criticize  any 
of  its  details ;  because  the  only  way  by 
which  they  could  hope  to  see  a  measure, 
in  the  main  principles  of  which  they 
agreed,  pass  into  law  was  by  keeping  an 
unbroken  silence.  If  they  had  been  able 
freely  to  criticize  the  great  Irish  Act  of 
last  year,  there  were  many  blots  which 
had  been  found  since  which  might  have 
been  avoided ;  but  that  they  were  com- 
pelled, if  they  wished  to  see  that  great 
Act  pass  into  law  at  all,  to  keep  silence, 
and  let  those  minor  points  g^  by.  If  a 
debate  was  to  be  brought  to  a  conclusion 
by  some  power,  he  failed  to  see  that 
there  could  be  any  process  more  favour- 
able to  a  minority  for  bringing  it  to  a 
close  than  that  now  before  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) 
talked  about  the  power  being  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government;  but  where 
did  he  find  in  the  Besolution  that  the 
power  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  ?  On  the  other  hand,  many 
hon.  Members  had  seen  danger  in  plac- 
ing the  initiative  in  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman.  Those  Q^ntle- 
men  thought  it  would  have  been  better 
to  place  it  in  some  other  Member  of  the 
House,  so  that  when  he  interposed  the 
interposition  should  be  on  behalf  of  the 
minority.  But  the  form  of  the  Besolu- 
tion had  been  chosen  advisedly.  If  some 
other  person  were  chosen  for  that  pur- 
pose, in  a  doubtful  case  the  Speaker 
might  refer  the  matter  to  the  decision  of 
the  House.  But  when  the  Speaker  un- 
dertook the  full  responsibility  of  taking 
the  initiative,  when  he  had  no  Motion  be- 
hind which  to  shelter  himself,  he  would 
feel  bound  to  act  with  caution.  The 
Eesolution  was  a  permissive  one.  The 
Speaker  was  not  bound  to  put  the  Ques- 
tion. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Launceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard)  had 
said  that  the  word  "  may  "  in  the  Beso- 
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lution  was  the  same  as  ''  must."  But  no 
Speaker  or  Chairman  would  so  inter- 
pret it.  Having  that  responsibilitj,  the 
Speaker  would  decline  to  act  unless  he 
were  satiafied  that  the  question  had 
really  been  sufficiently  debated,  and 
would  not  proceed  merely  on  the  *'  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  House."  Another 
safegpaard  lay  in  the  position  and  duties 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House.  Before  the 
Eule  could  be  abused  to  Party  or  im- 
proper ends,  the  Leader  of  the  House 
would  have  to  combine  with  the  Speaker 
to  abuse  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Mr.  Walter)  had  said  that  in  the 
discussion  of  Party  questions  fair  play 
vanished.  He  thought,  on  the  contrary, 
that  the  spirit  of  fair  play  was,  above  all 
things,  eminently  characteristic  of  the 
proceedings  of  that  House.  Any  Minis- 
try who  ventured  to  misuse  such  an  in- 
strument as  the  first  of  these  Besolutions 
would  soon  find  its  followers  deserting 
it.  The  immediate  result  would  be  that 
the  Gk>vemment  adopting  such  a  course 
would  find  all  its  own  measures  blocked. 
The  Opposition  would  place  Amendment 
after  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  so  that 
if  the  eldture  were  applied  to  one  debate, 
debates  would  be  indefinitely  raised  on 
numerous  Amendments,  so  as  to  put  the 
Government  so  misusing  its  power  in  a 
worse  position  than  if  it  had  never  ap- 
plied the  Bule.  But,  it  was  asked,  why 
place  the  power  in  the  hands  of  a  simple 
majority ;  why  not  require  a  two-thirds 
or  three-fourths  majority?  The  first 
reason  against  this  proposition  was  that 
it  was  opposed  to  the  invariable  rule  and 
practice  of  Parliament  in  all  other  mat- 
ters. There  was  danger  in  departing 
from  a  long-established  and  Constitu- 
tional usage.  His  second  reason  was 
that  in  such  a  case  the  minority  might 
find  itself  hopelessly  crushed.  He  had 
much  greater  dislike  to  the  suppression 
of  small  minorities  than  to  the  silencing 
of  a  powerful  and  numerous  minority. 
It  might  very  conceivably  be  the  wish  of 
19-20ths  of  the  House  that  the  debate 
should  close  when  the  question  had  by 
no  means  been  sufficiently  discussed. 
His  third  reason  was  that  such  an  ar- 
rangement would  really  put  the  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Opposition.  It  would 
be  for  the  Opposition  to  allow  or  refuse 
the  eidture,  and  the  inevitable  result 
would  be  a  system  of  bargaining  be- 
tween the  Opposition  and  the  Ministry. 
He  did  not  mean  that  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafibrd  Northcote)  would  openly 
across  the  Table  make  propositions  to 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  or  that  he 
would  employ  such  opportunities  impro- 
perly. But  unquestionably  bargains, 
or  tacit  arrangements  of  a  mischievous 
character,  would,  from  time  to  time,  be 
entered  into.  He  would  state  frankly 
that  he  did  not  expect  too  much  from 
that  Hule.  The  Bule  must  be  considered 
as  a  part  of  their  Procedure,  and  not  as 
an  isolated  Kule.  They  purposed  to  take 
away  from  the  Obstructives  some  of  the 
weapons  with  which  their  hands  were 
most  familiar,  and  to  prevent  the  House 
from  drifting  into  aimless  discussions 
accidentally,  which  were  usually  a  mere 
waste  of  time.  It  was  proposed  that 
when  the  House,  after  much  long-suffer- 
ing, pronounced  its  censure  upon  some 
offending  Member,  that  censure  should 
be  felt.  Oppressive  Bules  were  part  of 
the  necessity  of  the  case,  though  they 
must  not  look  to  such  Bules  for  the  de- 
spatch of  Business.  For  the  more  speedy 
and  the  better  despatch  of  Business  they 
must  look  to  two  things — one  the  spirit 
of  industry  in  the  House,  and  the  other 
the  expansion  of  the  powers  of  the 
House.  For  his  part,  he  looked  to  the 
two  Hules  which  stood  at  the  end  of  all 
with  the  most  hope,  if  the  Government 
would  consent  to  share  the  work  among 
the  whole  of  the  House,  and  not  to  give 
it  to  a  section.  If  Obstruction  were  to 
be  really  put  down,  it  must  be  as  much 
by  the  general  co-operation  of  the  House 
as  by  any  Eule.  There  was  some  danger 
of  a  feeling  springing  up  of  a  friendly 
neutrality  to  Obstruction;  there  was  some 
danger  of  hon.  Members  thinking  that 
if  they  did  not  openly  connive  at  Ob- 
struction, and  did  not  openly  engage  in 
it,  they  could  remain  in  a  merely  passive 
state.  In  his  opinion,  no  neutrality  was 
possible  in  this  matter.  No  one  really 
anxious  for  the  economy  of  public  time 
could  be  neutral  with  regard  to  the 
waste  of  it.  They  might  fairly  say  in 
this  case  that  those  who  were  not  with 
them  in  the  saving  of  public  time  were 
against  them.  What  remedies  were  pro- 
posed by  the  other  side  ?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  in  a 
very  temperate  speech,  had  admitted  that 
some  power  must  be  found  for  closing 
debates  which  were  unduly  prolonged  ; 
and  the  remedy  he  suggested  was  con- 
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tained  in  the  Kales  which  followed  this. 
No  doubt  there  were,  to  some  extent, 
remedies  against  Obstruction ;  but  they 
were  mainly  remedies  against  the  of- 
fender. The  speech  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
nad  been  somewhat  misinterpreted.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Exeter  (Mr.  Northcote) 
imagined  that  the  noble  Marquess  had 
advocated  closing  the  mouths  of  hon. 
Members  for  the  purpose  of  putting  an 
end  to  a  debate.  That  was  what  the 
noble  Marquess  expressed  himself  as 
anxious  to  avoid.  He  said  he  thought 
it  better  for  them  to  put  an  end  to  a 
long  debate  by  the  adoption  of  this  Bule 
rather  than  by  closing  the  lips  of  hon. 
Members.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
Obstruction  had  a  tendency  to  spread. 
It  was  perfectly  possible  for  20  or  30 
hon.  Members  to  prolong  a  debate  un- 
duly without  personally  offending  against 
the  Eules  of  the  House.  If  20  or  30 
hon.  Members  agreed  to  prolong  the 
debate  simply  by  repeating  the  same 
idea,  so  long  as  the  speeches  were  in 
accordance  with  the  Bules  of  the  House 
it  would  be  impossible  for  them  indi- 
vidually to  be  stopped  by  the  Chair. 
There  had  been  no  attempt  on  the  other 
side  to  grapple  with  the  real  difficulty. 
Much  had  been  said  as  to  the  suspension 
of  liberty  of  debate ;  but  no  real  attempt 
had  been  made  to  meet  the  difficulty  of 
an  unduly  prolonged  debate.  He  would 
remind  the  House  of  what  took  place 
last  year,  when,  after  an  excessively 
long  discussion,  the  Speaker  interposed 
on  his  own  authority,  and  took  the  very 
ffrave  responsibility  of  closing  the  de- 
bate. Then  the  Speaker  appealed  to  the 
House  for  directions,  ana  that  appeal 
was  now  responded  to  on  the  other  side 
by  the  refusal  to  give  him  directions  for 
his  guidance  in  the  future.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  simply  asked  the 
House  to  shrink  from  taking  upon  itself 
the  responsibility,  and  to  leave  it  upon 
its  officers.  He  would  ask  whether  it 
was  a  generous  way  of  dealing  with  the 
appeal  of  the  Chair?  Had  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  reflected 
upon  the  advice  they  were  giving  the 
House  when  they  proposed  to  leave  the 
Speaker  and  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  in  the  same  position  in  which 
they  were  placed  last  year  when  they 
appealed  to  the  House  for  Bules  for 
their  guidance  ?  He  did  not  find  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

.  Mr.  Whithread 


Member  for  South- West  Lancashire  any 
proposal  on  this  point. 

SiE  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
that  his  argument  was  that  the  adoption 
of  the  Kule  for  adjournment  would  have 
entirely  put  an  end  to  unduly  protracted 
Sittings. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  said,  that  it  was 
perfectly  possible  for  20  hon.  Members 
to  be  engaged  in  Obstruction,  and  to 
keep  the  House  sitting  for  24  hours 
by  repeating  the  same  arguments,  with- 
out being  guilty  of  any  transg^ression 
of  the  Eules. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  observed, 
that  he  had  also  contended  that  that 
would  be  met  by  the  other  Eule,  by 
which  repetition  was  not  to  be  allowed. 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  said,  that  that 
was  idle  repetition.  That  Eule  would 
not  meet  the  case,  because  it  could  not 
be  said  that  it  was  repetition  for  one 
hon.  Member  to  use  the  same  argument 
as  had  been  used  by  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Was  the  course  recommended  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  a  proper  answer 
to  the  appeal  by  the  Chair  for  directions 
for  future  guidance  ?  All  that  was  pro- 
posed was,  practically,  to  leave  the 
Speaker  in  the  same  position  as  before, 
and  to  permit  him  again  to  take  the 
responsibility  of  acting  when  the  occa- 
sion should  arise.  It  was  with  the  ut- 
most pain  that  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  their  Eules  were  no  longer 
sufficient  to  meet  the  case ;  but  it  was 
the  sincerity  of  their  convictions  on  that 
side  of  the  House  as  to  the  necessity  for 
change  which  induced  them  to  support 
this  proposal.  He  had  clung  almost  des- 
perately to  the  hope  that  they  might  be 
able  to  get  on  without  change ;  but  the 
events  of  the  last  two  or  three  years  had 
driven  him  slowly  and  reluctantly  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  time  had  come  when 
an  alteration  was  absolutely  necessaxy. 
After  the  41  hours'  Sitting,  he  was  con- 
vinced of  the  necessity  of  some  such 
change  as  was  nowproposed.  The  Eules 
under  which  the  House  was  governed 
were  good,  no  doubt,  but  were  not  per- 
fect. They  were  the  outcome  of  the 
experience  and  the  wisdom  of  those  who 

E receded  them  in  that  House ;  and,  in 
is  opinion,  they  should  be  sorry  suc- 
cessors of  those  men  if,  in  their  day, 
when  the  necessity  for  change  had  been 
proved,  they  set  up  those  Eules  as  idols 
to  be  blindly  worshipped,  and  refused 
to  change  tnem.    He  shonld  support 
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these  ResolatioTis  in  tbe  hope  that  more, 

gerhaps,  by  their  insertion  amongst  the 
tandin^  Cirders  than  bj  their  frequent 
application,  they  might  gradually  bring 
back  to  the  'House  some  measure  of  that 
self-restraint  which,  if  it  had  not  lost,  it 
was  in  danger  of  losing;  in  the  hope 
that  they  might  give  them  some  of  their 
old  aptitude  for  the  discharge  of  Busi- 
ness ;  and  in  the  hope  that  they  might 
enable  them  once  again  to  take  a  firm 
grasp  of  the  affairs  of  this  great  nation. 
Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  remarked, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford,  who 
had  just  addressed  the  House,  was  al- 
ways regarded  as  an  authority  on  such 
a  subject;  and  he  (Mr.  McCarthy),  in 
common  with  many  others,  listened  to 
his  speech  with  attention  and  respect. 
But  that  speech  lost  much  of  its  value 
as  a  contribution  to  the  present  debate, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  given  up  wholly  to 
the  consideration  of  the  general  neces- 
nty  for  some  change  in  the  Bules  of 
Procedure,  or  in  the  system  of  conducting 
the  Business  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  did  not  apply  himself  to  prove 
a  necessity  for  this  Kule  of  cldture.  The 
hon.  Member  had  said  that  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  Membeirs  had 
no  adequate  idea  of  the  difficulty  of 
getting  through  the  Business,  while  they 
had  a  '^etj  eztravarant  notion  of  the 
danger  or  this  Bule  of  cldture.  He 
(Mr.  M'Carthy)  replied  that  he  had  an 
adequate  idea  of  the  difficulty  of  getting 
through  their  Business.  He  would  even 
go  further,  and  admit  that  it  was  impos- 
sible adequately  to  discharge  the  Busi- 
ness which  that  House  ought  to  do 
under  the  present  system  of  arrange- 
ment. If  the  time  were  fitting,  ho  could 
state  his  idea  of  the  proper  and  the 
only  means  by  which  the  House  might 
relieve  itself  of  its  present  great  burden. 
What  he  did  not  hear  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  was  any  suggestion 
as  to  how  this  Rule  of  cldture  would  en- 
able the  House  to  get  through  the  Busi- 
ness better.  He  gave  an  illustration  in 
support  of  his  arguments  which  cer- 
tainly seemed  unlucky.  He  spoke  of 
the  Irish  Land  Bill  of  last  Session,  and 
remarked  that  many  Members  who 
might  have  made  Important  contribu- 
tions to  the  debates  upon  it,  and  might 
even  have  re-moulded  much  of  the  Bill, 
could  not  speak,  because  they  knew  that 
if  thev  did  someone  else  must  be  pre- 
vented from  speaking,  or  possibly  be  in- 


duced to  reply.  If  ever  there  was  a  de- 
bate of  great  and  varied  interest,  in 
which  there  was  no  Obstruction,  it  was 
the  debate  on  the  Land  Bill;  and  for 
the  Party  to  which  he  belonged  he  said 
—though  he  supposed  they  were  con- 
sidered responsible  for  every  delay  of 
Business — that  they  kept  silent  during 
that  debate  except  when  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  speak.  They  pur- 
posely left  the  speaKing  to  two  or 
three  Members  who  fully  understood  the 
measure  ;  while  he*and  many  others  took 
little  or  no  part  in  the  debate.  How 
could  the  cldture  J  suppose  it  then  existed, 
have  assisted  that  &11  or  the  House  of 
Commons?  On  that  point  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  spoke  failed  to 
give  them  any  information  whatever. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
addressed  himself  almost  altogether 
to  the  task  of  re- assuring  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House  against  the  dread  that  theymight 
be  suppressed  or  put  down  by  this  cldture 
Eesolution.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  considering  the  case  of  a  minority  ap- 
proaching near  in  numerical  strength  to 
the  Government  majority ;  and,  while  he 
evidently  considered  he  was  bound  to  re- 
assure that  strong  minority,  he  did  not 
seem  to  care  how  sharply  or  how  sud- 
denly the  ruling  power  might  deal  with  a 
small  minority.  That  small  uninfluential 
minority,  he  (Mr.  M  'Carthy)  thought,  was 
the  Party  which  it  was  the  business  of  the 
great  and  powerful  Party  to  protect. 
The  men  who  came  into  Office  when  the 
present  occupants  went  out,  the  Party 
which  carried  on  a  regular  oscillation 
from  Opposition  to  Ministerial  Benches, 
needed  no  protection,  for  under  no 
circumstances  could  they  be  effectually 
silenced;  but  a  small  and  weak  mino- 
rity, consisting  of  men  who  were  with- 
out influence  or  power  in  the  House, 
and  which  could  be  crushed  by  a  bare 
majority  as  well  as  by  a  union  of  the 
strength  of  both  Parties,  did  not  seem  to 
be  at  all  considered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford had  complained  that  no  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  that  side  of  the  House  had 
offered  any  suggestion  for  an  improve- 
ment in  the  conduct  of  debate.  It  did 
not  seem  that  much  encouragement  was 
extended  to  them  for  such  a  purpose  by 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  Uie  Home  Secretary.    The 
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right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in 
the  boldest,  plainest,  bluntest  style,  and 
in  that  imperious  way  which  was  his 
peculiarity  and  so  well  became  him,  in- 
formed the  House  that  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds  to  put  their 
foot  down,  and  would  listen  to  no  sug- 
gestion. If  the  Government  wanted  to 
make  progpress  with  Business,  putting 
their  feet  down  was  not  the  way  to  do  so, 
unless  they  took  their  feet  up  again 
very  quickly  and  got  into  movement. 
His  words  were— 

"  The  Govemment  have  put  forward  a  plan. 
They  have  given  considerable  attention  to  that 
plan,  and,  having  done  so,  we  do  not  intend  to 
produce  any  other." 

Such  was  the  Government's  announce- 
ment to  the  House.  The  Govemment  on 
this  question  had  said  their  last  word. 
Iq  vain  might  other  Members  talk  and 
argue.  Their  arguments  would  be  use- 
less. The  Govemment  had  made  up  their 
minds,  and  the  House  must  have  their 
proposal  or  nothing.  So  far,  therefore, 
as  the  Govemment  was  concerned  hon. 
Members  might  avoid  all  this  waste  of 
time  and  save  themselves  the  trouble  of 
hearing  or  making  speeches,  and  go  at 
once  to  a  division  on  this  question.  If 
that  were  so,  it  illustrated  forcibly  the 
spirit  and  temper  in  which  the  Govem- 
ment might  be  induced  to  use  this 
cldture  if  they  got  it.  As  their  minds 
were  made  up  and  unchangeable  regard- 
ing the  form  and  substance  of  this  Eule, 
so  their  minds  might  be  made  up  as  to 
the  peremptory  manner  in  which  it 
would  be  convenient  to  crush  a  small 
minority.  He  was  inclined  to  compare 
the  attitude  of  the  Govemment  with 
that  of  the  hero  of  Marry att's  Pasha  of 
Many  Tales.  The  Pasha,  who  was  the 
hero  of  that  story,  had  a  great  deal  of 
eloquence  himself,  but  was  impatient  of 
unrestricted  loquacity  in  others — per- 
haps there  were  great  personages 
with  similar  qualities  in  other  places 
as  well  as  in  Turkey.  When  a  suitor 
came  to  this  Pasha  and  began  to 
plead  his  cause,  behind  him  stood  an 
executioner,  and  the  moment  the  Pasha 
had  heard  enough,  or  the  suitor  went 
into  any  needless  repetition,  the  Pasha 
gave  a  signal,  down  came  the  execu- 
tioner's axe,  and  the  unhappy  suitor 
was  cut  off  in  the  flower  of  his  youth 
and  the  middle  of  his  sentence.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  minority  in  that 
House  was  invited  to  occupy  the  position 

Mr.  Justin  M'  Carlhy 


of  the  suitor.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  to- 
wards the  close  of  his  speeoh,  devoted 
some  attention  to  the  Irish  Party — the 
Party  which  was  supposed  to  stand  with 
the  executioner  behind  it — and  criti- 
cized, among  other  things  connected 
with  that  Party,  the  manifesto  it  re- 
cently issued.  He  found  fault  with  its 
form  and  its  substance,  and  said  he 
never  before  saw  any  document  like  it. 
He  was  not  going  to  follow  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  criticisni 
of  that  manifesto.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  understood  better 
than  he  (Mr.  McCarthy)  the  etiquette 
of  political  documents ;  but  he  was  very 
much  mistaken  when  he  endeavoured  to 
point  out  that  the  Irish  Party  stated,  in 
that  manifesto,  they  were  opposing  this 
Closure  Eule  because  they  believed  that 
if  they  turned  out  the  present  Gt>vem- 
ment  they  would  never  ag^ain  be  sub- 
jected to  interference  with  their  speech 
in  that  House.  Those  who  drew  up  the 
Circular  condemned  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  never  thought 
of  making  any  statement  so  absurd. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  the  Whip  had  not  been  sent  to  him, 
and  that,  therefore,  he  could  not  be  sup- 
posed to  know  all  about  it.  True,  the 
Whip  was  not  sent  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman;  but  when  Gentlemen 
undertook  to  speak  in  that  House  of  any 
document,  they  were  supposed  to  have  first 
read  it  carefully,  andto  oe  able  to  speak 
accurately  of  its  contents.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thought 
that  in  that  Whip  he  had  discoverea  a 
great  conspiracy.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  always  disoover- 
ing  great  conspiracies.  He  had  a  sort 
of  divining  power,  which  enabled  him 
to  perceive  conspiracies  not  visible  to 
anyone  else.  In  the  middle  of  the 
17th  century  there  was  a  remarkable 
character  named  Matthew  Hopkins,  who 
was  notorious  as  a  witch-finder.  He 
could  discover  witchcraft  when  everyone 
else  failed  to  detect  it ;  he  could  detect 
a  witch  under  the  most  subtle  disguises. 
Well,  as  regarded  political  conspiracies 
and  combinations,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  a  mo- 
dern Matthew  Hopkins.  But  as  Mat- 
thew Hopkins  was  not  always  right  in  his 
instinct,  and  sometimes  mistook  a  chance 
and  harmless  gathering  of  persona  for  an 
assembly  of  witches,  so  the  right  hon. 
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and  learned  Gentleman  was  not  always 
right  in  his  detection  of  political  con- 
spiracies. He  could  relieve  the  right 
hen.  and  learned  Gentleman's  mind 
by  informing  him  that  there  was  no 
conspiracy,  coalition,  or  even  arrange- 
ment between  the  Conservatives  and 
the  Irish  Party  on  this  question.  The 
Irish  Members  had  their  own  reasons 
for  opposing  this  measure,  and  the 
Conservatives  had  theirs,  and  both 
were  endeavouring  to  accomplish  the 
same  end.  If  the  result  of  this  division 
should  be  to  turn  out  the  Government, 
and  if  the  Tory  Party  came  into  power, 
they  would  be  under  no  obligation  what- 
ever to  the  Irish  Party ;  and  if  within  a 
fortnight  of  their  accession  to  Office  they 
should  propose  a  Coercion  Bill  twice  as 
severe  as  the  one  at  present  in  force, 
they  could  say  to  the  Members  from  Ire- 
land that  they  had  not  given  the  sh'ghtest 
pledge  that  they  would  take  any  other 
course.  So  much,  therefore,  for  the  grand 
discovery  of  a  conspiracy  between  the  two 
Opposition  Parties.  Hewouldtumnow  to 
the  most  important  speech  in  the  debate, 
that  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  divided  his  remarks  into  two 
parts — those  which  dealt  with  Procedure, 
and  those  which  referred  to  the  **  devolu- 
tion or  delegation  "  of  the  powers  of  the 
House.  In  the  first  part  of  his  speech 
he  dealt  specially  with  Obstruction. 
How  was  the  plan  he  proposed  to  the 
House  justified  by  that  part  of  his 
speech  ?  In  the  first  place,  it  justified 
some  change  in  the  Hules  by  referring 
to  the  great  growth  of  Public  Business 
in  recent  years.  He  admitted  that  in 
that  respect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thoroughly  established  his  case.  No- 
thing could  be  clearer  than  the  fact 
that  Public  Business  had  grown  enor- 
mously during  the  past  few  years ;  and, 
under  existing  circumstances,  it  must 
continue  to  grow,  until  it  choked  up  the 
entire  avenue  of  Procedure,  and  made 
some  alteration  inevitable.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  deal 
with  Obstruction,  and  upon  that  he 
rested  his  main  argument  in  favour  of  the 
peculiar  change  proposed  in  the  Besolu- 
tion.  He  (Mr.  M'Carthy)  was  anxious  to 
deal  with  the  subject  of  Obstruction  in 
the  fairest  spirit.  He  did  not  admit  that 
Obstruction  in  this  Parliament  had  been 
worse  than  Obstruction  in  the  last.  He 
even  thought  the  late  Government  had 
Obstruction  of  a  more  difficult  and  per- 


plexing kind  to  deal  with  than  that  which 
had  come  before  the  present  Parliament. 
One  reason  which  made  it  more  difficult 
and  more  complicated  was  that  those  who 
were  supposed  to  be  obstructing  then  had 
the  valuable  assistance  of  some  of  the 
ablest  and  most  eminent  Members  of  the 
English  Liberal  Party.  In  some  of  the 
most  protracted  efforts  against  certain  ob- 
noxious measures  which  were  then  before 
the  House,  those  who  were  now  charged 
with  Obstruction  had  the  wise  counsel, 
the  close  sympathy,  and  the  constant  sup- 
port of  two  or  three  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Administration.  He  did 
not  find  fault  with  those  Gentlemen 
for  having  acted  in  that  manner.  They 
acted  on  high  principles,  and  with  a  per- 
fect sense  of  justice,  in  opposing  mea- 
sures, some  of  which  had  since  been 
proved  to  be  dangerous  to  the  country, 
and  some  of  which  had  been  abandoned. 
But  while  they  were  perfectly  justified  in 
the  course  they  took  then,  he  thought 
they  were  hardly  justified  in  the  course 
they  were  taking  now.  In  considering 
Obstruction  in  the  last  Parliament,  it 
should  be  remembered,  too,  that  no  mea- 
sure was  ever  introduced  with  reference 
to  Ireland  so  arbitrary,  so  obnoxious  in 
its  character,  as  the  present  Coercion 
Act,  nor  was  the  local  administration  of 
Ireland  anything  like  so  bad  as  it  was 
under  the  present  Government.  Under 
the  circumstances  he  could  well  under- 
stand how,  to  the  official  mind,  there 
might  appear  to  be  less  excuse  for 
Obstruction  in  the  last  Parliament  than 
in  the  present.  But  the  Prime  Minister 
distinctly  narrowed  his  case,  as  far  as 
Obstruction  was  concerned,  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  present  Parliament.  He 
said  that  until  that  Parliament  came 
into  existence  his  mind  was  not  made 
up.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  referring 
to  the  obstruction  of  the  South  African 
Bill  and  the  Army  Discipline  Bill  in  the 
Isist  Parliament,  said  that — 

**  The  two  great  subjects  on  which.  Obstruc- 
tion was  experienced  in  that  Parliament  were 
the  subjects  of  the  South  African  Bill  and  Army 
Flogging.  But  in  both  of  them  the  great  length 
of  the  debates  which  occurred  was  mixed  with 
circumstances  which  make  it  not  easy  to  form  a 
perfectly  accurate  and  impartial  estimate  of  the 
obstructive  forces  that  were  put  in  action  (ironi- 
cal cheers  and  counter  cheers),  because — I  be- 
lieve I  am  right  in  regard  to  the  South  African 
Bill,  and  I  know  I  am  right  in  regard  to  the 
Army  Discipline  Bill,  in  saying  that  very  im- 
portant changes  were  introduced  into  these 
measures,  and  were  the  fruit  and  progress  of 
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long  debates,  and  where  that  is  so,  it  is  not  ^ur 
to  £iye  home  without  a  great  deal  of  hesitation 
the  charge  of  Obstruction." 

The  present  Parliament,  therefore,  was 
the  one  to  which  the  Prime  Minister's  re- 
marks about  Obstruction  were  particu- 
larly addressed.  And  here  he  would  say 
a  word  about  the  manner  in  which  the. 
Urgency  Eules  were  obtained.  The 
Prime  Minister  declared  that  they  were 
passed  by  the  help  of  an  extraordinary 
error  in  tactics  on  the  part  of  a  certain 
number  of  Members  of  the  House.  He 
said — 

'*  They  contrived  to  place  themselves  in  such 
a  position  that  we  were  able  to  deal  with 
them  in  a  single  division ;  otherwise  wo  might 
havet  been  occupied  with  divisions  throughout 
the  night,  and  at  the  close  of  them  would  have 
been  totally  out  of  condition  for  dealing  with 
the  question  of  Urgency.'* — [3  Hansard^  cclxvi. 
1144.] 

The  occasion  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  was  that  upon  which 
a  number  of  Irish  Members  were  sus- 
pended in  a  cluster,  and  not  one  after  an- 
other. He  might  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  a  matter  of  some  little  historical 
interest,  that  they  committed  no  error  in 
tactics  at  all.  They  were  perfectly  well 
aware  that  they  could  have  occupied  the 
whole  night  if  they  chose  to  take  a  divi- 
aion  upon  every  suspension;  but  they 
were  not  concerned  in  occupying  any 
more  time  in  that  demonstration  than 
was  occupied  in  the  actual  act  of  their 
expulsion.  They  desired  to  make  a  pro- 
test in  the  most  dignified  way  possible 
against  an  intolerable  and  arbitrary  Act, 
and  they  thought  that  could  be  done  with 
more  emphasis,  with  more  dignity,  and 
in  a  manner  more  worthy  of  a  national 
cause  by  adopting  the  course  they  did 
than  if  they  went  through  a  number  of 
tedious  and  unmeaning  divisions.  What 
was  the  cause  of  the  exceptional  Obstruc- 
tion to  which  the  Prime  Minister  referred 
in  the  present  Parliament  ?  There  was 
one  cause,  and  one  only,  and  that  was 
the  introduction  of  the  Coercion  Bill.  It 
would  have  been  impossible  for  Irish 
Members  who  cared  for  their  country,  or 
who  had  any  of  the  spirit  of  an  Irishman 
in  them,  not  to  resist  the  introduction  of 
that  Bill  by  every  means  at  their  dis- 
posal. But  that  was  an  exceptional 
case — it  was  a  crisis  which  did  not  often 
occur  in  the  history  of  the  country,  and 
against  which  it  would  be  absurd  to  pro- 
vide by  exceptional  legislation  in  the 
shape  of  a  proposal  like  that  now  before 
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the  House.  He  supposed  English  states- 
men did  not  propose  always  to  govern 
Ireland  by  coercion.  The  hour  would 
some  time  come  when  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister of  England  would  have  to  ac- 
knowledge that  he  oould  not  govern 
Ireland  by  coercion,  and  that  some  other 
means  should  be  tried.  When  that  time 
came,  whether  by  a  separation  of  Par- 
liaments or  by  the  reconciliation  of  the 
Irish  people,  if  that  were  possible,  to 
the  English  Parliament,  they  would  need 
no  elSture  to  put  down  Obstruction.  But 
at  present  the  Government  said  in  so 
many  words  that  they  wanted  this  power 
of  el6tur$  in  order  that  they  might  more 
efifectively  pass  a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ire- 
land. They  wanted  to  gag  the  Irish 
Members  in  order  that  they  might  have 
less  trouble  in  fettering  them.  That  re- 
minded him  of  the  case  of  the  highway- 
man told  of  by  Sydney  Smith,  who 
not  merely  knocked  down  and  began  to 
rifle  the  pockets  of  his  victims,  but  com- 
plained of  their  pestering  him  with  their 
groans  and  obstructing  him  by  their 
struggles.     By  maladministration  they 

g reduced  discontent  and  disaffection  in 
reland ;  that  disaffection  was  met  by 
coercion  ;  the  coercion  in  turn  provokea 
what  was  called  Obstruction ;  and  thus 
they  were  ever  tracing  a  vicious  oirole. 
Until  they  tried  some  better  system  there 
was  no  satisfactory  way  out  of  their  diffi- 
culty that  he  could  discover.  He  trusted 
that  they  would  some  time  or  other  enter 
upon  a  better  path ;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, why  should  they  destroy  their  own 
Parliamentary  system  because  of  an  ex- 
ceptional and,  he  hoped,  a  transient  oon- 
dition  of  things  ?  Again,  Obstruction  of 
some  kind  had  been  a  not  uncommon 
phenomenon  in  Parliamentery  annals. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) spoke  the  other  night  of  the 
happy  days  when  the  Business  of  the 
House  was  over  in  a  few  hours.  He 
(Mr.  McCarthy)  did  not  remember  of 
having  read  of  those  happy  days.  He 
failed  to  find  any  account  of  the  halcyon 
time  when  the  Business  of  the  House 
was  disposed  of  in  such  an  expeditious 
manner.  He  did  not  remember  reading 
of  those  happy  days  in  the  biographies 
of  Chatham  and  Pitt  and  (Tanning. 
There  might  have  been  a  few  such 
halcyon  days  a  short  time  before  the 
Beform  Bill ;  although  before  the  Be- 
form  Bill  they  had  their  bouto  of  Obstmo- 
tion  as  vigorous  as  ever  they  had  hs4 
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Bunoe.  Let  him  take  the  debates  on  the 
Beform  Bill  itself  in  1831.  Mr.  Moles- 
worth,  in  his  History,  said  that — 


<i 


In  Older  to  to  promote  delay  the  Leaders  of 
the  Oppontion  stood  up  again  and  again  every 
night  repeating  the  same  stale  statements  and 
argoments,  and  often  in  almost  the  rame  words." 

Among  those  Leaders  were  Mr.  Wilson 
Croker  and  Sir  Bobert  Feel.  In  one 
short  fortnight — eight  GDvernment  days 
— Sir  Hobert  Peel  made  48  speeches 
— not  hasty  remarks  on  clauses  in 
Committee,  but  48  speeches ;  and  he 
was  not  the  worst.  Mr.  Wilson  Croker 
favoured  the  House  with  57  speeches ; 
Sir  Charles  Wetherell  made  58.  The 
hon.  Member  quoted  the  following  ex- 
tract from  the  Becords  of  the  House  con- 
cerning the  debate  of  July  13, 1831 : — 

<'  Behate  on  the  Question, '  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leare  the  Chair.' 

"  Motion  made  and  Question  put, '  That  the 
Deibate  be  now  adjourned  till  this  day ; '  Ayes 
102,  Noes  328. 

'*  Qnastkm  again  proposed, '  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair.* 

**  Motion  made  and  Question  put,  "  That  the 
House  do  now  adjourn ;'  Ayes  90,  Noes  286. 

"Question  again  proposed;  Motion  made. 
'That  Uie  Debate  be  adjourned  till  Thursday ;' 
Ayes  68,  Noes  235. 

"  Question  again  proposed ;  Motion  made, 
'  That  the  House  do  now  adjourn ;  *  long  De- 
bate, and  Motion  withdrawn. 

**  Question  again  put ;  Motion  made,  *  That 
the  Debate  be  adjourned  to  this  day ; '  Ayes  44, 
Noes  214.  ' 

"Question  again  put;  Motion  made,  ^That 
the  House  do  now  adjourn ; '  Ayes  37,  Noes  203. 

**  Question  again  put ;  Motion  made,  *  That 
the  Debate  be  adjourned  to  Friday  ; '  Ayes  25, 
Noes  187. 

"Question  again  put;  Motion  made,  *  That 
the  House  do  now  adjourn ; '  Ayes  24,  Noes  187. 

**  At  last  it  was  agreed  to  go  into  Committee 
jfro  formd,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  half- 
Mit  Seven  o*  clock  in  the  morning  to  meet  at 
Three  next  day.  Sir  C.  Wetherell  said,  with 
an  oath,  if  he  had  known  it  was  raining  they 
should  have  had  a  few  more  divisions." 

He  said  there  were  several  such  in- 
stances on  record  long  before  the  present 
Irish  Party  was  in  existence,  and  long 
before  any  such  thing  as  Irish  Obstruc- 
tion was  known.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Oladstone)  himself  had  dis- 
tinguished himself  as  the  most  brilliant 
anJ  pertinacious  Obstructionist  in  the 
history  of  Parliament.  He  (Mr.  McCarthy) 
did  not  find  fault  with  him[^for  what  he 
did  at  the  time  when  he  was  resisting 
the  Divorce  Bill,  but  for  what  he  pro- 


posed to  do  now.  It  was  said  that  the 
Government  did  not  object  to  liberty  of 
speech,  but  to  licence.  He  was  afraid  that 
what  was  called  liberty  of  speech  by  a 
man  out  of  Office  was  apt  to  be  caUed 
licence  by  the  same  man  when  he  got  into 
Office.  They  had  the  examples  of  other 
States  g^ven  them.  They  were  told  that 
England  was  the  only  country  that  had 
not  yet  grasped  the  great  idea  that  the 
true  way  to  be  free  was  to  have  a  cloture 
Hesolution.  They  were  told  to  look  to 
the  Imperial  Parliament  of  Germany ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  was  a  very 
happy  example.  They  were  told  of  Im- 
perial France  under  the  Second  Empire, 
and  they  had  their  attention  pointed  to 
France  under  M.  Guizot.  Now,M.  Guizot 
was  a  great  writer  and  a  ^preat  states- 
man ;  but  as  a  political  Leader  he  was  a 
mere  pedant.  Me  mismanaged  France. 
He  mismanaged  her  Parliamentary  in- 
stitutions, and  brought  France  to  the 
level  of  a  catastrophe.  He  was  just  the 
kind  of  man  to  rejoice  in  such  a  device 
as  this  Mture^  which  put  as  much 
power  as  possible  in  the  bands  of  the 
official  classes ;  while  a  kind  of  sham 
Parliament  was  maintained  to  delude 
the  people.  It  was  by  these  means 
that  he  brought  about  the  Kevolu- 
tion  of  1848.  When  the  news  of  that 
Eevolution  was  conveyed  to  Sir  Hobert 
Peel,  that  statesman  said — ''  That  is  the 
result  of  trying  to  govern  a  country 
with  too  narrow  a  representation."  The 
case  of  America  had  also  been  quoted  ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
that  it  did  not  exist  there  in  the  Senate. 
If,  therefore,  the  cldture  was,  as  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  confined 
to  Eepresentative  Chambers,  he  supposed 
the  Senate  was  not  considered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  representa- 
tive. But  the  American  Senate  was  a 
Eepresentative  Institution.  It  was  an 
elected  Body,  chosen  by  the  State  Legis- 
latures, and  elected  only  for  short 
periods;  and  if  its  Members  did  not 
please  their  constituents  they  would  be 
as  certain  to  be  dismissed  by  those  who 
had  chosen  them  as  some  hon.  Members 
of  that  House  were  sure  to  be  at  the 
next  General  Election.  The  Senate 
often  sat  long,  and  had  even  all-night 
Sittings.  They  sat  sometimes  in  pri- 
vate. They  had  vastly  more  power 
than  the  House  of  Commons ;  they 
could  overrule  the  Government  in  its 
foreign   policy  and    its  Treaties;   and 
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yet  they  had  no  eldture.  He  would 
now  advert  to  that  very  unlucky  part 
of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  in  which  he 
stated  what  he  would  do  if  he  only  had 
the  power  which  it  was  proposed  to  confer 
upon  the  majority  by  this  [Resolution — 
that  part  of  his  speech  in  which  he 
singled  out  four  Members  of  that  House 
of  whose  tiresome  eloquence  he  would 
relieve  the  House.  He  (Mr.  M*Carthy) 
was  connected  by  Party  with  only  one 
of  those  hon.  Members;  and  he  would 
say  of  that  hon.  Member  that  he  was  a 
man — however  he  might,  at  times,  take 
a  course  unwelcome  to  the  House — of 
Remarkable  ability,  remarkable  know- 
ledge, of  wide  resource ;  a  man  of  that 
force  of  character  that  he  must  always 
be  heard  in  any  assembly  of  reasonable 
men,  despite  of  any  eldture.  The  noble 
Lord  had  been  very  metaphysical,  and 
had  drawn  a  supersubtle  distinction  be- 
tween the  House  and  the  Members  of 
the  House.  The  time  taken  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  was  the  property 
of  the  House,  and  was  not,  the  noble 
Lord  said,  the  property  of  any  Members 
of  the  House,  the  Houpe  being  something 
essentially  difiPerent  from  its  Members. 
He  thought  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
been  more  straightforward  if  he  had 
said  the  majority  of  the  House  instead 
of  the  House ;  if  he  had  said  that  the 
time  was  the  time  of  the  majority — that 
was  the  Government.  But  it  was  not  a 
question  of  the  rig^ht  of  individual  Mem- 
bers to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
by  speaking ;  it  was  a  question  of  the 
right  of  constituents.  The  constituents 
of  Members  had  an  absolute  right  to  have 
their  opinions  publicly  expressed  by 
those  whom  they  had  sent  to  Parlia- 
ment, whether  the  Government  wished 
it  or  not.  He  asked  whether  this  plan 
would  really  prevent  Obstruction  if  there 
were  a  body  of  men  in  the  House  who 
were  determined,  for  the  mere  sake  of 
Obstruction,  to  oppose  the  Business? 
Suppose  there  were  40  of  them — which 
was  not  an  impossible  number — and 
each  of  those  Members  exercised  his 
right  to  speak  for  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
every  night,  to  speak  strictly  relevantly 
and  straight  to  the  point,  they  would 
consume  10  hours.  And  what  was  the 
House  to  do  ?  They  could  not  say  that 
Buch  an  hon.  Member  was  sure  to  be 
tedious,  and  sure  to  speak  irrelevantly. 
They  could  not  pass  a  Besolution  stating 
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that  a  certain  body  of  hon.  Members 
were  always  tedious  and  should  not  be 
heard.  They  oould  not  do  that.  But 
what  were  they  to  do?  The  Speaker 
might  fail  to  see  some  of  thoee  hon. 
Members,  and  might  take  other  Mem- 
bers instead.  Yes  ;  but  the  time  would 
be  gone  all  the  same ;  and  in  the  end, 
when  no  English  Member  rose  to  ad- 
dress the  House,  then  one  of  these  malig- 
nant creatures  was  sure  to  rise,  and  they 
would  have  to  listen  to  his  speech.  Then 
another  illustration  struck  him  as  he 
stood  that  day  behind  the  Speaker's  Ohair. 
Several  Private  Bills  had  been  before 
them  that  afternoon.  Suppose  a  num- 
ber of  Members  chose  to  speak  on  those 
Private  Bills.  They  might  have  taken 
special  pains  to  make  themselves  ac- 
quainted with  the  questions  involved, 
and  be  able  to  speak  with  authority  on 
those  questions.  How  oould  the  Bole 
be  applied  if  those  Members  spoke 
pertinently  on  each  point?  Yet  the 
time  of  the  House  might  in  that  way 
be  very  effectually  wasted.  If  Local 
Business  were  taken  out  of  the  hands 
of  Parliament  altogether,  Parliament 
would  be  left  to  deal  with  Imperial 
affairs,  and  the  temptation  to  Obstruc- 
tion would  be  destroyed.  If  they  were 
to  vote  by  ballot  on  the  question  of  clo- 
sure, in  all  probability  it  would  not  be 
carried.  Certainly,  if  it  was  carried,  it 
would  only  be  by  the  dark  shadow  of  a 
Dissolution  which  was  kept  floating  ovei* 
the  heads  of  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side.  He  did  not  think  himself,  at  any 
time,  that  there  was  much  fear  of  a  Dis- 
solution just  now.  He  should  say  that 
with  his  Party  it  was  not  a  question  of 
fear,  but  a  question  of  hope.  He  con- 
fessed that  he,  for  one,  had  always  ad- 
mired the  English  Parliament  as  an  Eng- 
lish Eepresentative  Body ;  and  he  onoe 
had  hoped  that  if  they  came  in  Ireland 
to  have  an  Irish  National  Ohamber,  it 
would  be  modelled  on  the  English  Par- 
liament. Now,  he  should  not  sot  "  if," 
but  ''  when  "  they  had  an  Irish  ifational 
Parliament,  he  trusted  it  would  be 
modelled  on  what  that  Parliament  had 
hitherto  been,  and  not  on  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  make  it  in 
the  future.  He  trusted  they  would  al- 
ways avoid  in  an  Irish  Parliament  that 
sham  system — that  quack  system — which 
dealt  with  symptoms  and  thought  it  was 
dealing  with  disease ;  which  paltered 
with  consequences  and  thought  it  w^s 
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'emoYmg  causes ;  and  wbioh,  if  it  might 
tometimeft,  on  some  odd  occasions,  be 
itrong  enough  to  strike  down  and  silence 
tome  individual  Member,  would  be 
band  much  more  strong  in  impairing 
he  value  and  lowering  the  dignity  of 
he  Parliamentary  institution  itself. 

Sin  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
hat,  in  common  with  many  other  Mem- 
)erB,  he  found  it  very  difficult  to  give  an 
Jtogether  silent  vote  upon  the  Eesolu- 
ion  now  before  the  House ;  and  also,  in 
ommon  with  many  Members  of  the 
louse,  he  felt  inclined  to  join  in  the 
general  chorus  of  regret  that  the  two 
ides  of  the  House  should  find  th em- 
elves  engaged,  one  against  the  other, 
n  opposing  phalanxes  on  such  a  ques- 
ion  as  this.  But  he  thought  that  the 
yonservative  Members  might  say  with 
ome  justice,  as  far  as  they  were  con- 
emed,  that  they  were  in  no  wise  re- 
ponsible  for  such  a  state  of  things. 
le  thought,  also,  that  the  irony  of  the 
ituation  had  reached  its  very  extreme 
imit  when  the  Conservative  Party  found 
hemselves  there  in  a  minority,  plead- 
Qg,  as  it  were,  to  a  Liberal  Qovemment, 
ladked  by  a  large  Liberal  majority,  to 
reat  the  minority  according  to  the  true 
irinciples  of  liberality,  and  according  to 
he  instincts  of  freedom.  And  even  now 
le  might  almost  hazard  a  hope  that  it 
ras  not  too  late  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  be  satisfied  to  take  this 
cheme  as  a  whole ;  and  certainly  it  was 
lot  too  late  for  the  Conservative  Party 
o  ask  this  very  pertinent  question — 
low  and  why  it  was  that  this  Ist  Keso- 
ution  was  to  be  dragged  out  from 
unong  its  fellows  to  be  put  in  the  fore- 
Tont  of  the  battle,  and  that  at  the  very 
commencement  of  the  discussion  they 
rere  to  be  told  that  on  this  1st  Besolu- 
ion,  at  all  events,  if  any  disaster  were  to 
lappen  to  it,  and  if  it  were  not  carried, 
he  Government  would  resign,  and  a 
lerrible  crisis  would  follow  ?  He  thought 
hat  was  very  hard  upon  the  Opposi- 
ion,  and  equally  hard  upon  the  Sup- 
)orters  of  the  Ministry,  and  doubly 
lard,  if  he  might  say  so,  upon  the  whole 
Luembly  at  large,  because  he  believed 
hat  nearly  all  of  them,  in  spite  of  the 
Party  feeling  which  the  question  must 
oigender,  were  equally  anxious  that 
t  should  be  brought  to  a  fair  and 
lUst  settlement.  He  asked  why  it  was 
;hat  they  were  threatened  with  this 
Party  crisis  ?  And  he  wished  to  ask,  f ur- 
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ther,  one  or  two  questions  in  reference 
to  the  actual  position  of  Public  Business 
in  that  House.  It  would  seem  to  him, 
looking  at  the  present  state  of  Business, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
anxious  to  seize  that  as  a  fresh  argument 
for  pressing  forward  this  harsh  Resolu- 
tion .  They  had  been  reminded  that  they 
were  now  within  one  week  of  the  Easter 
Hecess,  and  that  little  or  no  Business  had 
yet  been  done.  That  was  true ;  but  he 
maintained  that  if  the  Besolution  had 
been  in  force  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  not  one  single  additional 
hour  would  have  been  saved,  and  many 
hon.  Members  were  desirous  of  knowing 
what  all  this  meant.  They  wished  to 
know  why  it  was  that  the  Besolution 
was  to  be  made  of  such  first-rate  im- 
portance as  to  decide  the  fate  or  fall  of 
the  Government?  Upon  this  point  it 
was  desirable  that  he  should  comment 
upon  one  or  two  facts  in  connection  with 
the  speeches  which  had  been  made  in 
support  of  the  Besolution.  It  was  a 
curious  fact,  which  had  come  under  his 
notioe,  that  most  of  the  Members  oppo- 
site who  had  supported  the  Besolution 
were  now  serving  in  Parliament  for  the 
first  time.  It  was  also  a  curious  fact, 
that  from  the  opposite  Benches,  out  of 
four  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken — 
the  hon.  Members  for  Berkshire  (Mr. 
Walter),  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hussey 
Vivian),  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson),  and 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  all  of  whom 
possessed  considerable  experience  of 
Parliamentary  life — two  of  them,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Wal- 
ter) and  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Anderson),  had  condemned 
the  Besolution  very  decisively.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gla- 
morganshire (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian)  made 
a  statement  which  was  somewhat  of  a 
curious  character.  His  hon.  Friend  said 
that  the  Besolution  as  it  now  stood  had 
the  support  of  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  this  country.  His  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke's)  reply  to  that  was  a  very  simple 
one.  It  was  only  necessary  to  read  cer- 
tain letters  which  had  been  distributed 
among  various  political  organizations 
throughout  the  country  during  the  past 
few  weeks  to  show  that  the  support 
of  the  Besolution  came  solely  from  the 
borough  of  Birmingham.  He  had  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  House  during  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
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Home  Department  (Sir  "William  Har- 
court),  and,  listening  attentively  to  the 
arguments  adduced  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  he  was  struck 
by  the  fact  that  if  that  speech  indicated 
anything,  it  was  that  in  tne  belief  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Hesolution  was  the  chief  and  the  only 
cure  that  could  be  applied  to  the  unfor- 
tunate state  of  things  which  now  existed 
in  the  House.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
however,  contained  a  complete  reply  to 
that  argument,  because  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber pointed  out  that  the  Hesolution 
could  never  be  used  harshly  or  oflPen- 
sively  against  the  minority,  or  it  would 
recoil  upon  the  majority  and  create  a 
state  of  Obstruction  far  worse  than  that 
which  now  existed.  That  was  a  com- 
plete answer  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  Well,  then,  what 
did  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  do  ?  He  had  been  much  struck 
with  the  discrepancy  between  the  open- 
ing and  the  concluding  portions  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess.  The 
noble  Marquess,  at  the  commencement 
of  his  speech,  implored  the  House, 
and  especially  the  Opposition,  what- 
ever happened,  not  to  allow  themselves 
to  become  frightened.  He  said  that  he 
was  surprised  at  the  exaggerated  alarm 
with  which  the  Hesolution  was  regarded 
by  hon.  Members  opposite.  The  noble 
Marquess  went  on  to  say — 

**  AVhat  is  this  proposal  P  After  all,  it  is  but 
a  modification  of  the  existing  Roles  and  restric- 
tions in  regard  to  debate." 

And  he  proceeded  to  urge  that  it  was  in 
itself  a  proposal  of  a  far  milder  cha- 
racter than  one  which  was  passed  in 
1842,  whereby  Members  were  restricted 
in  their  right  of  speaking  on  present- 
ing Petitions  to  the  House.  He  (Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke)  found  that  that 
proposal,  as  far  as  any  record  of  it  was 
to  be  found  in  their  Parliamentary  Pro- 
ceedings, only  occupied  a  few  pages  of 
Mansard f  and  there  was  very  little  diflR- 
culty  in  inducing  the  House  to  accede  to 
it.  But  if  they  would  compare  the  com- 
mencement of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  with  the  closing  part  of  it,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  two  were  in 
direct  opposition  to  each  other.  In  the 
last  part,  the  noble  Marquess  went  into 
interesting  details  as  to  what  the  mi- 
nority would  have  to  go  through  if  the 
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Hesolution  was  passed.  What  surprised 
him  (Sir  Wilham  Hart  Dyke)  more 
than  all  at  this  proposal  was  that  it 
should  be  looked  upon  as  so  much  milder 
a  proposition  than  that  which  was  car- 
ried in  1842,  when  the  noble  Marquess 
concluded  his  speech  by  informing  the 
House  that  on  the  acceptance  of  the 
Hule  would  depend  the  fate  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  At  the  risk  of 
detaining  the  House  he  wished  to 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  Hesolution 
itself  as  submitted  to  the  House.  He 
knew  that  he  might  be  accused  of  going 
over  ground  which  had  been  occupied 
before ;  but  he  must  confess  that  with 
regard  to  any  accusation  of  that  kind  he 
was  perfectly  reckless,  because  he  had 
an  important  object  in  view — namely, 
to  show  that  out-of-doors  a  wrong  im- 
pression was  fast  gaining  ground  in  re- 
ference to  the  Hesolution ;  and  also  as 
to  how  matters  stood  in  regard  to  the 
Public  Business  of  the  House.  It  was 
said  that  it  was  high  time  that  some- 
thing should  be  done,  because  Easter 
was  arriving,  and  as  yet  no  Public  Busi- 
ness had  been  transacted.  He  merely 
quoted  that  assertion  to  show  how  exro- 
neous  the  impression  was  which  was 
gaining  ground  in  the  country  in  regard 
to  the  effect  which  the  Hesolution  would 
produce;  because,  as  he  had  already 
pointed  out,  if  the  Hesolution  had  been 
m  existence  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
Session,  not  a  single  half-hour  of  the 
Session  would  have  been  saved  by 
its  application.  It  had  been  his  lot 
for  12  years  of  his  life — from  1868 
until  1 880 — to  be  closely  connected  with 
the  Business  of  the  House.  Six  of  those 
years  were  passed  in  Opposition,  and  the 
six  later  years  in  a  more  responsible 
position.  He  therefore  wished  for  a  mo- 
ment to  argue  the  question  by  the  light 
of  the  experience  he  had  gained  in  both 
positions.  Looking  at  the  Hesolution  in 
that  way,  he  would  endeavour  to  argue 
it  as  if  he  were  arguing  with  one  of  his 
own  Leaders  in  some  of  the  troublous 
days  they  went  through  wlien  in  Offioe. 
He  would  rather  consider  the  question 
in  that  way,  than  form  any  narrow- 
minded  or  partizan  argument  on  a 
question  affecting  the  future  prooeed- 
ings  of  the  House.  The  chief  com- 
plaint he  had  to  make  against  the 
Hesolution  was  that  it  would  not  prove 
effectual  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
had   been  brought  forward.     He  hacl 
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▼atched  vexy  closely  the  various 
canseB  which  had  created  the  difficulties 
which  the  House  had  now  to  contend 
with,  and  he  acknowledged  as  fully  as 
any  hon.  Member  sitting  opposite — as 
fully,  indeed,  as  the  Prime  Minister. 
himself — the  difficulties  of  the  position 
in  which  Her  Majesty's  QoTemment 
were  placed.  But  there  were  many 
droumstances  which  had  caused  the 
present  state  of  things,  and  the  greaX 
increase  in  the  time-consuming  power 
of  the  House.  In  the  first  place, 
there  was  a  difficulty  which  was  met 
by  one  of  the  subsequent  Besolu- 
tions — namely,  the  power  enjoyed  by 
hon.  Members,  and  constantly  exercised, 
of  moving  the  adjournment  before  the 
Business  of  the  day  commenced.  That 
was  a  difficulty  which  constantly  met 
the  late  Gk>vemment  at  every  turn.  He 
remembered  on  four  nights  in  succes- 
sion the  late  Government  coming  down 
to  the  House,  and  yet  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment were  interposed,  and  there- 
fore, practically,  there  was  no  Agenda 
Paper,  and  it  was  found  impossible 
to  commence  the  Business  of  the  day 
until  7  or  8  o'clock.  That  was  a  very 
grave  difficulty,  but  it  was  one  which 
was  struck  at  by  one  of  the  subsequent 
Besolutions,  which  Hesolution  should 
certainly  receive  his  hearty  support.  An- 
other and  a  very  grievous  change  had 
occurred  in  the  time-consuming  power 
of  that  Assembly — namely,  the  number 
of  Questions  which  were  put  to  Minis- 
ters. He  did  not  for  a  moment  wish  to 
give  a  hint  to  any  hon.  Member  how  to 
obstruct  the  Business  of  the  House — he 
would  not  be  so  disloyal — but  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Resolution  did  not 
str^e  at  that  difficulty;  and  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  spoke  about  an  irritated  mino- 
rity, and  pointed  out  how  dangerous  it 
would  be  to  put  the  Bule  in  force  for 
fear  of  irritating  the  minority,  it  was  im- 
possible to  overlook  the  fact  that  in 
regard  to  this  particular  difficulty  it  was 

S>8sible  to  have  such  a  multiplicity  of 
uestions  put  to  Ministers  that  the 
Public  Business  would  never  commence 
until  7  or  8  o'clock  at  night.  Surely 
there  ought  to  be  some  means  of  curing 
this  evil,  and  why  did  not  the  Govern- 
ment attempt  it,  for  it  was  an  evil  which 
stared  them  in  the  face  every  day  the 
House  met  ?  He  woidd  venture  to  urge 
another  difficulty,  which  added  far  too 


much  to  the  time-consuming  power,  and 
that  was  the  unfortunate  state  of  affairs 
in  Ireland.  He  should  be  the  last  person, 
on  an  occasion  of  that  kind,  to  wish 
to  enter  into  an  Irish  debate.  He 
thought  the  House  had  had  enough  of 
them,  and  that  was  no  time  for  discuss- 
ing the  condition  of  Ireland ;  but  they 
must  all  admit  that  the  consideration  of 
Irish  affairs  was  to  a  great  extent  ab- 
sorbing the  time  of  the  House  which 
ought  to  be  devoted  to  general  legisla- 
tion. It  was  a  state  of  things  which 
they  must  all  very  much  regret,  and  he 
fervently  hoped  that  the  cause  of  it 
might  soon  cease ;  but  in  the  meantime 
there  it  was,  and  when  hon.  Members 
got  up  and  asked  questions  in  reference 
to  the  treatment  of  their  friends  in 
prison  in  Ireland,  no  one  could  justly  or 
reasonably  complain  of  the  course  they 
took.  It  was  part  of  the  penalty  they 
had  to  suffer  for  the  state  to  which  Ire- 
land had  been  brought.  It  was,  how- 
ever, a  condition  of  affairs  which  they 
all  trusted  would  not  last  long.  But 
what  he  wished  to  ask,  with  due  respect, 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was,  whe- 
ther the  fact  that  one  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom  was  in  such  an  unfor- 
tunate condition  was  any  solid  reason 
why  the  House  of  Commons  should  part 
with  its  liberty  of  speech  ?  He  contended 
that  it  was  nothing  of  the  kind.  There 
were  other  matters  he  might  allude  to, 
but  he  remembered  that  the  hour  was 
late.  There  was,  however,  one  point 
which  had  been  brought  very  much 
under  his  notice — namely,  the  number  of 
Amendments  which  were  now  moved  in 
Bills  in  comparison  with  the  number  of 
Amendments  which  used  to  be  moved 
some  eight  or  ten  years  ago,  when  only 
those  Members  who  were  actually  cog- 
nizant of  the  questions  dealt  with  by  a 
particular  Bill  took  part  in  the  discus- 
sion of  them,  and  very  few  Amendments 
were  moved.  If  any  hon.  Member  would 
take  the  trouble  to  search  through  the 
Journals  of  the  House,  he  would  be 
perfectly  astonished  at  the  number  of 
Amendments  that  were  now  moved  in 
Bills  of  every  description  compared  with 
a  very  few  years  ago.  The  other  day 
he  was  engaged  in  making  a  comparison, 
and  he  took  occasion  to  compare  the  in- 
terest taken  in  the  Land  Bill  of  1870 
with  that  taken  in  the  Land  Bill  of  1881. 
The  subject  was  a  cognate  one,  and  he 
believed  that  on  each  occasion  the  Bill 
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excited  an  equal  amount  of  interest  in 
Ireland.  But  he  found  that  the  number 
of  Amendments  presented  upon  the  Land 
Bill  of  1870  in  one  evening  was  con- 
tained in  15  paees  of  the  Notice  Paper 
of  the  House ;  whereas  the  Amendments 
put  down  on  one  night  on  the  Land  Bill 
of  1881  reached  36  pages — or  consider- 
ably more  than  double.  The  number  of 
Amendments  now  moved  was  the  cause  of 
the  consumption  of  a  great  deal  of  the  time 
of  the  House  ;  but,  in  reference  to  these 
Amendments,  he  wished  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  how  the  application 
of  this  Bule  would  put  a  stop  to  the 
difficulty  ?  They  were  told  that  if  it  was 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees the  evident  sense  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  a  discussion  should  be  stopped, 
then  the  Chairman  could  interfere  and 
put  the  Question;  but  he  wanted  to 
know  how  this  could  apply  to  Amend- 
ments proposed  in  a  Bill?  If  it  did  not, 
the  **  irritating  minority  "  already  spoken 
of  would  be  left  perfectly  free  to  ob- 
struct the  progress  of  Business  by 
continuing  to  move  needless  and  endless 
Amendments.  What  would  be  the  efifect 
of  the  Eesolution  if  the  House  consented 
to  pass  it  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  moving  it,  told 
the  House  to  be  cautious  how  they 
adopted  any  measure  that  would  tend  to 
a^gn^vate  the  evil.  He  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  thought  he  had  shown  that 
this  proposal,  if  it  were  passed,  would  bo 
ineffective,  and  that  it  would  tend  largely 
to  aggpravate  the  evil ;  and,  in  regard  to 
the  future,  he  believed  that  if  it  were 
adopted  it  would  do  more  to  demoralize 
the  inner  life  of  that  Assembly  than 
anything  that  had  been  attempted  in 
regard  to  its  Procedure  before.  Of 
course,  they  were  bound  to  consider  the 
future  in  regard  to  this  proposal.  It 
was  all  very  well  for  hon.  Members  to 
say  that  what  they  wished  to  cure  was 
what  was  happening  in  the  present  day. 
It  was  due  to  those  who  were  asked  to 
make  so  large  a  change  in  their  Proce- 
dure that  it  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  a  revolution,  and  especially  for  the 
youuger  Members  of  the  House,  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  future  effect  of 
the  Eesolution  if  it  were  once  adopted  by 
the  House.  They  were  told  that  no 
Speaker  dare  make  use  of  it  in  the 
future,  unless  it  was  very  certain  that  it 
was  the  evident  wish  of  the  House.  It  had 
been  frequently  said  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
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opposite  that  they  did  not  like  it,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  that  it  was  perifectly 
safe  to  support  it,  because  it  would  sel- 
dom, if  ever,  be  put  into  operation.  If 
that  were  really  so,  why  should  the 
House  be  called  upon  to  pass  an  ob- 
noxious Besolution  that  would  seldom, 
or  never,  be  used  ?  He  admitted  the 
difficult  position  in  which  the  House  was 
placed  in  reference  to  the  progress  of 
Public  Business ;  but  why,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  were  they  to  make  so 
vast  a  revolution  in  their  Procedure  for 
so  miserable  an  object?  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  application  of  the  Rule,  he 
thought  the  present  Session  offered  a 
case  in  point.  Supposing,  in  the  future, 
that  a  Government  should  be  as  unfortu- 
nate in  the  management  and  control  of 
its  Business  as  the  present  Government 
had  been,  would  they  tell  him  that  the 
Leader  of  the  Government  would  not  be 
tempted  to  make  use  of  this  Bule,  in 
order  to  enable  him  to  make  up  for  lost 
time?  Any  assertion  to  the  contrary 
was  rather  too  much  for  any  person  who 
had  any  knowledge  whatever  of  human 
nature  to  believe.  There  was  this  fur- 
ther question  he  wished  to  ask  in  refer- 
ence to  the  application  of  the  Bule  in 
regard  to  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
He  thought  the  Bule  as  regarded  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  would  be 
most  unfair  and  unjust  to  the  occu- 
pant of  that  Office.  The  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  these  days  was  never  con- 
sidered, when  in  the  Chair,  in  the  light 
of  a  partizan ;  but  this  Bule  would,  un- 
doubtedly, make  him  one.  Of  course, 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  would  be- 
long to  the  political  Party  coming  into 
power,  and  would  be  appointed  by  the 
Government  of  the  day.  He  wouldi 
therefore,  in  the  future,  be  placed  in  a 
most  unfair  and  undignified  position. 
Look  at  the  relationship  between  a  Mi- 
nister in  charge  of  a  Bill  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees.  His  experience  of 
a  Minister  in  charge  of  a  Bill  was  that 
there  was  no  more  dangerous  a  creature 
to  meet  towards  the  end  of  July.  Each 
Minister,  of  course,  believed  in  this  effort 
of  his  creation — perhaps  it  was  the  em- 
bodiment of  some  crotchet  of  his  earlier 
years,  or  some  dream  of  his  early  life. 
Accordingly,  he  believed  that  nothing 
could  save  him,  that  nothing  oould  save 
his  Department,  and  that  nothing  ooold 
save  his  Party,  or  the  countnr,  except 
that  his  Bill  should  become  law.    (^ 
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iliat  one  point  he  became  dangerous  to 
approach.  Well,  what  would  happen 
imaer  the  New  Rule  ?  Towards  the  end 
of  July  the  Bill  would  get  into  Com- 
mittee, and  some  clause  of  it  would  get 
into  one  of  those  difficult  tangles  from 
which  it  was  so  difficult  to  extricate  it, 
and  which  only  too  often  happened  to  a 
Bill  in  Committee.  Time  would  be 
waning,  and  the  last  days  of  the  Ses- 
sion rapidly  approaching.  What  an  enor- 
mous temptation  there  would  be,  in  such 
a  state  of  circumstances,  for  the  Mi- 
nister to  go  to  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees and  say — "  To-night  is  the  last 
chance  for  the  passing  of  my  Bill.  If  this 
dause  is  not  passed  to-night,  the  pressure 
the  Government  Business  is  such  that  of 
I  shall  be  compelled  to  drop  it,  and, 
therefore,  I  insist  upon  your  marking  an 
endeavour  to  close  the  debate  to-night." 
This  was  not  only  possible,  but  the 
House  would  very  probably  find  that 
it  would  happen  in  case  of  the  eld- 
iure  being  adopted.  He  said  this 
with  some  knowledge  of  the  pres- 
sure put  on  by  Conservative  Minis- 
ters, and  it  was  very  easy  for  the 
House  to  judge  what  might  happen  if 
such  a  Bule  existed,  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ceased  their  pre- 
sent method  of  conducting  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  and  really  endea- 
voured to  press  their  measures  through. 
It  was  said  that  the  Conservative  Party 
did  not  care  for  this  Besolution,  because 
they  were  all  in  favour  of  Obstruction, 
and  did  not  wish  to  advance  legislation. 
He  wished  to  enter  an  emphatic  protest 
against  such  an  assertion.  What  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  objected  to  was,  that 
out  of  a  scheme  which  the  Qovemment 
put  forward,  containing  12  proposals, 
this  particular  one  should  be  singled 
out  in  this  prominent  manner ;  that  they 
should  be  told  not  to  consider  the  scheme 
as  a  whole,  but  only  one  proposal,  and 
then  that  the  Government  would  resign 
if  they  failed  to  obtain  the  support  of 
the  House  in  carrying  it.  In  point  of 
fact,  the  House  was  told  that  if  it  did 
not  support  Her  Majesty's  Government 
upon  one-twelfth  of  their  proposal, 
Ministers  were  prepared  to  resign  Office. 
He,  for  one,  was  prepared  to  give  his 
support  to  the  remaining  Hesolutions, 
and  he  would  do  so  because  they  struck 
a  blow  at  obvious  blots  in  the  Procedure 
and  oondoot  of  the  Business  of  the 
House.     Therefore,  he  asked  that,  in 


common  fairness  and  justice,  the  House 
should  be  asked  to  discuss  these  reme- 
dies first,  and  that  the  proposals  which 
did  meet  acknowledged  difficulties  should 
be  considered,  before  they  were  asked  to 
make  the  revolutionary  change  in  their 
Procedure  which  was  involved  in  the  1st 
Besolution.  In  regard  to  the  practice 
of  foreign  countries,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  quite  fair  for  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  be  continually  quoting  the  use 
of  the  oUture  in  Legislative  Assemblies 
abroad,  and  in  ignoring  the  language 
used,  and  the  scenes  produced,  in  such 
foreign  Assemblies  on  account  of  the 
introduction  of  tho  system.  Then, 
in  reply  to  the  taunt  that  those  who 
opposed  the  Besolution  had  no  prac- 
tical remedy  of  their  own  to  suggest,  he 
would  point  out  that  there  were  very 
good  practical  remedies  to  be  found  in 
the  Hesolutions  which  followed.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  longer.  He 
should  not  have  risen  at  all  at  so  late 
an  hour  if  the  subject  had  not  been  one 
on  which  he  naturally  felt  very  strongly. 
He  also  felt  most  strongly  that  Hor 
Majesty's  Government  were  asking  too 
much  from  the  House  in  calling  upon 
them  to  accept  this  proposal.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  was  one  which  involved 
great  danger  to  the  future  of  the  House 
of  Commons ;  and  that  it,  further,  called 
upon  the  House  to  make  enormous 
sacrifices  without  any  corresponding  ad- 
vantage or  gain  to  the  country.  He 
believed  that  it  would  not  strike  at  the 
root  of  the  difficulties  from  which  the 
House  was  suffering ;  he  believed,  also, 
that  it  was  a  proposal  which  could 
never  be  popular  in  the  House  or  the 
country.  It  was  a  proposal  which  in- 
volved grave  difficulties  in  the  future, 
because  it  would  always  insure  in  tho 
House  the  existence  of  an  irritated  mi- 
nority. It  was  only  those  who  had  been 
connected  with  the  inner  working  of 
that  Assembly  who  knew  how  difficult 
it  was  to  guide  its  delicate  and  intri- 
cate machinery ;  how  dangerous  it  was 
to  disturb  it ;  and  how  easy  it  was 
by  to  heavy  a  pressure  to  break  it  up 
altogether.  They  had  heard  many 
speeches  in  reference  to  the  proposal, 
most  of  which  treated  it  from  a  different 
point  of  view  ;  but  he  believed  that  tho 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  very  much  indicated  tho  policy 
they  were  likely  to  expect  if  the  pro- 
posal were  adopted.     In  regard  to  the 
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future  of  the  debate— as  to  what  was  to 
happen  to  this  Reeolution — he  knew  no- 
thing. They  had  been  told  that  great 
pressure  was  being  put  upon  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  carry  the  Resolution. 
They  had  had  the  old  bogey  of  a  Dis- 
solution trotted  out  to  lighten  hon. 
Members  oppoeite ;  but  he  himself  be- 
lieved in  notoing  of  the  kind.  He  was 
quite  certain  of  this,  that  if  the  Beso- 
lution  were  carried  it  would  not  be  car- 
ried by  a  mechanical  majority — that  was, 
if  a  mechanical  majority  meant  some- 
thing that  moved  smoothly  and  easily  and 
without  undue  preasure.  N^or  did  he 
believe  that  the  Eosolution,  if  carried, 
would  be  of  much  assistance  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  either  as  regarded 
the  present  conduct  of  E*ublic  Business  or 
as  to  the  future.  He  believed  honestly 
that  it  would  place  the  House  in  very 
serious  difficulties.  It  might  be  that  Ker 
Majesty's  Government  would  press  the 
Besolution  to  the  bitter  end ;  and,  if 
they  did,  he  was  sure  of  this — that  if, 
against  the  wishes  of  a  considerable 
minority,  they  brought  it  into  operation, 
if  there  was  one  shred  of  meaning  in  the 
name,  never  again  could  the  Farty  oppo- 
site be  oalledthe  "  Liberal  Party."  Wish- 
ing as  well  of  the  future  of  that  Assembly 
as  any  hon.  Member  opposite,  as  fond 
of  the  Assembly  and  of  its  good  guid- 
ance as  any  of  them,  yet  he  still  thought 
their  pathway  lay  clear  and  distinct  be- 
fore them,  and  that  it  was  to  resist  to 
the  very  utmost  the  dangers  of  the  Re- 
solution, in  spite  of  this  false  and  con- 
t'ured-up  crisis.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
lelieved  that  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment carried  the  Resolution,  the  only 
effect  would  be  to  inflict  a  grievous 
injury  upon  the  Liberal  Party,  and  en- 
tail something  like  disaster  upon  the  best 
and  freest  Institution  of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 
(Jfr.  John  Bright.) 

Mb.  sexton  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  Question  of  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  Debate.  It  appeared  that 
an  announcement  had  been  made  to  the 
effect  that  an  understanding  had  been 
arrived  at  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Uiuister  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
that  the  division  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  to  the  Beaolu- 
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tion  of  the  Gtovemment  should  be  taken 
on  Thursday  next.  Now,  he  had  just 
received  a  telegram  which,  vith   the 

fermission  of  the  House,  he  would  read. 
t  was  addressed  to  him  bj  the  im- 
prisoned Members  tor  Oork,  l^pperaty, 
and  Roscommon,  and  was  as  foUowB:— 


the  diviooo  on  Mr,  Marriott's  Amsndment,  aod 
andertaking  to  refrain  from  any  actioii  in  KDj 
other  political  matter  during  oaf  abMmoe  from 
prison,  and  after  the  division  to  ratnm  to  Iie- 
Wd  and  anrrendar  onrBelves  to  the  Lonl  liea- 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  question  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  has  no  relevancy 
whatever  to  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  SKXTON  said,  he  was  not  pro- 
ceeding with  the  debate,  but  only  wished 
to  point  out  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was 
undesirable  that  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment should  be  carried  until  it  was 
known  whether  those  Members  of  the 
House  who  were  now  in  prison  would 
be  present  at  the  division  on  Thursday 
nest. 

Mr.  speaker  ;  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  is  not  compe> 
tent  to  him  to  bring;  a  matter  of  that 
kind  before  the  House  on  a  Question  of 
Adjournment. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  if  it  would  not 
be  within  the  right  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  to  inquire  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  they,  in 
oonjunotion  with  the  ocoupanta  of  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  intended  to 
force  on  the  division  on  the  Ist  Beeolu- 
tion  next  Thursday  night?  If  that  were 
the  case,  Irish  Members  might  be  drawn 
into  the  agreement,  provided  the  "  sua- 
pecta"  who  were  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment were  permitted  to  attend. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  already  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  that 
the  question  is  one  which  cannot  now  he 
discussed. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  wished,  in  that 
case,  to  know  what  question  oonld  be 
discussed  7  If  he  remembered  rightly, 
Mr.  Speaker  had,  in  reply  to  a  Question 
on  a  previous  occasion,  informed  the 
House  that  he  was  wholly  at  a  loaa  to 
say  what  might  not  be  disouaaed  upon  a 
Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  referring  to  a  substantive  Motion 
for  Adjournment.    This  ie  a  Motion  foz 
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the  adjoununent  of  a  debate  upon  a 
Qneetioii  before  the  House,  and  any 
diBWiBftion  upon  that  Motion  ahould  be 
relevant  to  the  Main  Question  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  ABTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  in 
the  course  of  the  few  remarks  he  had  to 
make,  he  should  confine  himself  entirely 
to  the  Question  of  the  Adjournment  of 
the  Debate.  It  occurred  to  him,  first,  to 
inquire  of  what  use  it  was  to  adjourn 
the  debate  ?  As  far  as  he  could  judge, 
there  was  no  possible  object  to  be  gained 
by  continuing  the  discussion  after  the 
present  Sitting.  It  was  well  known  that 
the  ddture  was  already  practically  in 
force,  and  that  many  measures  which 
might  have  been  brought  forward  had 
been  obstructed  by  the  Government 
themselves.  Moreover,  they  had  behind 
them  a  mechanical  majority  which  would 
enable  them  to  carry  their  Besolution  on 
division  next  Thursday.  But  the  cha- 
racter of  that  division  was,  at  the  present 
moment,  a  matter  of  interesting  specula- 
tion. It  might  depend  upon  a  small 
number  of  votes,  and  he  and  his  hon. 
Friends  believed  it  would  depend  very 
much  on  the  presence  of  the  three  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  who  were  under  de- 
tention at  Kilmainham. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  already  in- 
formed an  hon.  Member  that  that  ques- 
tion is  not  relevant  to  the  Main  Question 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  0'C9NN0R  said,  he 
had  no  intention  of  discussing  the  de- 
tention of  the  hon.  Members  in  Kilmain- 
ham. He  was  pointing  out  that  the 
division  on  Thursday  next  was  likely 
to  be  a  very  close  one,  and  that  the 
absence  of  the  three  Members  might 
have  a  material  effect  upon  it.  He 
thought  he  should  be  in  Order  in  making 
the  observation  that  at  present  the  House 
was  not  complete,  and,  as  matters  now 
stood,  was  not  likely  to  be  complete  on 
Thursday  night. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
disregards  my  ruling  I  shall  be  obliged 
to  t&ke  notice 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  not  the  least  intention  of  disregard- 
ing the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  He  said  if 
the  House  was  not  to  be  more  complete 
on  Thursday  next  than  it  was  at  present, 
he  saw  no  reason  whatever  why  the  de- 
bate should  be  adjourned.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be 
iost  as  well  to  continue  the  discusaion 


now,  however  long  the  House  might 
have  to  sit,  in  order  to  allow  all  those 
Members  to  do  so  who  wished  to  lay 
their  views  upon  the  question  of  the 
el6tur$  before  the  House.  The  views 
of  a  large  number  of  hon.  Members 
having  been  already  propounded,  it 
occurred  to  him  that  there  was  not  much 
more  remaining  to  be  said  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  why  they  should  be  asked  to 
adjourn  the  debate  at  an  hour  which, 
compared  with  the  time  until  which  they 
were  accustomed  to  sit  was  compara- 
tively early,  he  could  not  understand.  If 
the  debate  could  be  finished  on  Thurs- 
day, it  could,  with  equal  ease,  be 
brought  to  an  end  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, without  the  House  having  to  sit 
any  longer  than  they  were  obliged  to 
do  last  Friday,  when  the  Government 
were  desirous  of  obtaining  a  Vote  in 
Supply.  If,  therefore,  by  sitting  until 
4  o  clock  that  morning,  the  discussion 
could  be  finished,  he  could  see  no  reason- 
able ground  on  which  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  could  be  acceded 
to.  Again,  although  the  advantages  to 
be  gained  by  adjourning  the  debate 
were  not  patent,  the  disadvantages  were 
very  clear.  They  were  approaching 
the  Easter  Recess,  and  the  arrears  of 
work  were  accumulating.  Therefore, 
he  said,  if  the  discussion  could  be 
brought  to  an  end  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, Thursday  night  could  be  devoted 
to  some  useful  purpose.  For  instance, 
there  were  some  very  important  Esti- 
mates to  be  dealt  with;  and  if  his  sugges- 
tion were  adopted,  an  opportunity  might 
be  afforded  of  discussing  some  of  the 
many  Votes  which,  in  consequence  of 
the  action  of  the  Government  during 
the  present  Session,  the  House  had 
already  been  asked  to  pass  as  a  matter 
of  course  and  without  any  discussion 
whatever.  The  Prime  Minister  himself 
had  over  and  over  again  expressed  his 
sense  of  the  inadequate  amount  of  criti- 
cism to  which  the  Estimates  had  of  late 
years  been  subjected.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  the  debate  should 
be  continued,  and  that  Thursday  night 
should  be  devoted  to  some  of  the  im- 
mense arrears  of  work  which  had  accu- 
mulated in  consequence  of  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  if  the  Iiish 
Party  were  not  to  be  treated  with  fair 
play  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  he 
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certainly  thought  it  would  be  just  as  ! 
well  to  take  the  diyision  on  the  eldture 

?uestion  that  night  as  at  any  other  time, 
it  did  not  seem  to  bo  part  of  the  policy 
of  the  Government  to  allow  the  views  of 
the  whole  House  to  be  consulted ;  but  if 
there  was  to  be  a  continuation  of  the 
debate,  he  thought  they  were  entitled  to 
an  assurance  that  more  space  than  a 
single  Sitting  should  be  devoted  to  it. 
It  was  quite  patent  to  all  the  Members 
of  the  Irish  Party  that  the  whole  of  the 
discussion  upon  the  present  Motion, 
from  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister 
down  to  the  last  speech  that  had  been 
delivered,  had  turned  upon  the  alleged 
misconduct  of  the  Irish  Party,  who  had 
been  made  targets  for  every  kind  of  ob- 
servation proceeding  from  both  sides  of 
the  House.  Notwithstanding  this,  the 
best  hours  of  the  day,  and,  indeed,  every 
moment  which  could  be  regarded  as  a 
fair  opportunity  for  explaining  the  Irish 
case,  had  been  most  ungenerously  occu- 
pied by  English  Members.  There  did 
not  appear  to  have  been  the  slightest 
disposition  on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
give  the  Irish  Party  fair  play  in  this 
matter.  He  repeated,  that  every  hour  of 
the  debate  most  suitable  for  the  exposi- 
tion of  the  Irish  case  had  been  monopo- 
lized by  the  Leaders  of  the  English 
Parties.  And  now  the  debate  next 
Thursday,  the  closing  day,  as  they 
were  told  it  would  be,  of  the  discussion 
was  to  be  opened  with  all  the  force  and 
power  which  they  were  entitled  to  expect 
&om  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  and 
who  would,  doubtless,  regale  the  House 
with  a  further  brilliant  exposition  of  the 
defects  of  the  Irish  Party.  He  did  not 
know  what  other  great  guns  of  Liberalism 
would  follow  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy ; 
but  it  was  evident  that  an  agpreement  had 
been  entered  into  between  the  two  poli- 
tical Parties  to  deny  a  fair  hearing  to 
those  who  were  bearing  the  brunt  of 
this  matter,  and  that  the  House  was 
about  to  be  hurried  into  a  vote  with  re- 
ference to  the  alleged  transgressions  of 
the  Irish  Party  without  their  being 
afforded  any  fair  opportunity  of  replying 
to  the  monstrous  misconceptions  of  their 
conduct  and  policy  which  had  been 
ventilated  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion. If  this  treatment  was  an  earnest 
of  what  was  in  store  for  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers it  would  certainly  be  resisted,  al- 
though, in  the  end,  they  might  be  over- 

Mr.  O'Donnell 


borne  by  numbers.  But  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  parties  in  this  eonfederacv 
would  not  gain  by  the  manner  in  whi(m 
they  were  dealing  with  the  Irish  nation ; 
and  unless  Irish  Members  received  an 
assurance  that  a  fair  opportunity  would 
be  given  to  the  Irish  Party,  berore  this 
most  important  discussion  came  to  an 
end,  of  meeting  the  extraordinary  mis- 
representations and  misconceptionswhich 
had  been  floated  with  regard  to  them, 
they  would  feel  it  their  duty  not  only  to 
divide  the  House  on  the  present  Motion, 
but  when  the  subject  next  came  forward 
they  would  make  use  of  all  the  Forms 
of  the  House  in  order  to  obtain  an  op- 
portunity for  fair  discussion.  In  con- 
clusion, he  begged  to  assure  Members 
sitting  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
the  Irish  Party  could  afford  to  regard 
the  eldturs  with  vastly  more  indifference 
than  any  other  Party. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
thought  that  some  of  the  observations 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Don- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  were  not  quite 
warranted.  He  believed  that  the  ]rarty 
really  interested  in  this  case  was  the 
Conservative,  and  not  the  Irish  Party. 
He  would  endeavour  to  make  this  clear 
without  going  into  the  subject  at  any 
great  length.  He  ventured  to  say  that 
his  hon.  Friend,  if  he  would  consider 
the  matter  dispassionately,  would  find 
that  this  question  was  not  one  in  which 
the  Irish  Party  were  interested,  exoept 
in  the  abstract,  and  it  was  only  because 
they  were  not  immediately  interested  in 
it,  that  he  addressed  the  House  at  all  on 
the  Question  of  Adjournment.  If  the 
Bule  were  intended — as  it  purported  to 
be — for  putting  an  end  to  the  Obstruc- 
tion which  had  obtained  in  that  House, 
nothing  could  be  more  imbecile  and 
inefficient  for  that  purpose.  Because, 
whilst  it  would  be  utterly  ineffectual 
unless  there  were  200  Members  to  put 
down  40  Members,  201  Members  could 
put  down  200  Members.  He  ohailenged 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ChanceDor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  when  he 
rose  on  Thursday  next  to  continue  this 
debate,  to  produce  a  single  parallel  for 
such  legislation  as  was  contemplated  by 
the  1st  Besolution.  Again,  the  insin- 
ceritv  of  the  Bule  was  apparent  from 
the  fact  that,  while  Mr.  SpeiJEer  was  to 
decide  that  the  sense  of  the  House  was 
against  the  continuance  of  debate,  he 
would  be  sustained  in  that  if  201  Mem- 
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bers  Toted  for  the  Motion  against  200 
Members.  It  was  impossible,  tlierefore, 
to  reconcile  the  Bule  with  any  intention 
of  applying  it  to  the  Irish  Party ;  and 
its  oDTione  intention  was  to  stop  the 
months  of  the  Toiy  Party  when  some 
great  measures  were  being  carried 
through  the  House. 

Mb.  HEATjY  said,  he  considered  the 
debate  ought  now  to  be  adjourned.  It 
was  desirable  that  the  Government 
should  now  be  told  that  it  was  very  un- 
likely that  they  would  be  able  to  come 
to  a  decision  on  Thursday.  The  Govern- 
ment could  not  expect  that  they  would 
be  allowed  to  go  to  a  division  on  a 
matter  which  so  vitally  interested  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland,  until  a  reasonable 
proportion  of  those  Members  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  speaking.  He  did 
not  think  there  was  any  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  Members  to  prolong 
the  debate  unduly ;  but  he  would  sug- 
gest to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
it  would  be  unreasonable  in  them  to 
bring  down  their  Supporters  on  Thurs- 
day night  for  the  division,  unless  it  was 
seen  Uiat  there  was  such  an  absence  of 
deure  to  speak  on  the  part  of  other 
Members  as  to  give  the  Irish  Members 
a  fair  share  in  the  matter.  It  had  been 
said,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  that  it 
would  be  a  good  thing  if  the  discussion 
went  on  until  the  Government  had  con- 
sidered the  arguments  in  favour  of  re- 
leasing the  imprisoned  Irish  Members — 
in  fact,  until  the  Irish  Members  were 
let  out.  

Mr.  speaker  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  is  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned." 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  was  not  in  the 
House  when  the  observations  to  which 
he  had  referred  were  made,  and  when 
some  decision  was  given  upon  them. 
He  only  understood  from  hearsay  what 
had  taken  place.  As  he  was  not  in 
Order,  he  regretted  that  he  had  been 
betrayed  into  mentioning  the  subject. 
All  he  would  say  was,  that  until  the 
Irish  Party  were  able  to  bring  before 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  argu- 
ments they  desired  to  offer  on  the  very 
important  subjects  which  had  engaged, 
the  attention  of  the  House,  it  would  be 
undesirable  to  attempt  to  come  to  a  de- 
cision. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  assent  to  the 
Adjournment^  in'the  full  expectation  that 


we  shall  come  to  a  decision  on  Thursday. 
I  do  not  say  I  expect  the  division  to  be 
taken  on  Thursday  because  of  any  com- 
pact between  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  and 
myself,  for  we  have  no  actual  power  to 
arrange  for  the  closing  of  the  debate ; 
but  I  say  it  for  the  reason  that,  as  far  as 
we  can  gather,  it  appears  to  be  the 
general  impression  on  all  sides  that  the 
discussion  should  terminate  on  that  day. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate /Kr^A^r  adjourned  till  Thursday. 


MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  BILL. 

{Mr.  Hibbertf  Secretary  Sir  William  Saroourt.) 

[bill   61.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  that,  although 
there  was  a  blocking  Notice  against 
going  into  Committee  on  this  Bill,  be 
mou^ht  he  should  be  in  Order  in  moving 
that  Mr.  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  in 
order  to  commit  the  measure  proformd, 
and  have  Amendments  printed  in  it. 
He  wished  to  have  the  ^ill  reprinted, 
and  so  save  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (i/r.  Mibbert.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  Is  this  Committee  on 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  It  is. 

Mr.  CALLAN:  I  beg  to  call  your 
attention  to  the  front  page  of  the  Notice 
Paper.  There  is  a  blocking  Motion 
against  this  Committee. 

Mb.  HIBBERT:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  allow  me  to  explain.  I 
said  I  wished  the  Bill  committed  pro 
formd  for  the  purpose  of  having  it 
reprinted.  The  blocking  Notice  will 
hold  good  when  the  Bill  stands  for  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  should  be 
sorry  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 
courteous  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  He  only  wished  the  hon. 
Member's  example  of  courtesy  was  fol- 
lowed by  all  other  occupants  of  the 
Front  Benches.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  only 
rose  as  a  matter  of  Order  to  ask  whe- 
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ther  it  was  competent  for  such  a  Motion 
as  this  to  be  made  with  a  blocking 
Notice  on  the  Paper  ? 

The  chairman  :  It  is  strictiy  in 
accordance  with  the  ordinary  practice  of 
the  House  where  the  intention  is  simply 
to  print  Amendments.  The  block  will 
stand  good  against  the  next  Committee 
stage. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  raised  this  question  the  other 
night.  An  hon.  Member  had  a  Begis- 
tration  Bill  down,  and  he  took  off  his 
hat  when  the  Order  was  called  on  mov- 
ing '*  That  it  be  now  considered."  The 
Motion  was  objected  to,  and  Mr.  Speaker 
ruled  that,  as  there  was  a  blocking  No- 
tice against  the  measure,  it  could  not  be 
proceeded  with.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  would 
ask  of  what  use  was  this  blocking  Bule, 
if  Members  of  the  GoTemment  were  to 
be  allowed  to  play  fast  and  loose  with 
it? 

The  chairman  :  If  there  was  any 
question  to  be  raised,  the  hon.  Member 
should  have  raised  it  when  Mr.  Speaker 
was  leaving  the  Chair.  But  there  was 
no  question  to  be  raised,  because  it  is 
the  rule  to  go  into  Committee  on  a  Bill 
proformd,  notwithstanding  that  there  is 
a  blocking  Notice  down. 

Mr.  healy  said,  as  a  point  of 
Order,  he  would  point  out  that  no  one 
could  possibly  have  known  what  was 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert). 

Mb.  HIBBERT :  I  stated  openly  that 
I  wished  the  House  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill,  in  order  merely  to 
have  certain  Amendments  printed  in  the 
measure.  The  arrangement  proposed 
was  for  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
and  the  block  will  still  hold  good.  I 
should  explain  that  before  I  made  the 
Motion  I  was  told  both  by  the  Speaker 
and  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  that  I 
should  be  perfectly  in  Order. 

^iU  reported;  ix)  he  printed,  as  amended 
[Bill  113];  re-committed  for  Monday 
next. 

House  resumed, 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  wished  to  call 
Mr.  Speaker's  attention  to  a  point  of 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
had  moved  to  go  into  Committee  on  a 
Bill  against  which  there  was  a  blocking 
Notice  on  the  Paper;  and  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  wished  to  ask  whether  it  was 

Mr.CdOan 


competent  for  the  hon.  Member,  under 
such  circumstances,  to  persevere  with 
his  Motion.  The  block  was  to  prevent 
Mr.  Speaker  from  leaving  the  Chair, 
and  he  should  like  to  ask  where  hon. 
Members  could  find  directions  on  this 
point  in  previous  Rulings  or  in  any 
work  on  the  Practice  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  call  an  said,  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  had  stated,  as  his  excuse 
for  allowing  the  Committee  to  go  on, 
that  the  proper  time  for  objecting  to 
the  stage  being  taken  was  not  in  (>)m- 
mittee,  but  when  the  Motion  was  made 
to  get  Mr.  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  had  said 
that  before  he  made  the  Motion  he  had 
consulted  him  (Mr.  Speaker)  and  the 
Chairman  of  Committees.  He  TMr. 
Callan)  wished,  therefore,  to  know  now 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  could  ex- 
plain his  statement  that  the  proper  time 
to  object  was  when  the  Motion  was 
made  for  Mr.  Speaker  to  leave  the 
Chair  ?  If  the  hon.  Member  had  con- 
sulted Mr.  Speaker  and  the  Chairman 
of  Committees 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFATR :  The  hon. 
Member  said,  "  Mr.  Speaker  and  the 
Clerks  at  the  Table." 

Mb.  callan  said,  he  wished,  then, 
to  know  who  was  right?  Was  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  right  in  his 
opinion  that  the  proper  time  to  o^ect 
was  when  the  Motion  was  made  "  G^iat 
Mr.  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair  ?  "  The 
Chairman  of  Committees  had  expressed 
that  opinion  in  such  a  manner  as  to  lead 
to  the  inference  that  if  objection  had 
been  made  at  the  proper  time,  it  would 
have  been  fatal  to  the  Motion  to  commit 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  has  been  repeatedly 
ruled  upon  on  former  occasions.  When 
a  Memoer  in  charge  of  a  Bill  has  de- 
sired to  commit  that  Bill  pro  formdf  to 
have  it  reprinted,  it  has  been  decided 
that  there  is  no  objection  to  that  Motion 
by  reason  of  the  Rule  with  regard  to 
Opposed  Business,  because  the  Bill  is 
again  placed  for  Committee,  and  the 
block  stands  against  that  stage.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  proper  time  to 
raise  this  question  would  have  been  on 
the  Motion  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair."  If  it  had  been  raised  theo, 
I  should  have  ruled  as  I  do  now,  and  as 
I  have  done  on  other  occasions,  that  the 
objection  cannot  be  maintained. 
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would  understand  the  objection  he  had 
brought  forward.  He  knew  that  the 
matter  was  a  technical  and  difficult  one ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  what  he  had 
stated  would  be  the  effect  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  therefore  hoped  his  Amendment 
would  be  accepted. 


BILLS  OP  SALE  ACT  (1878)  AMENDMENT 

BrLL.--[BiLL  108.] 

{Mr,  Monky  Mr,  Serjeant  Simon,) 

CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered, 

Mn.  WHITLEY  said,  he  had  to  move 
an  Amendment  which  was  a  very  im- 
portant one,  and  one  to  which  he  hoped 
the  hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  would  agree.   The  Bill 
proposed  that  where  a  bill  of  sale  was 
registered  and  the  owner  of  the  property 
was  not  bankrupt  within  12  months  of 
that  registration  the  bill  of  sale  should 
hold    good.      He    wished    to    amend 
Clause  17,  which  destroyed  a  great  part 
of  the  usefulness  of  the  measure  and 
would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  litigation, 
putting  commercial  bodies  to  great  ex- 
pense. What  was  really  the  way  in  which 
it  would  act?  Large  sums  of  money  were 
adyanoed  on  machinery.     Bills  of  sale 
were  a  security.     They  were  registered, 
the  creditors  hiEiTing  notice  of  them.    To 
his  knowledge,  very  large  amounts  were 
lent  by  persons  in  Liverpool  to  spinners 
and  manufEUiturers  on  the  security  of 
tiiese  bills;  but    if  this  clause  passed 
in  the  way  proposed  by  the  Attorney 
General,  all  such  bills  of  sale  might  be 
absolutcdy    void.      Tet,    at    the    same 
time,  it  appeared,  on  the  fac^  of  the 
Bill,  that  idl   bills   of  sale  registered 
12    months    before   bankruptcy  would 
be  valid.      He  thought  he  was   right 
in  saying  that  if  the  Bill  passed  as  it 
was  proposed  by  the  Attorney  General, 
bills  of  sale   executed  by  non- traders 
would  be  legal,  but  those  executed  by  a 
spinner  or  other  manufacturer  would  be 
bad.     That  would  be  undesirable.     It 
would  be  better  to  at  once  abolish  all 
bills  of  sale,  and  say  that  no  security 
should  be  allowed  for  personal  property, 
than  to  pass  an  Act  wldch  professed,  on 
the  face  of  it,  only  to  legalize  those  bills 
of  sale  which  affected  non-traders,  who 
were  a  decimal   portion  of   the  com- 
munity, and  make  those  affecting  traders 
illegal.     That  was  a  very  serious  diffi- 
culty indeed.  In  regard  to  the  objection 
that  his  proposal   would  involve  that 
which  was  formerly  the  mode  by  which 
creditors  were  deceived,  he  contended 
that  legalizing  these  bills  of  sale  and 
giving  notice  to  the  creditors  was  the 
bigitimate    mode   of   making    a    good 
security.  He  earnestly  hoped  the  House 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  to 
leave  out  Clause  17,  and  insert  the  fol- 
lowing Clause : — 

(Repeal  of  seotions  eight  and  twenty  of 
principal  Act.) 

"  The  eighth  Bection  of  the  principal  Act  is 
hereby  repealed,  and  the  twentieth  section  of 
the  principal  Act,  and  all  other  enactments 
contained  in  that  Act,  so  far  as  the  same  are  in- 
consistent with  this  Act,  are  hereby  repealed, 
but  this  section  shaU  not  affect  the  validity  of 
anything  done  or  suffered  under  the  principal 
Act  before  the  commencement  of  this  Act." — 
{Mr,  Whitley.) 

Clause  hrought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  Jambs)  said,  he  was  sure  it  was 
his  own  fault  entirely,  but  he  did  not 
understand  what  the  hon.  Member  had 
endeavoured  to  convey  to  the  House. 
The  clause  in  the  Bill  proposed  to  modify 
the  Act  of  1878.  Before  that  Act  was 
passed,  if  any  property  was  found,  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  true  owner,  in  the 
possession  of  a  person  who  was  a  trader, 
and  who  became  a  bankrupt,  the  pro- 
perty would  pass  to  the  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy under  the  Order  and  Disposition 
Clause.  In  1878,  all  bills  of  sale  were 
taken  out  of  that  Order  and  Disposition 
Clause,  and  the  result  was  the  multipli- 
cation of  bills  of  sale.  It  was  thought 
desirable  not  to  go  back  to  the  old  law, 
but,  by  the  13th  dause,  to  take  a  middle 
course,  and  to  say  that  if  a  bill  of  sale 
should  be  made  within  1 2  months — that 
might  be  in  anticipation  of  bankruptcy — 
the  Order  and  Disposition  Clause  should 
apply ,  and  the  creditors  should  obtain  the 
benefit  of  the  goods,  as  against  the  bill 
of  sale.  The  matter  was  discussed  by  a 
Select  Committee,  and  it  was  thought 
this  was  taking  a  moderate  and  middle 
course,  and  therefore  a  safe  course ; 
and,  he  must  say,  he  did  not  understand 
what  the  hon.  Member's  objection  to  it 
was.  An  objection  might  arise,  not 
upon  the  construction  of  the  Bill,  but  in 
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this  way — that  if  they  passed  the  Bill 
iu  this  shape,  money-lenders  would  en- 
deavour to  defeat  its  operation,  and, 
instead  of  taking  bills  of  sale  at  all, 
would  make  agreements  of  absolute  sale 
from  the  borrowers  to  them,  and  then 
let  the  property  back  again  to  the 
borrowers.  This  would  not  be  a  bill  of 
sale,  but  a  purchase  of  the  property. 
They  would  have  to  consider,  when  the 
question  of  Bankruptcy  came  before 
tiiem,  whether  they  ought  not  to  strike 
out  "  non-trader."  To  make  the  Order 
and  Disposition  Clause  apply  to  non- 
traders,  as  well  as  to  traders,  was  a  matter 
for  consideration.  In  the  meantime,  it  was 
now  proposed  that  there  should  be  no 
bill  of  sale  under  £50,  and  the  result, 
in  99  out  of  100  cases,  would  be  that 
the  person  giving  the  bill  of  sale  would 
probably  be  a  trader,  and  then  the  Order 
and  Disposition  Clause  woiild  apply,  and 
thus  everyone  who  was  a  trader  would 
be  safe  by  this  Section  13.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  adhere  to  the  proposi- 
tion, for  it  had  been  fully  consiaerod. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  hoped  that,  after 
what  the  Attorney  General  had  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whit- 
ley) would  withdraw  his  proposed  clause, 
more  especially  as  the  Attorney  General 
had  said  that  in  the  Bankruptcy  Bill 
which  would  shortly  come  before  the 
House,  he  would  endeavour  to  deal  with 
the  difficulty.  He  himself  must  oppose 
the  clause. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  thought  this 
was  a  point  of  great  importance.  He  did 
not  admit  that  this  Bill  had  been  pro- 
moted by  traders  or  commercial  com- 
munities; he  believed  it  was  promoted 
by  Chambers  of  Commerce ;  but  nothing 
could  be  more  mischievous.  The  matter 
was  raised  in  1878,  and  the  difficulty  sur- 
rounding the  question  of  bills  of  sale 
was  then  fully  considered.  It  was  then 
pointed  out  that  bills  of  sale,  in  the  in- 
terest of  commercial  communities,  ought 
to  be  real  securities,  or  be  abolished 
altogether.  If  the  latter  were  done,  well 
and  good ;  but  if  bills  of  sale  were  al- 
lowed and  tolerated  and  legalized,  they 
ought  to  be  surrounded  with  such  con- 
ditions that  persons  advancing  money 
should  know  how  they  stood.  Bills  of 
Bale  could  be  nothing  but  traps  for  the 
mercantile  communi^  unless  this  was 
done.  He  could  weU  understand  that 
the  Gk)Vemment  were  not  willing  to  con- 
sent to  the  entire  abolition  of  bills  of 
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sale ;  but  they  should  say  that  any  per- 
son giving  a  bill  of  sale  should  show  such 
indications  of  solvency  that  a  bill  should 
not  be  followed  against  him.  If  it  was  for 
a  period  during  which  an  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy would  run,  then  it  should  be  void; 
and  if  there  was  a  provision  that  any 
bill  of  sale  given  between  acts  of  bank- 
ruptcy could  be  taken  advantage  of  in 
six  months,  people  would  know  where 
they  were.  But  by  this  Bill  there  was 
the  consequence  of  what  was  known 
among  lawyers  in  bankruptcy  as  the 
Bepudiated  Ownership  Clause.  That  left 
things  in  a  state  of  glorious  uncertainty. 
To  enable  a  liability  to  be  set  aside  under 
that  clause,  a  number  of  different  facts 
must  be  proved.  People  who  advanced 
money  liked  to  know  whether  the  secu- 
rity was  good  or  not ;  but  now  they  would 
be  in  a  state  of  uncertainty  for  12  months, 
and  then  not  know  whether  they  might 
be  involved  in  expensive  litigation.  The 
matter  had  not  now  been  as  fully  dis- 
cussed in  Committee  as  it  was  in  1878; 
and  he  thought  that  before  a  BUI  of  this 
gigantic  importance  to  the  commercial 
community  was  disposed  of,  some  further 
opportunity  ought  to  be  given  for  its 
consideration ;  and  he  shomd  move  that 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned,  in  order 
to  have  that  opportunity  of  looking  more 
fully  into  the  matter,  and  of  proposing 
other  Amendments.  He  knew  that  the 
views  he  had  expressed  were  largely 
shared  in  the  commercial  community. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Meldon,) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  expressed  his  regret  that 
the  House  had  not  had  the  assistance  of 
the  hon.  Member  before,  and  said,  the 
matter  was  very  much  discussed  in  1878 ; 
but  the  Act,  having  been  working  for 
three  years,  had  revealed  a  state  of 
things  that  was  perfectly  intolerable. 
The  present  Bill  was  introduced  last  year, 
and  was  then  referred  to  a  Select  Uom- 
mittee,  and  by  that  Committee  fully  oon- 
sidered.  A  Bill  substantially  the  same 
as  the  present  Bill  was  printed  and  cir- 
culated, and  had  been  in  the  hands  of 
Members  for  six  months,  and  fully  dis- 
cussed during  this  Session.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  asked  for  further  conside- 
ration on  the  second  reading,  or  in  Com- 
mittee, he  was  sure  the  Souse  would 
have  listened  to  all  the  hon.  Member 
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had  to  say;  but  lie  thought  it  was  a 
little  late  now  to  make  this  proposal 
after  the  Bill  had  been  so  long  before  the 
House,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Motion 
would  be  withdrawn. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  per- 
sirt  in  his  opposition.  He  knew  a  great 
deal  about  me  state  of  things  under  the 
present  law ;  and,  while  he  did  not  think 
this  Bill  went  as  far  as  it  should,  yet  as 
a  Bankruptcy  Bill  was  to  be  introduced, 
which  would  be  a  complement  to  this 
measure,  the  whole  subject  could  be 
treated  then.  The  abolition  of  bills  of 
sale,  under  the  Order  and  Disposition 
Clause,  got  rid  of  three-fourths  of  the 
number  of  bills  which  were  now  a  means 
of  great  extortion  and  injustice;  and 
therefore  he  hoped  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  hon.  Member  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  WHEDLET  said,  that,  after  what 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  had  said,  he  should 
not  press  his  Motion,  although  he  feared 
this  clause  would  lead  to  a  great  deal 
of  litigation. 

Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Mb.  WABTON  moved,  in  Clause  6, 
page  2,  line  10^  at  end,  add — 

"Or  any  hay,  straw,  com,  produce,  Uve  or 
dead  fliocW,  in  or  upon,  or  brought  in  or  upon, 
any  land  or  farm  in  subetitution  for  any  hay, 
•tniw,  com,  produce,  live  or  dead  stock,  enume- 
rated  in  the  schedule  to  such  bill  of  sale,  and 
whidi  haye  been  actually  paid  for  by  the 
grantor  of  such  bill  of  sale." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member  said,  it 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  At- 
torney General,  in  the  discussion — which 
he  could  not  call  a  full  discussion — in 
Committee  upon  this  Bill,  a  hurried  dis- 
cussion took  place,  and,  with  the  usual 
rapidity,  the  first  four  clauses,  and  nearly 
the  fifth,  were  carried  in  about  a  minute. 
When  the  fifth  was  reached,  he  ventured 
to  call  attention  to  an  Amendment  in 
his  name  in  the  present  form,  but  with- 
out the  last  words — ''  have  been  actually 
paid  for  by  the  grantor  of  such  bill  of 
sale."  The  Attorney  General  then  said 
he  would  consider  the  matter  upon  Be- 
port,  and  ihe  hon.  Member  for  Glouces- 
ter (Mr.  Monk)  accepted  the  proposition. 
This  proposition  wi^s  forced  upon  him 


by  the  fact  that  farmers  throughout  the 
country  were  becoming  alive  to  the  neat 
danger  they  were  exposed  to  in  doing 
what  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  do — 
namely,  borrowing  money  upon  their 
stock.  Farmers  fed  and  fattened  their 
own  cattle,  and  could  not  always  keep 
the  same  cattle  from  year  to  year  while 
the  bill  of  sale  might  last.  They  must 
substitute  one  animal  for  another,  and 
they  could  not  always  have  the  same 
truss  of  hay,  or  the  same  com ;  and  it 
was  only  reasonable  that  they  should 
have  this  power  he  now  proposed.  It 
was  no  pleasure  to  him  to  bring  the 
matter  before  the  House;  but  many 
agriculturists  reqiured  this  power.  It 
might  be  asked  why  he  did  not  put  the 
same  thing  into  the  4th  section  with  re- 
gard to  persons  who  were  not  farmers  ? 
Be  should  have  been  very  glad  to  do 
so ;  but  the  rate  at  which  the  Bill  had 
proceeded  gave  him  no  opportunity.  But 
there  was  another  answer.  Farmers  stood 
in  a  different  position  from  ordinary 
traders.  A  farmer  might  for  a  long 
number  of  years,  and  after  several  good 
harvests,  find  himself  solvent;  but  he 
had  to  take  his  chance  of  good  and  bad 
seasons,  and  throufi^h  bad  harvests  he 
might  be  temporarily  pressed  for  money, 
and  it  would  be  hard  to  deprive  him  of 
the  opportunity  of  raising  money  on  his 
present  stock  or  on  animals,  which  must 
be  substituted.  He  believed  he  had  the 
support  of  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
agricultural  Members  of  the  House — the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West  Sus- 
sex (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) — and  he 
hoped  the  Attorney  General  would  re- 
deem his  pledge  to  consider  this  matter. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  10,  after  the  word  "  exe- 
cuted," to  add  the  words  **  or  any  hay,  straw, 
com,  produce,  live  or  dead  stock,  in  or  upon, 
or  hrought  in  or  upon,  any  land  or  farm  in 
substitution  'for  any  hay,  straw,  com,  produce, 
live  or  dead  stock,  enumerated  in  the  schedule 
to  such  bill  of  sale,  and  which  have  been 
actually  paid  for  by  the  g^ntor  of  such  bill 
of  sale."— (ifr.  JFarton,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  wished  to  ac- 
knowledge the  courtesy  shown  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West  Sus- 
sex (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  and  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport 
(Mr.  Warton)  whou  he  brought  forward 
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this  same  proposition.     He  had  under- 
taken to  consider  the  point,  and  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Members  that  it  had 
been  fully  considered.     An   endeavour 
was  made  to  give  way  to  the  desire 
expressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport,    and  to    accept   the 
Amendment;  but,  after  full  considera- 
tion, those  in  charge  of  the  Bill  found 
they  could  not  accept  it.     The  House 
was  aware  that  a  practice  had  grown  up 
in  regard  to  bills  of  sale  among  money- 
lenders of  not  only  taking  assignments 
of  all  the  goods  possessed  by  the  bor- 
rowers, but  of  all  the  goods  afterwards 
to  be  acquired.     That  system   applied 
very  widely,  and  it  was  thought  advis- 
able to  provide,  as  Clause  5  proposed 
to   provide,   that  bills  of    sale  snould 
include  only  the  goods  enumerated  in 
the    schedule.     In    that    way    a  bor- 
rower would  assign  all    he  had,   but 
not  what  he  would  have  in  the  future. 
With    that    object    Clause    5   was  in- 
serted ;   but  there  were  certain  excep- 
tions it  was  thought  right  to  make.    If 
a  farmer  wished  to  assign  his  crops, 
which  were  growing  or  which  might 
grow,   there  was    no    reason  why   he 
should  be    prevented    from    assigning 
those  crops.    And  if  a  portion  of  fixed 
machinery   was   taken   down    and  re- 
placed, the  substituted  machinery  might 
be  the  subject  of   the    bill    of    sale. 
But    the    hon.    and    learned    Member 
now  proposed,   as    he  said,  in  favour 
of,   but  it  seemed  to  him  (the  Attor- 
ney General)  against,  the  farmer,  that 
the  farmer  should  be  the  only  person 
permitted  to  assign  property  he  had  not 
got.     There  were  two  objections  to  this 
proposal.     In  the  first  place,  the  farmer 
was  the  very  man  who  wanted  protec- 
tion ;  and  it  had  been  shown  by  evidence 
that  the   money-lenders    were  making 
their  way  through  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts in    consequence  of   the    depres- 
sion   there    existing ;     and    that    bor- 
rowers,   ignorant    in    regard    to    such 
transactions,  gave  bills  of  sale   which 
were  perfectly  destructive  to  them.  They 
were  unaccustomed  to  such  transactions, 
and    yielded    to    the     specious    repre- 
sentations of    the  money-lenders,  and 
district  after  district  had  been  overrun 
by  these  money-lenders.     Again,  if  this 
contention  were  admitted  in  regard  to 
farmers,  it  must  be  admitted  with  re- 
spect to  manufacturers,  for  there  was  no 
reason  why  a  farmer  should  be  excepted, 

The  Attorney  Oeneraf 


and  not  a  manufacturer  or  tradesman. 
The  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
to  strike  out  of  the  clause  the  protection 
desired.  The  framers  of  the  Bill  had  to 
consider  whether  they  should  extend  the 
exception  to  other  persons  or  leave  the 
Bill  as  it  was,  and  the  balance  was  so 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  principle  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  that  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  to  adhere  to  the  BiU  as  it 
stood. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  that  he  re- 
gretted that  the  Attorney  General  had 
not  seen  his  way  to  accept  the  proposed 
Amendment,  for  he  thought  the  decision 
would  have  a  most  disastrous  effect  on 
the  commercial  world.  He  did  not  think 
anyone  could  have  the  slightest  sym- 
pathy with  the  money-lenders;  but  in 
attempting  to  deal  with  them  the  Go- 
vernment were  doing  what  would  have 
a  dangerous  effect  upon  oommeroial 
communities.  They  were  upsetting  the 
legislation  of  1878,  which  was  arrived 
at  on  the  representations  of  the  commer- 
cial world,  and  in  a  way  which  they  did 
not  understand.  They  believed  that  the 
Bill  dealt  with  Jew  money-lenders ;  but 
instead  of  that  it  would  prevent  trades- 
men from  borrowing  upon  stock  they  had 
actually  paid  for.  There  was  a  great 
distinction  between  persons  who  as- 
signed goods  they  had  paid  for  and 
people  who  assigned  what  they  had  not 
paid  for.  He  thought  that  if  the  House 
considered  the  question  from  the  grave 
effect  it  would  have  upon  large  oommer- 
cial  operations,  they  would  hesitate  be- 
fore they  passed  the  clause  as  suggested 
in  the  Bill.  Many  communications  had 
been  made  to  him  upon  this  point  both 
by  farmers  and  commercial  men,  and  he 
thought  that,  it  was  very  probable  that, 
in  the  endeavour  to  deal  a  blow  at  the 
userers,  they  would  injuriously  affect 
the  commercial  classes. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  he  had  listened  most  attentively 
to  the  statement  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, and  he  was  bound  to  say  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  given  the  consideration  he  mieht 
have  done  to  a  statement  made  on  uiis 
point  the  other  evening.  Goods  bought 
and  paid  for  were  in  quite  a  different 
category  to  goods  bought  on  credit,  and 
the  Attorney  General  might  even  now 
see  his  way  to  introduce  words  which 
might  have  the  effect  of  keeping  the 
BiU  within  the  limits  he  had  laid  down 
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in  the  5th  danse.  No  one  wished  to 
encourage  money-lenders ;  but  he  feared 
that  unless  something  were  done  to  com- 

ej  with  the  wishes  of  his  hon.   and 
imed  Friend,  an  injustice  might  be 
done  to  many  tenant  farmers. 

Mr.  monk  said,  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  had  an  anxious  desire  to  accept 
any  Amendment  in  the  interests,  of  the 
farmers  that  was  feasible.  They  found  it 
impossible,  howoTor,  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment of  this  sort,  which  would  allow 
certain  priyileges  to  farmers  which  were 
not  to  be  allowed  to  other  traders.  If 
they  passed  this  Amendment  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  appeared  on  the 
Paper,  it  would  be  necessary  to  allow, 
for  instance,  shopkeepers  to  give  bills  of 
sale  on  their  floating  stock.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  say  that  this  was  live  stock 
which  had  been  actually  paid  for.  It 
would  be  just  the  same  if  it  was  paid 
for  by  bill  due  six  or  12  months  hence. 
The  subject  was  verv  folly  discussed 
last  year  by  a  Select  Conmiittee  consist- 
ing of  15  Members  of  that  House,  and 
after  long  and  anxious  consideration 
they  extended  to  farmers  the  right  to 
give  a  bill  of  sale  on  their  growing 
crops,  80  there  was  an  advantage  given 
to  them  which  did  not  apply  to  ordinary 
traders.  He  must  agree  with  the  At- 
torney General  in  opposing  the  present 
Amendment. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  gpreat  mistake  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  though  he  was 
certain  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
introduced  it  with  the  best  intentions 
towards  the  farming  class.  The  phrase, 
**  stock  hmdjide  paid  for,"  would  be  de- 
ceptive in  its  operation,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  injustice  would  often  be  done, 
although  the  terms  of  the  clause  might 
be  complied  with.  He  had  had  a  good 
deal  of  experience  in  this  sort  of  thing, 
and  he  should  certainly  say  that,  in  the 
interest  of  mercantile,  farming,  and  trad- 
ing communities,  the  less  people  had  to 
do  with  bills  of  sale  the  better. 

Mr.  WILLIS  said,  he  should  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  because  he  objected  strongly 
to  Clause  5  of  the  Bill.  The  effect  of 
Clause  5  would  really  be  to  put  an  end  to 
most  important  commercial  transactions. 
Mb.  speaker  :  The  House  is  now 
eng^ed  in  considering  Clause  6.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  cannot  go  back 
to  Clause  5. 


Mb.  WILLIS  said,  he  would  content 
himself  by  stating  that  he  would  support 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  because  it  would,  to  a  certain 
extent,  modify  the  pernicious  effects  of 
Clause  5. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  it  would 
be  seen,  if  the  Amendment  were  adopted, 
that  a  trader  might  buy  on  credit 
stock  to  the  amount  of,  say,  £100,  but  for 
which  he  did  not  pay  \d,\  he  might  give 
a  four  months'  bill.  He  might  immedi- 
ately raise  money  upon  that  stock  by 
means  of  a  bill  of  sale.  It  very  often 
happened  that  the  money-lender  got  his 
money,  and  that  the  legitimate  creditor 
got  nothing  at  all  for  his  goods.  It  had 
been  proved  in  thousands  of  oases  that 
the  dealing  with  future  property  was 
a  source  of  the  greatest  frau^  ani  rob- 
bery. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  monk  moved,  in  Clause  7,  page 
2,  to  leave  out  lines  18  and  19,  and  in- 
sert— 

^  *' Personal  chattels  assigned  under  a  bill  o^ 
sale  shall  not  be  liable  to  seizure  by  the  g^ntee 
for  any  other  than  the  following  causes/* 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  H.  G.  ALLEN  moved,  in  Clause 
7,  page  2,  line  36,  after  **  given,"  to  in- 
sert— 

"  And  if  such  consideration  shall  be  wholly  or 
in  part  the  payment  of  money,  then  the  amount 
of  such  money  thereupon  or  theretofore,  ac- 
tually received  by  the  grantor,  "without  deduc- 
tion." 

He  thought  it  was  of  great  importance 
that  there  should  not  be  deductions  for 
bonuses  and  interest,  and  so  on,  from 
the  sum  actually  received  by  the  grantor. 
It  very  often  happened  that  very  large 
sums  were  deducted  by  the  money- 
lenders, and  that  the  unfortunate  and, 
in  frequent  instances,  ignorant  bor- 
rower, received  a  sum  which  was  not 
the  amount  represented  on  the  face  of 
the  bill.  He  thought  there  was  a  great 
concurrence  of  opinion  on  this  point. 
Over  and  over  again  it  had  been  stated 
by  County  Court  Judges,  before  whom 
these  cases  were  now  constantly  coming, 
that  in  almost  all  cases  the  borrower  was 
misled  by  the  sum  stated  on  the  face  of 
the  bill,  and  that  he  received  only  a 
small  proportion  of  the  sum  stated  in  the 
bill,  deductions  being  made  for  all  kinds 
I  of  things. 
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Amendment  propoaed, 

In  page  2,  line  36,  after  the  word  **  given/' 
to  insert  the  words  **  and  if  such  consideration 
shall  be  wholly  or  in  part  the  payment  of  money, 
then  the  amount  of  such  money  thereupon  or 
theretofore,  actually  receiyod  by  the  g^ntor, 
without  deduction."  —  (i/r.  Henry  Allen,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekrt  James)  said,  he  thought  that,  on 
the  whole,  it  would  be  better  to  let  the 
clause  stand  as  at  present  framed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mk.  WARTON  moved,  in  page  8, 
line  6,  after  the  word  **  grantor,"  to 
insert  the  words  *'  for  this  purpose."  It 
was  only  necessary  the  solicitor  should 
be  solicitor  to  the  grantor  for  this  pur- 
pose, and  those  were  the  words  which 
were  suggested  in  the  Paper  circulated 
by  the  Council  of  the  Incorporated  Law 
Society.  If  the  Attorney  General  would 
look  into  the  matter,  he  would  find  the 
insertion  of  the  words  would  make  the 
clause  read  more  effectively. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  S,  line 
6,  after  the  word  **  grantor,"  to  insert 
the  words    **for  this  purpose." — (Mr. 
JFarton.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnbt  James)  said,  the  proposition, 
although  it  would  do  no  gooa,  would 
do  no  harm.  He  could  not,  however, 
insert  the  words  where  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  proposed  to  place  them, 
but  at  the  end  of  the  clause.  With  that 
modification  he  would  accept  the  words — 

"  And  is  the  solicitor  of  the  grantor  and 
not  the  solicitor  of  the  grantee  for  this  pur- 
pose." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment,  to  strike  out  the  word 
'*  is  "  after  the  word  '*  and,"  in  line  5, 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendment,  to  add,  at  the 
end  of  the  Clause,  **  for  this  purpose," 
put,  and  agreed  f^. 

Mb.  MONK  proposed,  in  Clause  10, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  eight," 
and  insert  "  nine." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  H.  G.  ALLEN  moved  the  omis- 
sion of  the  end  of  Clause  11  after  the 


word  ''registrar,"  in  line  16,  for  the 
purpose  of  inserting  words  to  provide 
that  the  registrars  of  the  County  Courts 
should  be  the  registrars  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Billsof  Sale  Acts,  1878aiid  1 882,  and 
should  file  a  copy  of  the  bill  of  sale,  and 
of  the  affidavit,  and  a  copy  of  all  the  par- 
ticulars required  by  the  principal  Act,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  contained 
in  the  principal  Act,  and  within  three 
clear  days  after  such  filing  and  registra- 
tion should  transmit,  in  the  prescribed 
form,  an  abstract  of  the  contents  of  the 
bill  of  sale  to  the  registrar  acting  under 
the  provisions  of  the  principal  Act.  The 
only  object  of  this  Amendment  was  to 
provide  that  in  country  districts  the  re- 
gistrar of  the  County  Court  should  be 
the  registrar  under  the  Act  instead  of 
the  registrar  in  London.  He  believed 
that  uie  adoption  of  that  regulation 
would  bring  about  a  great  saving  of 
expense,  and,  in  the  end,  no  harm  would 
be  done,  because  an  abstract  would  still 
be  sent  to  London.  It  would  be  of  great 
advantage  in'the  country  districts,  where 
many  of  these  transactions  took  place, 
that  a  bill  of  sale  should  be  registered, 
in  the  first  instance,  in  the  County  Court 
of  the  district.  In  the  Committee  a 
strong  opinion  was  expressed  that  bilk 
of  sale  in  country  districts  should  be 
registered  in  the  County  Court  of  the 
district. 

Mb.  monk  begged  his  lion,  and 
learned  Friend's  pwlon.  The  Com- 
mittee were  unanimous  the  other  way. 

Mb.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  he  had  l>een 
perusing  the  answers  and  responses 
made  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  upon  cer- 
tain queries  as  to  the  working  of  the 
Bills  of  Sale  Acts,  and  he  found  that 
there  was  a  great  concurrence  of  opinion, 
if  not  among  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee, yet  among  the  most  experienced 
witnesses  examined,  that  these  bills  of 
sale  should  be  registered  in  the  County 
Courts.  Mr.  Falconer,  a  Judge  of  one 
of  those  Courts,  of  verv  great  ex- 
perience, said  Uiat  all  bills  of  sale 
should  be  registered  in  the  district 
where  the  assignor  resided,  and  it  was 
only  necessary  to  send  to  the  London 
office  a  duly  examined  abstract.  A 
similar  response  had  been  received  fkom 
the  County  Court  Judge  of  Bedford,  who 
said  that  the  registration  of  bills  of  sale 
in  the  district  County  Courts  would  very 
much  diminish  the  expense  of  registra- 
tion, and  such  was  also  the  oj^nion  of 


129 


BtVa  of  Sale  Act  (Maboh  27,  1882)     (1878)  Amendment  Bill     1 80 


many  other  witnesses  of  the  greatest 
ability  and  experience.  The  alteration 
which  he  proposed  was  calculated  to 
give  facilities  to  those  who  lived  in  the 
country  to  discover  what  incumbrances 
there  were  on  the  property,  and  to  dimi- 
nish the  expense  now  incurred ;  and  also 
the  delay  in  searching  for  these  bills, 
which  at  present  involved  a  consider- 
able expenditure  of  money  and  time  to 
persons  living  in  remote  country  dis- 
tricts. They  were  now  required  to  come 
up  to  London  in  order  to  conduct  their 
inquiries ;  and  the  unnecessary  cost  thus 
entailed  would  be  altogether  obviated  if 
they  were  registered,  in  the  6r8t  in- 
stance, in  the  district  County  Courts. 
No  inconvenience  would  be  entailed  in 
London,  because  the  abstract  would  be 
sent  there  within  three  days  of  its  being 
filed.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
proposed  to  amend  the  clause  in  the 
way  suggested  by  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  16,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  regutrar  "  to  the  end  of  the  Clause,  in  order 
to  insert  the  words  '*of  the  county  court  in 
whose  district  such  places  are  situate,  and  if 
such  places  are  in  the  districts  of  different  regis- 
trant then  each  such  registrar  shall  be  the  re- 
gistrar or  registrars  for  the  purposes  of  the  Bills 
of  Sale  Acts,  1878,  and  1882,  and  shall  file  the 
copy  and  affidavit,  and  enter,  keep,  and  index  in 
a  r^^ister  to  be  kept  by  him  in  the  office  of  the 
said  county  court,  the  particulars  required  by 
the  principal  Act  in  the  manner  and  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  and  regulations  con- 
tained in  the  said  principal  Act  with  regard  to 
the  filing,  entry,  and  registration  thereby  re- 
quired, and  shidl  also  within  three  clear  days 
after  such  filing  and  registration,  transmit  an 
abstract  in  the  prescribed  form  of  the  contents 
of  such  bill  of  sale  to  the  registrar  acting  under 
the  provisions  of  the  principal  Act,  who  shall 
file.  Keep,  and  index  every  such  abstract  in  the 
prescribed  manner,  and  shall  not  be  required  to 
file,  keep,  or  index  the  copy,  bill  of  sale,  affi- 
davit^ or  other  particulars  relating  thereto, 
except  as  aforesaid." — {Mr  Henry  Allen,) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  monk  said,  the  Committee  were 
quite  unanimous  in  agreeing  to  the  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  as  it  stood  at  present — 
namely,  that  all  bills  of  sale,  which,  by 
the  way,  must  all  be  sent  up  to  Somerset 
House  to  be  stamped,  should  be  regis- 
tered in  London.  The  central  Begistry 
was  easy  of  access  to  everyone.  It  was 
a  very  simple  thing  for  agents  in  London 
to  take  a  note  of  the  biUs  of  sale  regis- 
tered here  and  transmit  notices  to  the 
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country,  when  an  abstract  of  them  could 
be  sent  down  to  the  registrars  of  the 
County  Court  where  the  bills  of  sale 
originated.  The  information  would  be 
obtained  in  that  way  much  earlier  by 
the  world  in  general  than  if  bills  of  sale 
were  required  to  bo  registered  in  the 
County  Courts  of  the  district  in  which 
they  were  given. 

Mr.  H.  G.  ALLEN  pointed  out  that 
the  clause  contained  a  provision  re- 
quiring an  abstract  to  be  sent  to  London. 

Mr.  monk  said,  that  in  that  case 
the  information  would  come  to  London 
later  than  it  did  at  present.  At  present 
it  was  transmittea  immediately;  but 
under  the  amended  clause  there  would 
be  a  delay.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
be  unanimous  in  rejecting  the  proposal. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  also  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral would  not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  they  had   now 
arrived  at  a  most  important  clause  of 
the  Bill ;  and  he  felt  so  strongly  that 
legislation  in  this  direction   was  quite 
wrong    that    after    having  first    called 
attention  to  the  serious  omission  in  the 
clause — Clause  13 — he  intended  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  clause   altogether. 
Clause  13  souglit  to  apply  what  was 
known  as  the    **  Disputed  Ownership" 
doctrine  in  a  modified  form  to  the  Bill. 
In   1878,  the  principal  objection  made 
to  the  passing  of  this  clause  was  that 
so  long  as  the  **  Disputed  Ownership" 
Clause  was  in  operation  no  bill  of  sale 
could  be  looked  upon  as  a  hand  fide  or 
valuable  security  at  all.     He  wished  to 
point  out  out  that  the  validity  of  a  bill 
of  sale  did  not  depend  upon  the  grantor 
being  in  possession  of  the  goods  at  the 
time  of  the  bankruptcy,  but  whether  or 
not  the  grantee  under  a  bill  of  sale  was 
able  to  come  into  possession  sooner  than 
a  wholesale  trader  who  had  advanced 
money  on  the  security  of  a  bill  of  sale. 
Wholesale  traders  might  live  some  dis- 
tance away  from  the  place  where  the 
person  who  gave  the   Dili  of  sale  was 
residing  ;  but  the  usurer  would  probably 
live  on  the  spot,  and  would  possess  much 
better  means  of  knowledge  and  be  able 
to  find  out  more   rapidly  whether  the 
trader  was  about  to  become  bankrupt  or 
not.     In  the  case  of  euch  bankruptcy, 
within   24  hours  he  would  be  able  to 
obtain    possession  of   the   goods,    and 
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thereby  make  valid   the  bill  of  sale 
which  was   his  security ;   whereas   the 
wholesale  dealer,  who  resided  at  a  dis- 
tance and  had  no  means  of  knowing  the 
moment  at  which  a  trader  became  bank- 
rupt, would  lose  his  money  in  conse- 
quence of  the  *' Disputed  Ownership" 
Clause  being  put  in  force.     The  Act  of 
1878  gave  a  further  protection  to  the 
hand  fide  holder  of  a  bill  of  sale,  because 
it  was  not  sufficient  to  show  that  the 
goods  were  in  the  actual  possession  of 
the  grantor ;  but  it  was  also  necessary 
to  show  that  the  possession  or  apparent 
possession  was  with  the  consent  of  the 
person  to  whom  the  goods  really  be- 
longed.    This  clause  was  said  to  be  a 
compromise  between   the   two;   but  it 
changed  the  law  materially  against  the 
bond  fid$  holder  of  a  bill  of  sale,  because 
now,  no  matter  what  efforts  the  bond  fide 
wholesale  dealer  made  to  obtain  posses- 
sion of  the  goods,  even  by  violence,  the 
money-lender  could  keep  him  out,  and 
this  new  clause  actually  prevented  him 
from  obtaining  the  value  of  his  goods. 
This  was  a  departure  from  the  law  never 
known  in  the  Bankruptcy  Law  before. 
The    most    material    provision    of  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  was  that  such  a  trans- 
action should  be  with  the  consent  of  the 
person  who  was  the  owner  of  the  goods ; 
and  he  did  not  think  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral would  agree  for  one  moment  to  ac- 
cept the  clause  in  its  present    shape. 
Having  pointed  out  this  omission  in  the 
clause,  he  wished  to  say,  further,  that 
the  matter  was  one  upon  which  he  felt 
strongly,    regarding  it,  as  he  did,   as 
backward   legislation ;  and   he  should, 
therefore,  have  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble   of  dividing   upon  the   subject. 
He  wished    the   House  to  understand 
clearly  the    position   of   the   question. 
This  Bill  was  brought  in,  owing  to  the 
action   of  the  Associated   Chambers  of 
Commerce,  in  order  to  prevent  usurers 
from   lending  money  at   exorbitant  in- 
terest ;  but  it  was  very  well  known  that 
in  the  way  of  ordinary  trade  there  were 
many   persons  who  supplied   goods  on 
bills  of  sale,  and  that  a  large  number  of 
bills    of  sale   were  held  by    wholesale 
dealers.  It  was  not  wise,  he  thought,  to 
make  a  material  alteration  in  the  law  to 
the  prejudice  of  these  wholesale  dealers, 
Bimply  because  there  was  a  moment  of 
panic,  owing  to  the  fact  that  usurers  were 
in  the  habit  of  lending  money  on  bills  of 
sale.     He  thought  this  attempt  at  legis- 
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lation  had  not  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered. What  was  the  position  of 
affairs?  He  quite  admitted  that  bills 
of  sale  ought  to  be  swept  away  alto- 
gether ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  had 
no  right  to  allow  bills  of  sale  to  be  a 
legal  and  valid  security,  and  then  sur- 
round them  with  such  provisions  that 
they  only  became  traps  and  pitfalls  to 
induce  persons  to  invest  money  in  unreal 
security.  Instead  of  applying  the  ordi- 
nary doctrine  of  bankruptcy  and  dis- 
puted ownership,  it  was  suggested  that 
it  should  not  apply  in  a  case  where  the 
ownership  had  occurred  within  a  year. 
The  question  of  validity  would  not, 
therefore,  apply  to  goods  that  had  been 
taken  into  the  possession  of  the  grantee 
in  12  months  ;  but  the  bill  of  sale  was 
made  to  turn  upon  the  fact  whether  the 
goods  had  been  seized  within  24  hours 
or  not.  Twenty- four  hours  after  the 
bankruptcy  had  occurred  possession 
could  be  taken  by  the  grantee ;  and  this 
clause,  in  that  case,  did  not  apply,  and 
the  Bill,  if  passed,  would,  in  his  opinion, 
afford  no  protection  at  all.  The  claase 
simply  gave  an  opportunity  to  those  who 
lived  on  the  spot,  at  the  last  moment, 
having  allowed  the  trader  to  obtain  all 
the  benefit  of  having  a  reasonable  pos- 
session of  the  goods,  and  having,  per- 
haps, by  an  act  of  collusion,  received 
early  information  to  take  steps  for  ob- 
taining possession  of  the  goods;  whereas 
a  bond  fide  holder  of  a  good  bill  of 
sale,  who  did  not  possess  the  same 
means  of  information,  could  not  do  so. 
The  simple  effect  of  this  clause  was  to 
enable  the  bankrupt,  just  before  his 
bankruptcy,  to  give  notice  to  some 
favoured  creditor  who  held  a  bill  of 
sale,  and  that  favoured  creditor  immedi- 
ately stepped  in  and  obtained  possession 
of  the  goods — his  bill  of  sale  being  valid, 
while  the  bond  fide  creditor  was  abso- 
lutely shut  out.  The  whole  matter  was 
fully  considered  in  1878,  and  subse- 
quently, in  reference  to  the  Bill  which 
dealt  with  Ireland.  He  believed  that 
most  people  would  be  willing  to  abolish 
bills  of  sale  altogether ;  but  if  they  were 
to  be  valid  securities,  it  was  highly  im- 
proper to  surround  them  with  pitfalls 
and  traps  such  as  had  been  introduced 
into  this  Bill.  The  Attorney  General 
had  stated  that  this  was  only  a  com- 
promise, and  that  it  was  going  back,  to 
some  extent,  in  the  direction  of  the  old 
Act.    The  old  law  was  not  satisfiRetorj ; 
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bat  he  thought  be  had  riiown  the 
House  that  this  clause,  as  it  stood,  was 
Terj  much  worse  than  the  old  law  as  it 
wfts  in  1 878.  He  begged  to  move  the 
rejection  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  13.— (1/r.  M$ldon,) 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
HsirRT  James)  said,  that  the  clause,  as 
affecting  the  commercial  community,  was 
one  that  had  met  with  the  approval  of 
tbe  Aeaociated  Chambers  of  Commerce, 
who,  aa  he  believed,  were  perfectly  well 
able  to  protect  the  interest  of  those  con- 
cerned. The  hon.  Member  had,  how- 
ever, pointed  out  a  defect  which  was 
quite  unintentional;  and  if  he  would 
withdraw  his  objection  to  the  clause  as 
a  whole,  he  should  be  perfectly  willing 
to  agree  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
"  by  consent  and  permission  of  the  true 
owner." 

Ma.  MELDON  said,  he  should  have 
no  objection  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for 
the  purpose  of  amending  the  clause,  if 
he  could  afterwards  move  its  rejection. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that,  if  tne  clause  is 
amended,  he  cannot  propose  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  clause  at  this  stage  of  the 
BiU. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  in  that  case  he 
would  adhere  to  his  Motion  for  the  re- 
jection of  the  clause. 

Queetion  put,  "  That  Clause  13  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  66;  Noes 
7:  Majori^  59.— (Div.  list,  No.  61.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  Claiiae  16,  pftge  4,  line  7,  to  leave  oat  from 
«*  Oompftny,"  to  end  of  dause,  and  insert 
**  or  other  body  is  wound  ap  under  *  The 
Cknnpaniee  Act,  1S62,'  and  the  Acts  amending 
the  same,  any  bill  of  sale  given  by  such  Com- 
pany or  body  within  twelve  months  next  pre- 
ceding the  commencement  of  the  winding-up, 
shall,  as  against  the  Uquidaton  of  the  Company 
or  body,  be  void,  in  respect  of  any  personal 
chatt>fi1w  which,  at  or  after  Uie  commencement 
of  the  winding-up  are  in  the  possession  or  ap- 
parent poaseanon,  or  the  cmier  and  disposition 
of  the  said  Company  or  body." — {Mr.  Monk,) 

Ma.  MELDON  said,  there  were  some 
words  in  this  Amendment  to  which  he 
objected,  inasmuch  as  they  would  make 
the  dause  really  unintelligible,  and 
cveate,  moreover,  ^reat  difficulty.  They 
were  "  or  other  body  "  wound  up  under 
flie  Oompanies  Act  of  1862.    The  ex- 


Sression  *'  or  other  bodv  "  was  one  that 
id  not  occur  in  any  of  the  Companies 
Acts,  the  wording  of  which,  he  thought, 
ought  to  be  followed  in  the  Amendment. 
He  suggested  the  omission  of  the  words. 
Mb.  MONK  said,  he  saw  no  reason 
for  retaining  the  words  objected  to,  and 
was  willing  to  ag^ee  to  their  omission 
throughout  the.  Amendment. 

The  words  "or  other  body"  in  line 
1,  and  '*  or  body  "  in  lines  8,  4,  and  5  of 
the  Amendment  struck  out. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment, 

After  the  word  **  are,"  in  line  7,  to  add  "  by 
consent  and  permission  of  the  true  owner.'* — 
{Mr.  Attorney  Oenerai.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  Clause  18,  page  4,  line  29,  leave  out  the 
first  *'  and,"  and  inwrt  "  on  payment  of  a  fee  of 
one  shilling,  or  such  other  fee  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed, and  subject  to  such  regulations  as  may 
be  prescribed,  and  shall  be  entiUed  at  all  reason- 
able times." — (Mr,  Monk.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  Clause  18,  page  4,  line  33,  after  "  stamp," 
insert  "  Provided,  That  the  said  extracts  shall 
be  limited  to  the  dates  of  execution,  re^tra- 
tion,  renewal  of  registration,  and  satis&tction, 
to  the  names,  addresses,  and  occupations  of  the 
parties,  to  the  amotmt  of  the  consideration,  and 
to  any  further  prescribed  particulars." — {Mr. 
Monk.) 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  O'SHEA  said,  with  the  object  of 
making  the  Bill  apply  to  Ireland,  he 
should  move  the  omission  of  Clause  19. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Qause  19.— (i/r.   O'Shea.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  Clause  19 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  MONK  pointed  out  that  the 
original  Bill  did  not  apply  to  Ireland, 
which  was  under  a  separate  Act.  He 
trusted  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
Dressed 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Kenkt  Jahes)  objected  to  the  Amend- 
ment, the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
make  the  present  Bill  applicable  to 
Ireland,  where  there  was  a  distinct  sys- 
tem of  legislation  in  respect  of  bills  of 
sale.     The  result  of  engrafting  the  pro- 
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Tiflions  of  this  measare  npon  the  system 
now  in  force  could  only  be  productive 
of  mischief. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  thought  it  was 
right  that  there  should  be  one  system  of 
legislation  in  respect  of  bills  of  sale.  The 
want  of  it  had,  no  doubt,  given  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  confusion  in  Ireland.  It 
had  given  the  greatest  possible  power 
of  extorting  enormous  sums  from  un- 
fortunate individuals  in  Ireland.  The 
mode  by  which  it  was  proposed  to 
remedy  the  evil  was  not  a  good  one  ; 
it  should  be  done  by  the  hon.  Member, 
or  someone  elpe,  this  Session  introducing 
a  Bill  to  deal  with  the  law  of  Ireland. 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  do  that,  the 
measure  would  have  the  support  of  those 
who  had  been  Members  of  the  Bills  of 
Sale  Act  Committee. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  that,  after  the  re- 
commendation of  his  hon.  Friend,  b<) 
should  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Thursday, 

PLACES  OF  WORSHIP  SITES  BILL. 

(Mr.  SummerSf  Mr.  Richard^  Mr.   Wiiliam 
M* Arthur f  Mr.  Alderman  Cotton.) 

[bill   97.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — (J/r.  Summers,) 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  proceed  with 
the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  at  that 
hour  of  the  morning  (2.40).  It  would 
deal,  he  saw,  with  the  lands  of  Corpora- 
tions. There  were  many  provisions  in 
it  which  would  have  to  be  carefully  con- 
sidered. 

Mb.  SUMMERS  said,  that  it  would, 
perhaps,  be  better  to  postpone  the  Com- 
mittee until  Thursday. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  till  Thursday. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

Two  o'clock. 


(JkHrUri). 

HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Tuuiety,  29^  March,  1882. 
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MINUTESJ  —  Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Married  WomenN  Property  (13-62). 

Third  JK^'oi/tiv— Settled  Land  *  (19);  Convey- 
ancing  *  (20),  and  petted. 

MARRIED  WOMEN'S   PROPERTY  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

(KO.    13.)      OOMMITTES. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  amendments  made :  The  Be- 
port  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuseday 
the  2bth  of  April  next ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  52.) 

Earl  CAIBNS  snf^ested  that  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  should  be  post- 
poned till  after  the  Easter  Becess,  in 
order  that  the  Profession  might  have 
time  to  consider  the  Amendments. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  as- 
sented  to  the  suggestion  as  entirely  rea- 
sonable. The  Amendments  referred  to 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  were, 
for  the  most  part,  designed  to  embody 
in  the  new  ISiU  certain  provisions  in 
the  existing  law  which  it  was  thought 
desirable  to  re-enact. 

ARMY  (DESERTERS). 
MOTION     FOR     A     RBTTTRir. 

Lord  TBUBO,  in  rising  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  whether  the 
number  of  recruits  shown  in  the  (Gene- 
ral Annual  Betums  is  that  of  exclusively 
new  men  recruited  to  the  Army,  or 
whether  it  includes  the  numerous  oft- 
repeated  re-  enlistments  of  deserters ;  and 
to  move  for  a  Betum  showing  the  num- 
ber of  re-enlistments  respectively  by 
deserters,  said,  that  he  had  recently 
asked  the  Government  to  furnish  the 
Annual  Army  Betums  earlier  in  the 
Session.  Some  objection  was  taken  to 
his  request;  but  he  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Government  had  taken  an  op- 
portunity of  considering^  whether  they 
could  grant  it.  But,  while  it  was  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  the  Betums  should 
be  furnished  earlier,  it  was  still  more 
important  that  they  should  be  filler 
and  more  accurate,  with  more  uniformity 
in  classification  and  headings.  He  had 
been  informed  that,  even  in  the  Army, 
considerable  trouble  and  difficulty  had 
occasionally  arisen  from  the  headingt 
of  the  Betums  not    being  unifoniirp' 
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tbe  same.  With  respect  to  the  accuracy 
of  the  Returns,  he  wished  to  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  a  few  points  in 
which  considerable  divergence  existed 
between  the  Annual  Hetums  presented 
to  Parliament  in  April,  1 880,  and  the  Re- 
port of  the  Inspector  General  of  Recruit- 
ing for  the  same  year.  In  the  Annual 
Beturns  for  1880  the  number  of  deser- 
tions was  stated  to  be  3,276,  while  the 
Inspector  General  placed  them  at  2,384. 
Then  the  Inspector  General  stated  the 
number  of  recruits  to  be  22,022,  whereas, 
in  the  Annual  Returns,  the  number  of 
recruits  was  shown  as  25,535.  In  speak- 
ing of  recruits  he  wished  to  ask,  as  it 
did  not  appear  from  the  Returns,  whe- 
ther the  men  who  joined  the  Army  from 
the  Militia  were  below  the  age  at  which 
they  could  properly  be  enlisted  ?  Nor 
was  there  any  allusion  whatever  in  the 
Inspector  General's  Report  to  the  re- 
eroits  who  did  not  come  up  to  be  at- 
tested. The  Annual  Returns  showed 
that  6,589  men  in  1880  were  recruited, 
but  did  not  attend  to  be  attested.  There 
was  also  an  absence  in  the  Inspector 
(General's  Report  of  a  proper  classifica- 
tion of  men  discharged  for  misconduct. 
A  large  number  of  men  had  been  dis- 
charged for  illness  and  misconduct ;  but 
some  of  the  Returns  were  classified  so 
indifferently,  that  it  was  difficult  to 
understand  what  number  should  come 
under  the  different  heads.  The  large 
number  of  8,462  deserters  from  the 
Militia  was  given  in  the  last  Return, 
and  this  was  a  serious  matter.  But 
what  he  particularly  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  was  the  number  of  re-enlist- 
ments, because  unless  they  ascertained 
this  it  was  impossible  to  understand  what 
the  strength  of  the  Army  was.  If  a 
man  deserted  and  re-enlisted  in  various 
parts  of  the  country  and  was  returned 
each  time  as  a  new  recruit,  the  nation 
was  miserably  deceived  as  to  the  strength 
of  the  Army.  His  sole  object  in  calling 
attention  to  the  facts  and  figures  was 
that  in  future  better  Returns  should  be 
furnished,  and  at  a  period  of  the  Session 
when  Parliament  would  be  able  to  con- 
sider them.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  moving  for  the  Return  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Moved,  *'  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Return  showing  the  number  of  re-enlistments 
respectiTely  by  deserters." — {The  Lord  Truro.). 

The  Eaxl  of  MORLEY  said,  he 
could  assure  his  noble  Friend  that  this 


subject,  upon  which  he  had  asked  a 
Question  on  a  former  evening,  was 
occupying  the  attention  of  the  military 
authorities  of  the  War  Office,  and  that 
they  were  quite  as  desirous  as  he  him- 
self and  their  Lordships  were  to  get  as 
early  as  possible  the  Returns  in  question. 
It  was  of  great  importance  that  th  ey  shou  Id 
be  obtained  as  accurately  as  possible.  The 
noble  Lord  had  criticized  the  Returns, 
and  s€dd  they  should  be. more  accurate. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  quite  agreed 
that  they  should  be  accurate;  but  the 
inaccuracies  pointed  out  were  very  small, 
and  not  of  a  serious  character,  being  in 
one  case  only  eight  men  in  8,000,  and 
in  another  instance  28  men  in  25,000. 
He  could  not  say  exactly  how  these 
slight  inaccuracies  occurred  ;  but  he 
had  no  doubt  they  could  be  explained. 
The  question  of  fraudulent  enlist- 
ment was  one  which  caused  uneasi- 
ness, and  they  were  as  anxious  as  the 
noble  Lord  to  check  them  as  far  as 
possible.  Of  course,  if  a  deserter  were 
known,  he  would  not  be  enlisted  at  all ; 
but,  if  he  were  enlisted,  he  would  come 
under  the  head  of  recruits  until  dis- 
covered, when  he  would  be  liable  to 
punishment.  A  paragraph  in  the  In- 
spector General's  Return  showed  what 
it  was  proposed  to  do  in  order  to 
check,  as  far  as  possible,  those  prac- 
tices. It  was  proposed  that  the  medical 
officer  should  record  in  the  attestation 
whether  he  thought  the  recruit  had 
served  before.  An  order  would  be  issued 
almost  immediately  with  the  view  of 
preventing  fraudulent  enlistment.  Under 
that  order  a  man  offering  to  enlist  would 
not  be  accepted  unless  he  should  satisfy 
the  officer  that  his  answers  as  to  pre- 
vious enlistment  were  to  be  relied  upon. 
Last  year  667  men  were  convicted  of  frau- 
dulent enlistment.  He  regretted  that  there 
were  so  many,  and  the  authorities  were 
very  anxious  that  the  crime — for  it  was 
nothing  less  than  a  crime—  should  be 
checked  as  far  as  possible.  He  trusted 
that  with  greater  care  ou  the  part  of  the 
medical  officers  and  recruiting  sergeants 
that  would  be  done.  The  Return  for 
which  his  noble  Friend  asked  he  was 
afraid  it  was  impossible  to  give.  It 
would  not  add  much  to  the  information 
he  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  had  already 
given  to  the  House. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with" 
drawn. 
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STEAMSHIP  "VICTORIA." 
MOTION  FOB  A  FAFEB. 


The  Eabl  op  DUNMORE,  in  rising 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
accident  that  occurred  to  the  South- 
Eastern  Railway  Company's  Steamship 
"Victoria"  on  Tuesday  last,  the  21st 
March,  off  Boulogne,  and  to  move  for  a 
copy  of  the  certificate  granted  to  that 
▼essel  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  said,  that 
on  Tuesday  last  he  was  a  passenger  by 
the  Victoria,  which  left  Folkestone  at 
1 1.39  a.m.  There  was  a  strong  westerly 
wind,  with  rough  sea,  and,  the  machinery 
breaking  down,  the  vessel  drifted  for 
some  time  up  CShannel,  but  eventually 
reached  Calais  harbour  in  the  afternoon. 
The  ship  cuold  carry  over  300  pas- 
sengers, and  yet  there  were  only  two 
small  boats  on  board,  which  would  not 
hold  more  than  eight  people  each,  and 
he  should  be  very  sorry  to  be  one  of 
them.  It  was  a  g^eat  sin  to  send  such  a 
ship  to  sea  with  only  two  small  boats  to 
fall  back  upon  in  an  emergency.  The 
travelling  public  deserved  more  care  and 
attention.  They  relied  upon  Parliament 
to  make  laws  for  their  protection,  and 
they  looked  to  the  Railway  and  Ship- 
ping Companies  to  carry  out  those  laws 
in  their  integrity.  Either  the  Companies 
had  failed  to  carry  out  the  regulations 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  those  regula- 
tions were  insufficient.  All  he  now 
asked  was  that  some  inquiry  should  be 
made  into  the  matter,  and  he  would 
move  that  a  copy  of  the  certificate 
granted  to  the  vessel  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Moved  for,  "  Passenger  certificato  granted  to 
the  South-Eastem  KaUway  Company's  steam- 
ship *  Victoria '  by  the  Board  of  'Trade."— 
{The  Earl  of  Dunmore.) 

Lord  SUDELEY  :  My  Lords,  in  reply 
to  the  noble  Earl,  I  have  to  state  that 
the  steamer  Victoria  holds  a  certificate 
from  the  Board  of  Trade,  authorizing 
her  to  carry  356  pasnengers  between 
Folkestone  and  Boulogne.  The  boats 
she  carries  are  two  in  number — one  of 
them  is  a  lifeboat  and  the  other  a  jolly 
boat,  capable  of  carrying  40  statute 
adults — namely,  25  and  15  persons  re- 
spectively. She  likewise  carries  two 
lifebuoys  fit  and  ready  for  use.  These 
boats  are  carried  in  accordance  with  a 
hard-and-fast  scale  contained  in  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,  under 
which  ships  are  required  to  be  provided 


with  boats,  not  at  all  in  acoordanoe  with 
the  number  of  passengers  they  may 
carry,  but  in  accordance  with  the  net 
registered  tonnage  of  the  ships ;  and  as 
the  size  of  ships  is  increasing,  and  owing 
to  the  operation  of  the  tonnage  laws,  the 
register  tonnage  is  decreasing,  it  follows 
that  more  passengers  may  be  carried  in 
a  steamer  proviaed  with  fewer  boats 
than  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  The  Board  of  Trade  have  power 
to  approve  of  liferafts  in  substitution  for 
the  boats  required  by  statute,  but  not, 
as  is  often  erroneously  supposed,  in. 
addition  to  those  boats.  As  regards  the 
accident,  it  appears  to  have  been  very 
much  as  stated  by  the  noble  Earl.  The 
Victoria  left  Folkestone  for  Boulogne  at 
11.30  on  the  21st  of  March,  with  a  crew 
of  21  men  and  112  passengers.  She  en- 
countered a  strong  breeze,  with  rough 
sea;  and  at  1.10  p.m.,  while  going  at  the 
rate  of  13  knots  an  hour,  she  was  struck 
by  a  heavy  sea.  The  crank  pin  of  her 
port  engine  broke,  and  it  took  two  hours 
to  disconnect  the  engines,  during  which 
time,  being  in  a  disabled  state,  she 
drifted  for  about  two  hours,  going  aboat 
six  miles  up  Channel.  It  certainly  ap- 
peared that  the  number  of  boats  was  m 
accordance  with  the  number  prescsribed 
by  the  Act  of  1854.  As  soon  as  the 
engines  were  disconnected,  she  proceeded 
with  her  starboard  engine,  and  arrived 
at  Calais  at  5  minutes  to  4  o'olook. 
There  will  be  no  objection  to  lay  tiie 
certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the 
Table,  together  with  a  Copy  of  the  sec- 
tions of  the  Acts  of  Parliament  bearing 
upon  the  subject  of  boats  and  of  tiie 
Board's  instructions. 

In  answer  to  Lord  ELPHiNSTOifS, 

Lord  SUDELEY  said,  that  the  ship, 
according  to  Act  of  Parliament,  was 
bound  to  carry  one  lifeboat  capable  of 
carrying  25  passengers  and  one  boat 
capable  of  carrying  1 5  passengers.  He 
could  not  say  at  that  moment  whether 
she  carried  those  boats  or  not ;  but  he 
had  no  reason  for  supposing  that  she 
did  not. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Passenger  certificate  :  Laid  before  the 
House  (pursuant  to  order  of  this  day), 
and  to  be  printed,     (No.  68.) 

House  adioomed  at  Six  o*clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Eleven  o'clock. 
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The  Hoase  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]  — 8bl«ct  Committee— Ecclesias- 
tical ami  Mortuary  Fees,  appointed. 
Btport — Poet  Office  (Annoitiea  and  Life  As- 
surance PolicieB).     [No.  138.] 

Supply  —  considered  in  Commtttee —  Resolution 
[March  24]  reported. 

Pbitatb  Bill  {by  Order)  —  Second  Reading — 
Ezmouth  Gas  *. 

Public  Bills — Committee — Report  —  Duke  of 
Albany  (EsUblishment)  •  [112];  Turnpike 
Roads  (South  Wales)  *  [101]. 


Q  UE8TI0NS. 

STREET  TRAFFIC   (METROPOLIS)— 
HYDE  PARK  CORNER. 

Sir  JAMES  M^GABEL-HOGG  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
oonffested  state  of  the  traffic  at  Hyde 
Pan  Comer ;  and,  if  he  has  any  objec- 
tion to  state  to  the  House  any  plans 
he  may  have  for  facilitating  its  passage 
at  that  spot  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  Sir,  I  have 
bemi  for  some  time  past  considering  the 
best  mode  of  providing  a  remedy  for  the 
difficulty  at  Hyde  Park  Comer,  where 
the  gravest  complaints  have  been  made 
of  the  danger  and  inconvenience  to  the 
public.  With  this  object  I  have  care- 
fully considered  all  the  many  schemes 
which  during  the  last  10  years  have  been 
devised  at  the  Office  of  Works,  or  pro- 
posed to  it  £rom  other  quarters.  The 
plan  which  I  have  selected,  and  which  I 
propose  to  carry  out,  is  one  which  was 
sugg^ested  some  years  ago  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Office  of  Works.  A  line  will 
be  drawn  from  Hamilton  Place  to  Halkin 
Street,  and  this,  it  is  proposed,  shall  be 
the  future  boundary  of  the  Green  Park ; 
the  land  between  this  and  the  entrance 
to  Hyde  Park,  and  bounded  by  Picca- 
dilly and  Grosvenor  Place,  will  be  laid 
out  as  an  open  platz,  intersected  by  such 
roads  as  may  be  necessary,  and  having 
in  its  centre  ornamental  gardens.  This 
plan  will  involve  the  removal  of  the 
Wellington  Arch  from  its  present  po- 
sition to  the  point  where  Constitu- 
tion HiU  wiU  end  in  the  future,  and 


where  it  will  form  the  entrance  gate  to 
the  Green  Park.  There  will  be  broad 
roads  £rom  Hamilton  Place  to  Halkin 
Street  and  to  Grosvenor  Crescent,  and 
Piccadilly  and  Grosvenor  Place  may  be 
widened  to  whatever  extent  may  be  ne- 
cessary. The  cost  of  this  scheme  is  esti- 
mated at  from  £28,000  to  £29,000.  As 
the  improvement  is  a  Metropolitan  one, 
the  Government  has  thought  that  the 
burden  of  it  should  not  fall  upon  the 
general  taxpayers.  I  have,  therefore, 
been  in  communication  with  the  Metro- 
politan Board  on  the  subject ;  and,  al- 
though the  matter  has  not  yet  been  before 
the  full  Board,  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Board  will  contribute 
£20,000  to  the  scheme.  The  Duke  of 
Westminster,  who  always  takes  a  gene- 
rous view  of  his  position  as  a  great  land- 
owner in  London,  has  alsoofiPered  £3,000 
towards  the  scheme.  The  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests,  as  owners  of  pro- 
perty in  Hamilton  Place  and  Piccadilly, 
will  also  contribute  to  the  scheme,  and 
I  shall  submit  a  Yote  to  the  House  for 
the  remainder.  I  have  not  yet  commu- 
nicated with  the  Vestry  upon  whom  the 
charge  of  the  roads  will  fall ;  but  I  ap- 
prehend there  will  be  no  objection  m 
this  quarter.  I  have  only  to  add  that  I 
will  place  to-morrow  morning  in  the 
Library  of  the  House  a  model  showing 
the  alterations  intended;  and  I  have 
great  hopes  it  will  be  recognized  not 
merely  as  a  complete  remedy  for  the  evils 
complained  of,  but  as  forming  a  new 
and  a  fine  feature  in  that  part  of  the 
Metropolis. 

LAW   AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— 
ADMISSION  OF  SOLICITORS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  W^hether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Incorporated  Law  Society 
in  Ireland  require  a  solicitor's  apprentice, 
before  being  admitted  as  a  solicitor,  to 
obtain  a  certificate  of  character  signed 
by  two  members  of  the  Dublin  Law  Club, 
and  to  give  the  members  of  that  Club 
notice  of  his  application  to  be  admitted 
a  solicitor ;  whether  this  Club  is  recog- 
nized for  this  purpose  by  Statute,  or  is 
entirely  a  private  body  formed  for  social 
purposes  only  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
its  membership  is  as  a  rule  confined  to 
Dublin  solicitors,  so  that  country  appren- 
tices are  often  compelled  to  obtain  the 
necessary  certificates  of  character  from 
gentlemen  with  whom  they  are  wholly 
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unacquainted;  whether  a  certificate  of 
character  signed  by  the  apprentice's 
master  and  his  town  agent,  or  any  other 
two  solicitors,  and  a  notice  posted  in 
the  hall  of  the  Four  Courts,  would  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  the  Law  Society ; 
whether  the  Incorporated  Law  Society, 
in  prescribing  the  conditions  referred  to, 
are  acting  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Statute,  or  the  Judges  Kules  regulating 
the  procedure  in  such  cases  ;  whether  it 
is  in  accordance  with  the  Statute  for  a 
private  body,  not  recognized  by  Law,  to 
exercise  a  censorship  over  the  solicitors' 
profession ;  and,  whether,  considering 
the  onerous  conditions  and  the  heavy 
expenses  imposed  on  apprentices  prior 
to  their  admission  as  solicitors,  the 
Bules  in  question  can  be  modified  or 
abolished  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society  does  not 
require  a  solicitor's  apprentice  to  obtain 
the  certificate  of  character  referred  to  in 
the  Question,  nor  to  give  any  notice  to  the 
members  of  the  Dublin  Law  Club.  Be- 
fore the  recent  Judicature  Act  such  cer- 
tificate and  notice  were  required  by  the 
Law  Courts  for  admission  as  an  attorney; 
but  under  that  Act  admission  as  a  solicitor 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  sufficient  for 
every  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
New  forms  have  been  accordingly  pre- 
pared, but  not  by  the  Incorporated 
Society,  and  the  affidavit  of  an  appren- 
tice now  states  that  notice  of  his  appli- 
cation to  be  admitted  a  solicitor  has  been 
posted  in  the  Law  Club  six  days  before 
swearing  his  affidavit.  I  am  informed 
that  the  Law  Club  was  founded  in  17h1 
for  the  advancement  of  the  interests  of 
the  solicitors'  profession,  and  is  not  con- 
fined to  Dublin  solicitors ;  it  is  quite  dis- 
tinct from  the  Incorporated  Society. 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  know  when 
these  rules  referred  to  came  into  opera- 
tion, because,  as  far  as  he  understood, 
it  must  have  been  very  recently? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  VV.  M.Johnson):  I  think 
in  lo78,  and  the  rule  is  that  the  affidavit 
of  the  apprentice  shall  state  that  the 
notice  of  his  application  for  admission 
was  posted  six  days  previously. 

THE   ROYAL  lEISII  CONSTABULARY— 
SUB-INSPECTOR    ROGERS. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

J7r.  Healy 


Whether  it  is  true  that  Sub-Inspector 
Rogers,  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
stationed  in  the  month  of  October  last 
in  the  city  of  Limerick,  was  returned  by 
the  local  bench  of  magistrates  to  stand 
his  trial  on  a  charge  of  assault,  the  de- 
cision of  the  bench  being  come  to  by  a 
vote  of  seven  to  one  ;  whether  the  derk 
of  petty  sessions,  by  order  of  the  magis- 
trates, wrote  to  the  county  inspector  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  »)r  facili- 
ties towards  the  identification  of  con- 
stables who  had  been   guilty,  on   the 
occasion  above  referred  to,  of  violent 
attacks  upon  unoffending  persons ;  whe- 
ther the   magistrates   subsequently  or- 
dered an  application  for  the  same  pur- 
pose to  be  made  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the   Lord   Lieutenant ;  whether  the 
Town  Council  of  Limerick,  also  by  pub- 
lic resolution,  applied  for  the  names  of 
the   offending  constables ;    whether  all 
these  applications  on  the  part  of  the  local 
authorities  have  hitherto  failed  to  elicit 
any  satisfactory  response  from  either  the 
local  officers  of  constabulary  or  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  Sub-Inspector  Rogers 
has  never  been  placed  upon  his  trial ; 
whether  he  will  be  placed  upon  his  trial 
as  directed  by  the  local  magistrates ;  and, 
whether  any  explanation  will  be  given 
of  the  refusal  to  facilitate  the  course  of 
justice  in  regard  to  the  constables  who 
assaulted  the  citizens  of  Limerick  ? 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  last 
October,  an  aggravated  assault  was  com- 
mitted upon  Mr.  Henry  O'Brien,  of 
Limerick,  by  Sub-Inspector  Henry  0. 
Rogers,  and  a  number  of  policemen; 
that,  a  summons  for  assault  having  been 
heard  before  the  city  ofLimerickmag^- 
trates,  when  it  was  given  in  evidence 
that  Sub-Inspector  Rogers  struck  Mr. 
O'Brien  with  his  sword,  and  that  the 
policemen  beat  him  with  their  rifles,  the 
case  was  sent  for  trial  to  the  Munster 
Winter  Assizes ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  case  was  subsequently  postponed  to 
the  Limerick  Spring  Assizes,  that  these 
assizes  are  now  over,  and  that  the  case 
had  again  been  postponed ;  whether  he 
will  inquire  into  the  cause  of  such  re- 
peated postponements ;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  grave  charge  against  him. 
Sub -Inspector  Rogers  has  been  sus- 
pended from  his  duties,  pending  the  de- 
cision of  a  jury  on  the  facts  ? 
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Tot  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Joiinbos)  :  Sir 
u  this  Question  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Uember  for  New  Rosa  fMr.  Rodinondj 
ire  matters  for  the  Attorney  Oeneral  for 
Irelaod,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
BecretaTy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenaot  hae 
requested  me  to  answer  both  Questions, 
Sub-Iu8pector  Rogers  was  committed 
for  trial  on  a  charge  of  assault  while 
qnelling  s  violent  riot  in  the  City  of 
Limerick  during  the  couTeyance  to  prison. 
of  a  person  arrested  under  the  ftt)tec- 
tion  Act.  The  informatioua  were  laid 
before  me  as  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ire- 
land by  the  Crown  Solicitor,  according 
to  the  practice  of  criminBil  procedure, 
for  my  airection,  and  having  read  and 
considered  them  I  directed  him  not  to 

Cseoute.  The  Sub-Inspector,  therefore, 
not  been  pnt  on  trial,  and  I  do  not 
intend  to  prosecute.  Aa  to  the  other  mat- 
ters in  these  Questions,  the  clerk  of  petty 
sessions,  by  direction  of  the  magistrates, 
sent  copies  of  the  informations  to  the 
County  Inspector,  with  a  request  that 
he  would  make  all  necessary  inquiries 
for  the  Kuidance  of  the  magistrates  and 
report  Ue  result  for  their  information. 
Subsequently  the  copy  informations  were 
sent  by  the  magistrates  through  their 
chairman  to  the  Gtoremment,  with  a  re- 
quest that  they  should  be  directed  as  to 
what  steps  should  be  taken  on  aa  appli- 
cation by  the  complainants  that  an  op- 
portunity might  be  afforded  them  to 
identify  the  person  mentioned  in  the  in- 
formations. His  Excellency,  for  the 
reason  stated  in  hie  reply,  declined  to 
accede  to  the  applicatioD.  I  am  not 
aware  whether  any  application  was 
made  by  resolution  of  the  Town  Coun- 
cil. 

Ub.  sexton  asked  the  right  hon. 
and  teamed  Gentleman  if  he  would 
state  the  reason  for  not  prosecuting  ? 

TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  reason  is  the  same  as  that  upon 
which  every  Attorney  General  proceeds 
— that  of  using  his  own  judgment  in  the 
matter,  and  exercising  the  discretion 
with  which  he  is  invested,  and  for  the 
exercise  of  which  he  is  responsible  in 
such  cases.  In  my  opinion  it  was  not  a 
case  which  ought  to  he  submitted  to  a 
petty  jury,  and  my  direction  was  given 
in  reference  to  it  along  with  many  other 
cases  in  which  I  gave  similar  directions 
for  the  preseat  AMizec.     I  formed  my 
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I  opinion  upon  the   informations  which 
.  were  laid  before  me. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — 
MR.  MARTIN  HUBON. 
Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Martin 
Kiibon,  now  imprisoned  under  the  Co- 
ercion Act  in  Enniskillen  Gaol,  is  being 
treated  by  the  prison  doctor  for  an 
affection  of  the  eyes,  which  puts  his 
eight  in  danger ;  whether  the  Enniskillen 
Gaol  is  an  old  building,  and  the  cell 
occupied  by  Mr.  Hubon  narrow  and 
dark,  with  a  high  and  very  small  win- 
dow, causing  a  dimness  injurious  to  ft 
person  eutfering  in  the  manner  de- 
scribed ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
wilt  order  the  removal  of  Mr.  Hubon  to 
Kilmainham,  where  he  will  have  facility 
for  consulting  an  oculjst  competent  to 
deal  with  his  casef 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  was  informed  that  Mr,  Martin 
Hubon  had  suffered  from  an  affection  of 
the  eyes  all  his  life ;  the  cell  in  Ennis- 
killen Gaol  which  he  occupied  was  not 
narrow  or  dark,  the  windows  being 
high  and  affording  ample  light ;  neither 
was  it  likely  to  be  injurious  to  a  person 
suffering  from  such  an  affection.  He 
would  take  care  that  Mr.  Hubon,  in 
compliance  with  his  request,  should  he 
removed  to  Kilmainham,  where  he  would 
be  able  to  consult  a  competent  oculist. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— PERSONS  FOUND 
DROWNED  IN  THE  THAMES. 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE 
asked  the  Cbairman  of  the  MetJropoUtan 
Board  of  Works,  Whether  the  attention 
at  the  Board  has  been  directed  to  the 
large  number  of  persons  found  drowned 
in  the  Thames,  between  Tauzhall  Bridge 
and  Blackfriars  Bridge,  in  front  of  the 
E^mbankments ;  and,  whether  he  will 
ig  before  the  Board  the  question  of 
the  advisability  of  affixing  life  chains  to 
;he  Embankment  walls,  throughout  their 
Evhole  length,  in  order  to  afford  some 
Msistance  to  drowning  persons  who  may 
succeed  in  reaching  the  walls  ? 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG:  Sir 
!  have  observed  in  the  newspapers  with 
egret  frequent  mention  of  bodies  having 
been  found  ia  the  Thames  between 
Vauxholl  and  Blackfriars  Bridges  ;  but 
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I  am  not  avare  that  this  ta  attributable 
in  an;  way  to  the  absence  of  obaina  on 
tho  Embankment  vails.  Sug^etions 
that  chains  should  be  bo  placed  have 
been  made ;  but  the  Metropolitan  Board 
have  considered  that,  inasmuch  as  they 
vould  not  be  available  at  all  times  of 
the  tide,  they  would  be  of  no  practical 
use. 

Mb.  Aldkruan  W.  LAWRENCE 
said,  that  tho  chains  he  had  alluded  to 
woijd  be  available  at  all  times,  because 
they  woidd  have  to  be  so  placed  as  to 
be  so. 

8iB  JAMES  M<aAB£L-HOQO  s^d, 
he  thought  that  hon.  Members  ou^ht 
not   to   make   spoecbea   when   asking 


PKOTECTION   OF    PERSON  AKB    PRO- 
PERTY   {IHELAND)    ACT,     IBBl  — MR. 
I'ATBICK  GIBBONS. 
Mb.  sexton  (for  Mr.  Bioqab)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Tjord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Patrick 
Gibbons  has  been  in  prison  as  a  suspect 
since  May  last;   whether  he  has  been 
under  medical  treatment  in  Qalway  Oaol 
for  the  past  six  months ;  and,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  there  is  any 
reason  why  he  should  be  further  detained 
in  prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  Patrick  Gibbons'  name  ap- 
peared on  the  doctor's  books  on  the  16th 
October,  and  then  his  name  did  not 
appear  until  the  18th  of  March.  He 
had  been  under  medical  treatment,  as 
SufTering  from  constipation,  but  was  now 
in  perfectly  goud  health.  His  case  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant. 

PROTECTION    OF   I'ER.SON    AND    I'RO- 
PEltTY  ORELANDjACT,  1881-MES8RS. 
FITZGEBALD  AND  BEOLEY. 
Mk.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Iiieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that   Mr.  Michael 
Fit/gerald,  of  Cappoquin,  County  Wa- 
terford,  has  been  released  from  prison, 
while  Mr.  Begley,  of  the  same  place, 
who  waa  arrested  at  the  same  time,  and 
on  suspicion  of  the  same  offence,  is  still 
in  custody;  and,  if  he  will  state  why 
Mr.  Begley  has  not  been  released  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  true  that  these  persons  were 
sireated  at  the  sama  time  aod  on  the 
Sir  Jiimei  3f'  Oartl-Hogg 


[ONSl  IrJmi.  H8 

same  warrant ;  but  it  did  not  follow  that 
there  were  the  same  grounds  for  arrest. 
It  was  under  connderation  whether  Mr. 
Begley  oould  be  released,  as  Mr.  Fitx- 
gerald  had  been;  but  upim  that  point  he 
Bould  not  as  yet  give  any  answer. 

POST  OFFICE— CONVENTION  OF  PARIS 

-SEIZURE  OF  THE  "IBISH  WORLD" 

NEWSPAPER. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Poetmaater 
General,  in  reference  to  the  seizure  of 
"Irish  World"  in  the  post.  Upon 
what  authority  the  GoTemment  translate 
the  word  "perte"  in  the  phrase  "En 
cas  de  parte  d'un  envoi  recommand6,"  in 
Article  6  of  the  Postal  Convention  of 
Paris,  to  mean  "  a  thing  lost  which  can- 
not be  found  ; "  and,  if  he  has  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  authoriied  translation  of  Article  6 
which  has  been  made  from  the  Frandi 
for  the  other  countries  included  in  the 
Postal  Union  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JojuiBoir) :  Sir, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General  has  asked  the  Irish  Office  to 
answer  this  Question.  The  authority 
on  which  the  Oovemment  translate  the 
French  word  p»rU  in  this  sentence  a> 
"a  loss  of  a  thing  which  cannot  be 
found  "  is  that  that  phrase  is  the  aeon- 
rate  equivalent  in  English  for  the  word 
here  used  in  French.  The  Convention  is 
in  the  French  language ;  but  there  is  no 
authorized  translation.  Each  conatiT 
party  to  the  Convention  translates  it 
for  itself. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  could  refer  him 
to  an;  authority  for  this  tranalation, 
literary  or  otherwise  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JoHiraos) :  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  hardly 
require  any  such  authority.  I  appia- 
hend  the  origin  of  the  word  In  the 
modem  classic  French  is  the  Latin  word 
periU.  It  has  its  equivalent  in  the  Greek 
word  apoballo,  meaning  "  lo  oast  away 
&om  you  and  absolutely  destroy." 

STATE  OF  IHELAND-THE  DEOOHEDA 
TOWN  COUNCIL  —  INTRUSION  OF 
THE  POLICE. 

Ma.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Ijord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whetlier  he  is  aware  that  a  number  <^ 
witnesses  are  prepared  to  prove  that  the 
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stance  of  the  kind  whioh    had   been 
brought  to  his  notice  by  the  Prisoai 


vordi  nsed  by  the  mb- inspector  of  polioo 
U  the  Drog;bedk  Town  Council  meeting 
n  the  oocasion  of  the  late  election  foi' 
mayor,  are  those  which  were  reported  in 
Ike  press,  and  not  those  alleged  by  th« 
official  Iiiiiiself ;  if  he  will  grant  aa  in- 
^oiry  into  the  matter ;  by  whose  instruc- 
boas  the  police  attended  the  meeting  of 
the  Corporatioa  on  the  day  in  quea'tion  ; 
by  whose  instrnctions  the  constabulary 
attend  meetingfl  of  the  DrogUeda  Inde- 
pendent Club ;  and,  whether,  seeing 
that  the  members  of  the  Club  object  to 
their  presence,  he  will  give  orders  that 
their  attendance  shall  be  discontinued  ? 

Uk.  W.  E.  F0S8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  having  again  inquired  into  the 
Bobject,  be  was  quite  satisfied  of  the 
accuracy  of  the  answers  he  made  to  pre- 
vious Questions  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Sub-Inspector  of  police  at  the  Droghedi 
Town  Counoil  meeting  on  the  occasion 
of  the  election  of  Mayor.  The  police 
attended  the  meeting  by  order  of  a 
superior  ofBcer,  who  acted  on  informa- 
tion  reoeired.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  Constabulary  bad  also  acted  rightly 
in  attending  the  meetiage  of  the  Drog- 
heda  Independent  Club ;  bnt  he  would 
make  further  inquiries  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber liked  to  repeat  his  Qruestion  on 
Thnrsd^  or  Friday. 

Mb.  HRALY  :  I  will  not  repeat  the 
Question.  I  think  the  beet  course  for 
the  Dn^heda  Independent  Club  is  to 
put  the  police  out. 

PROTECTION    OF   PERSON    AND   PHO- 
PERTT    (IRELAND)   ACT,    IBSl  —  AL- 
LEGED  PR08ELTTISM  AMONG  PER- 
SONS  IMPRISONED  UNDER  THE  ACT, 
Ms.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  religious  tracta 
have  been  placed  in  the  cells  of  Catholic 
suspects  in  Limerick  Prison ;    and    if 
this  has  been  done  with  the  sanction  of 
Her  Majesty's  Qovernment? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FUKSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  found  that  one  paper  of  a  religious 
character — not  a  tract — was  found  in  the 
cell  of  one  of  the  Roman  Catholic  pri- 
soners in  December  last.  The  Inspector 
of  the  Prisons  Board  inquired  into  the 
matter  at  the  time,  but  failed  to  dis- 
cover how  the  paper  had  got  into  the 
cell.  On  the  28th  December  the  Soard 
issued  strict  orders  to  prevent  the  intro- 
duction of  any  unauthorized  publications 
into  the  prison.     That  was  the  only  in- 
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INLAND  REVENUE  —  BEER  LICENCES 
(IRELAND), 

Mb.  B.  power  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  is  aware 
that  persons  in  Ireland  who  sell  beer 
merely  by  retail,  for  which  they  pay  a 
Licence  Duty  of  £l  df.,  have,  in  addi< 
tion,  to  pay  the  sum  of  £3  64.  Ijd.  for 
a  wholesale  dealer's  licence,  which  does 
not  authorize  the  eale  of  less  than  four 
and  a-half  gallons,  while  retailers  of 
beer  in  England  are  not  required  to  take 
out  this  second  hcenoe;  and,  whether,  in 
the  next  Revenue  Bill,  he  will  relieve 
Irish  traders  from  paying  for  this  extra 
licence  in  cases  where  itienot  required? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Gladstohk),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Question  was  answered 
by  him  last  year,  and  he  probably  could 
not  do  better  than  refer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the  reply  which  was  then  given 
as  to  the  details;  and  the  real  difficulty 
was  this — that  ho  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  had  quite  accurately  appre- 
hended the  difference  of  the  law  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland,  as  to  which 
the  apparent  inequality- arose.  It  was 
not  owing  to  any  difference  in  the 
charge  mode  by  the  Inland  Revenue 
authorities ;  but  to  the  fact  that  in  Eng> 
land  separate  beer  licences  could  be 
taken  under  the  authority  of  the  magis- 
trates, whereas  in  Ireland  they  could 
□ot.  The  question  of  equalizing  the 
law  might  be  a  proper  subject  for  con- 
sideration, and  in  regard  to  that  he 
should  defer  very  much  to  the  opinion 
of  those  connected  with  Ireland ;  but  it 
was  not  a  matter  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
Revenue  Bill,  as  the  licences  were  not 
issued  by  the  Revenue  Department,  but 
were  under  the  control  of  the  magis- 
trates, and  involved  matters  of  police, 
&<:.,  which  it  would  not  be  suitable  fur 
the  Revenue  Department  to  deal  with. 

STATE    OF    IRELAND  — THE    LADIES' 
LAND  LEAGUE— JUDGE   BARRY  AND 
MISS  M'CORMACK. 
Mr.  J.  B.  TORKE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  extract  tiom  tho 
"  Daily  Express  "  of  last  week: — 
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"  A  deputation  of  the  citizens  waited  on  Judge 
Barry,  at  his  lodgings,  Harrington  Street,  Lime- 
rick, this  morning,  for  the  purpose  of  request- 
ing his  Lordship  to  use  his  influence  with  the 
Government  to  have  Miss  McCk)rmack,  a  mem- 
her  of  the  Dublin  Ladies*  Land  League,  re- 
leased from  the  County  Prison,  where  she  is 
detained  on  a  warrant  issued  by  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd,  special  resident  magistrate,  in  default  of 
finding  sureties  of  *  good  behaviour.'  Judge 
Barry,  in  reply,  said  that,  as  a  judge,  he  could 
not  interfere  in  any  way  whatever  with  the 
matter,  and  could  not  receive  the  deputation  in 
his  judicial  capacity ;  but,  as  Charles  Barry  and 
a  citizen  of  Limerick,  he  was  always  glad  to  see 
his  fellow-townsmen,  and  in  that  capacity  alone 
he  would  use  any  private  influence  he  had  in 
forwarding  the  object  of  the  deputation,  and 
would  write  a  private  note  to-day  to  the  Chief 
Secretary,  requesting,  if  it  were  possible  to  do 
80,  that  Miss  McCormack  should  be  released. 
The  deputation  thanked  his  Lordship  for  the 
courteous  manner  in  which  they  were  received, 
and  withdrew ;  " 

whether  he  had  yet  received  the  pri- 
vate note  from  the  learned  judge;  and, 
if  so,  what  answer  has  been  returned  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  have  seen 
the  statement  in  The  Daily  Express,  and 
I  have  also  received  a  letter  marked  pri- 
vate from  Judge  Barry,  to  which  I  have 
given  a  reply.  As  the  documents  are  of 
a  private  nature,  I  do  not  think  I  should 
be  asked  to  answer  the  Question. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  was  pre- 
pared to  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
learned  Judge's  action  in  his  public  and 
private  capacity  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  do  not 
think  I  am  called  upon  to  define  that. 

MINEKAL  LEASES  — INSECURITY  OF 
TENANTS*  CAPITAL. 

Mr.  rolls  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  If  he  has  any  objection 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  Copies  of  any 
letters  and  memorials,  which  he  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment have  received  from  Mr.  Ool borne, 
on  the  subject  of  insecurity  of  tenants' 
capital  under  mineral  leases  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  inquiry  had  been  made  about  the 
matter,  and  the  only  cognizance  he  had 
of  it  was  that  a  letter  was  addressed  to 
him  by  the  gentleman  referred  to  in 
the  Question,  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
sent  on  to  the  Home  Office  in  case  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment should  find  it  would  be  a  matter 
for  his  jurisdiction.  Some  conversation 
took  place  between  his  right  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  and  this  gentleman.  It 
did  not  appear  that  it  was  a  matter 
which  could  properly  be  laid  in  the 
form  of  a  public  document  before  the 
House,  inasmuch  as  it  seemed  to  concern 
simply  miscarriage  and  inequality  of 
private  arrangements,  which  was  really 
a  matter  for  the  discretion  of  the  parties. 
Even  if  it  related  to  the  law  on  mineral 
leases,  he  did  not  know  if  it  would  be  a 
matter  for  the  Government  to  deal  with ; 
but  they  could  not  produce  a  private 
paper. 

YOUNG  IRELAND  LITERARY  SOCIETY, 
DUBLIN— ALLEGED  INTRUSION  OF 
THE  POLICE. 

Mr  REDMOND  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  a 
Question  which,  probably,  as  he  had  so 
recently  come  from  the  seat  of  war,  he 
might  be  able  to  answer  now.  The 
Question  was  with  reference  to  the  in- 
terference by  the  police  in  Dublin  with 
a  meeting  held  two  nights  ago  of  the 
Young  Ireland  Literary  and  Debating 
Society.  He  (Mr.  Redmond)  had  pre- 
viously g^t  an  answer  which  led  him  to 
suppose  that  the  interference  of  the 
police  would  be  deprecated  in  the  future. 
He  wished  now  to  know  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  the  police 
were  authorized  in  any  way  in  insisting 
upon  getting  the  names  of  the  chair- 
man, secretary,  and  persons  attending 
the  meeting  ;  whether  the  interference 
of  the  police  on  that  occasion  was  au- 
thorized by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
and,  whether  the  police  had  general 
authority  to  enter  any  private  house  for 
the  purpose  of  seeing  what  was  going 
on  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  must  ad: 
the  hon.  Member  to  gpive  Notice  of  his 
Question. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  any 
owner  of  a  private  house,  which  was 
entered  without  warrant,  could  eject  the 
intruder  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson),  in 
reply,  said,  it  depended  entirely  on  what 
was  going  on  inside. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 
Resolution  [24th  March]  nporUd, 
Said  Resolution  read  a  seoond  time. 
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Mk.  MAO  IVEB,  who  had  a  Notice  of 
Motion  on  the  Paper  to  reduce  the  sum 
asked  for  by  £1,500,  saidi-one  reason, 
amongst  others,  for  putting  this  Notice 
upon  the  Paper  was  that  he  felt  he  had 
received  some  provocation  from  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke).  But  the 
House  had  nothing  to  do  with  anything 
that  might  be  regarded  as  a  personal 
question  between  the  hon.  Baronet  and 
himself;  and  it  devolved  upon  him,  upon 

Sublic  grounds,  to  show  some  reasons  of 
issatisfaction  with  the  general  proceed- 
ings of  the  Foreign  Office  sufficient  to 
justify  him  in  putting  the  Motion  on  the 
Paper.  There  were  abundance  of  such 
reasons.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  pub- 
lished letters  which  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers ;  and  there  was,  no  doubt,  a  very 
general  feeling  throughout  the  country 
that  the  Government  had  received  cer- 
tain valuable  concessions  relating  to  ship- 
ping and  goods  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment. He  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  sum  asked  for  by  the  Foreign  Office 
in  this  Beport  of  Supply  included  any 
payment  in  respect  of  recent  or  present 
negotiations  in  regard  to  French  com- 
mercial matters  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  No, 
Sir ;  none.  [*•  Order !  "]  I  understand 
the  hon.  Member  to.  ask  a  definite 
question.  My  answer  is  in  the  nega- 
tive. That  sum  was  voted  some  weeks 
ago. 

Mb.  mac  IVER  went  on  to  say  that 
he  thought  he  was  justified  in  assuming 
that  there  were  no  negotiations  going 
on  at  the  present  moment,  or,  if  there 
were,  that  the  cost  of  those  negotiations 
was  not  included  in  the  present  Estimate. 
[Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  :  There  are  no 
negotiations.]  He  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  sum  which  the  Foreign 
Office  asked  for  included  payment  for 
Blue  Books  which  had  recently  been 
issued  by  them;  and,  if  so,  he  should 
like  to  ask,  and  he  thought  it  but  reason- 
able to  do  so,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
prepare  those  Blue  Books  and  to  revise 
their  contents  ?  He  also  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  ask,  in  view  of  the  letters 
which  had  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
and  the  statements  which  had  appeared 
in  the  Press,  why  it  was  that  that  duty 
should  have  been  neglected,  and  how  it 
was  that  the  contents  of  the  Blue  Books, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  did  not  correspond 
with  that  which  Members  of  the  Go- 


vernment led  the  public,  whether  inten- 
tionally or  otherwise,  to  believe  ?  If  it 
was  a  fact  that  the  Government  did 
obtain  concessions  with  regard  to  boun- 
ties upon  shipbuilding  and  on  naviga- 
tion, he  asked  why  were  those  conces- 
sions not  shown  in  the  Blue  Books,  and 
why  did  not  the  Blue  Books  corre- 
spond with  that  which  had  been  stated  ? 
He  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  had  examined  the 
Blue  Books,  and  had  employed  others  to 
do  so ;  and  he  did  not  find  in  them  any 
confirmation  whatever  of  the  view  that 
the  Government  received  any  conces- 
sions whatever  from  the  French  Com- 
missioners in  regard  to  bounties  on 
shipping,  or  any  that  were  worth  having 
in  relation  to  cargo.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, ho  thought  he  was  perfectly 
justified  in  asking  these  questions.  The 
amount  by  which  he  proposed  that  the 
Yote  should  be  reduced  was  precisely 
equivalent  to  the  salary  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs;  but  he  was  sure  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  himself  would  believe 
that  there  was  no  one  in  that  House 
more  unwilling  than  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
that  any  actual  reduction  should  be 
made  in  that  payment,  which  he  was 
sure  the  hon.  Baronet  very  hardly 
earned.  The  duties  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's position  were  such  that,  if  the 
Forms  of  the  House  permitted  him,  in- 
stead of  moving  that  the  salary  should 
be  reduced,  he  would  have  preferred  to 
move  that  more  money  should  be  paid, 
and  that  the  hon.  Baronet  should  be 
properly  assisted  in  the  Department  in 
which  he  held  such  an  important  place. 
He  had  not  the  slightest  doubt  the  hon. 
Baronet  did  all  he  could ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Mac  Iver)  wished  he  was  less  over- 
worked and  that  he  was  more  accurate. 
And  he  thought  he  was  not  out  of  Order 
in  calling  attention  to  the  general  fact 
that  the  duties  of  the  Foreign  Office 
were  not  well  performed.  He  had  but 
a  few  more  words  to  say,  and  that  was 
in  reference  to  what  he  conceived  to  be 
the  proper  duties  of  private  Members  in 
that  House  in  relation  to  the  Foreign 
Office. .  He  thought  that  a  Member  who 
represented,  as  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  re- 
presented, an  important  commercial  con- 
stituency— a  shipbuilding  and  a  ship- 
owning  constituency  —  a  constituency 
of  a  port  which,  if  not  the  largest,  was 
certainly  the  second  port  in  the  King- 
dom, had    a  right   to  ask   reasonable 
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questioDS  of  the  GovemmeDt  in  regard 
to  commercial  negotiations  which  were 
under  the  control  of  the  Foreign  Office. 
He  admitted  to  the  fullest  extent  that 
the  justification  of  any  question  which  he 
might  have  asked,  or  which  he  might 
yet  ask,  depended  altogether  upon  the 
reasonableness  of  such  questions.  He 
thought  he  was  justified  in  asking  ques- 
tions in  regard  to  matters  upon  which 
he  individually  was  perfectly  well  in- 
formed, and  respecting  which  he  knew 
beforehand  what  the  reply  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  AfiPairs  ought  to  be  if  he 
wished  to  give  information  to  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  subject.  When  he 
asked  in  the  future  for  information,  as 
he  had  asked  for  it  in  the  past,  it 
might  be  upon  matters  upon  which  he 
was  perfectly  well  informed  himself,  for 
the  purpose  of  pinning  the  Government 
to  some  statement  by  which  informa- 
tion should  be  given  to  hon.  Members 
in  the  House  who  were  not  concerned 
in  shipowning  constituencies,  and  to  hon. 
Members  who  really  lacked  information 
on  such  subjects.  He  thought  that  the 
Ministerial  replies  to  questions  so  asked 
ought  to  be  of  a  nature  to  give  hondfide 
information  to  the  House  and  to  the 
public  on  any  subject  on  which  the 
Government  might  reasonably  and  pro- 
perly be  interrogated.  The  proceedings 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  and  especially  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  if  the  latter  would  permit  the 
comparison,  reminded  him  of  what  Mark 
Twain,  the  American  humorist,  once 
said.  He  undertook  to  deliver  a  course 
of  lectures,  and  said  he  could  lecture 
best  upon  those  subjects  which  he  least 
understood,  because  then  he  should 
feel  less  trammelled  in  anything  he 
might  have  to  say.  That  was  a  truthful 
description  of  the  replies  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  He  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  not  in 
any  serious  desire  to  x^ress  that  reduc- 
tion to  a  division,  but  simply  in  order 
that  he  might  express  the  hope  that 
the  Foreign  Office  would  in  the  future 
make  a  more  reasonable  use  than 
they  had  done  in  the  past  of  the 
money  voted  to  them,  and  would  take 
a  proper  view  of  the  duty,  which  he 
ventured  to  think  devolved  upon  them, 
of  giving  accurate  information  to  the 
House. 

Mr,  Mac  her 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
'*  £8,631,600,"  in  order  to  insert 
*' £3,680,100,"— (Ifr.  Mae  /r^r,)— in- 
stead thereof. 

Question  proposed,' 'That  '£3,631,600' 
stand  part  of  the  said  Besolution." 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  only  wished  to  say  one  or  two  words, 
not  so  much  with  reference  to  the  protest 
which  had  just  been  made,  but  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  and  also  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dtlke), 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  to 
secure  the  execution  of  the  reforms  in 
Turkey  stipulated  by  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  ?  A  long  time  had  elapsed  with- 
out any  steps  having  been  taken  to  carry 
out  these  stipulations  as  far  as  the 
Government  was  concerned.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  had  told  the  House 
more  than  once  that  the  Gt>yemment 
were  not  able  to  act  alone  in  this  matter, 
and  that  they  were  obliged  to  invoke  the 
Concert  of  Europe.  But  he  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff)  thought  that,  as  all 
were  agreed  upon  the  necessity  of  these 
reforms  being  carried  out.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  not  entirely  get  rid  of 
their  responsibility  of  taking  the  initia- 
tive simply  because  there  had  been  a 
change  of  Government.  The  late  Go- 
vernment had  taken  a  leading  part  in 
the  Berlin  negotiations,  and  the  (Govern- 
ment could  not  now  refuse  to  take  a 
prominent  place  in  seeing  that  the  terms 
of  that  Treaty  were  fulfilled.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  told  him  on  one  or  two  oc- 
casions that  there  had  been  no  appre- 
hensions of  any  difficulty  arising  be- 
tween Germany  and  Russia,  and  he 
would  fully  admit  that  the  Government 
must  know  best  what  was  going  on  in 
official  circles  ;  but,  judging  from  what 
was  appearing  in  the  newspapers,  he 
could  not  but  say  that  there  were  evi- 
dences of  the  spirit  of  the  people  in  the 
two  countries  which  were  far  more  sig- 
nificant than  the  assurances  of  (Govern- 
ments, and  which  seemed  to  him  to  give 
reasons  for  apprehending  a  movement  of 
a  Pan-Slavonic  character  which  might 
seriously  endanger  the  peace  of  Europe. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  if  we 
were  to  resist  this  Panslavic  inroad,  and 
if  we  were  to  maintain  the  peace  of 
Europe  in  the  East,  no  course  could  be 
better  calculated  to  attain  that  object 
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ihan  the  eetablisbment  of  autonomies  in 
the  East  of  Enrope,  and  it  wonld  be 
perfectly  in  accordance  with  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin.     On  more  than  one  occasion 
tiie  right   hon.   Gentleman  the  Prime 
lOnister  had  expressed    his  views    in 
fftvonr  of  the  speedy  establishment  of 
autonomies  in  the  Turkish  Empire ;  and 
be  qnite   ag^reed  with  the  right  hon. 
Oentieman  that  without  such  changes 
the  confusion  in  that  part  of  the  world 
was  likely  to  be  intensified.    He  should 
tiierefore  be  glad  of  some  assurance  on 
the  point.     He  was  sorry  not  to  see  the 
hon.   Gentleman    the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  in  his  place, 
hot  he  presumed  he  was  agreeably  en- 
gaged in  East  Cornwall  in  electioneer- 
ing ;  but  if  he  had  been  in  the  House 
he  (Sir   H.   Drummond  WolflF)  would 
have  Hked  to  have  asked  him  whether 
he  was  prepared  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  Mouse  the  recent  Constitution 
granted  to  Cyprus  ?  and  to  have  put  a 
question  as  to  the  late  census  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Island.    It  was  perfectly 
plain  to  his  mind  that  the  Constitution 
that  had  been  established  ought  to  have 
been  founded  upon  fair  distribution  of 
power  amongst  the  different  nationali- 
ties of  Cjrprus ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Oovemment    would,    before    long,  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  statement 
of  the  principles  on  which  the  institu- 
tions had  been  given,  as  well  as  the  basis 
upon  which  such  principles  had  been 
arrived    at.     In    the  present  state    of 
Europe,  and  with  the  somewhat  alarm- 
ing accounts  given  in  the  newspapers  as 
to    the    excitement    in    Germany    and 
Bussia,  it  would  be  satisfactory  to  learn 
the  steps  adopted  by  the  Government 
for  the  maintenance  of  order  in  Eastern 
Europe. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
he  would  not  be  in  Order  in  making  any 
reference  to  what  had  just  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
with  regard  to  Cyprus.  With  regard  to 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver),.  that  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  have  moved  the 
reduction  of  tne  Vote  by  the  amount  of 
his  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke's)  salary  for 
one  year ;  but  he  could  not  understand 
upon  what  principle  he  had  done  so,  as 
it  was  rather  hard  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  move  the  reduction  of  his  salary 
for  a  whole  year  upon  a  Vote  which  was 


only  for  two  months  on  account.  The 
hon.  Member  ought  to  have  divided  the 
sum  by  six  and  taken  the  Income  Tax  off. 
The  references  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  to  his  geniality  had  taken  away 
the  sting  of  his  remarks ;  but  that  ge- 
niality could  not  be  expected  to  continue 
if,  while  his  official  duties  remained  the 
same,  his  income  was  altogether  taken 
away.  Now,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
details  of  the  negotiations  as  to  the 
French  Commercial  Treaty  could  be  very 
conveniently  discussed  on  the  present 
occasion.  As  the  hon.  Member  had  said, 
the  subject  was  one  in  which  his  consti- 
tuency and  the  shipping  interest  in 
general  were  nearly  concerned  ;  but  the 
House  had  never  shown  any  great  dis- 
position to  follow  the  remarks  of  the 
non.  Member,  and  he  hoped  he  might 
suggest,  without  any  disrespect,  that 
some  of  the  hon.  Member's  observations 
were  more  suitable  to  his  constituency 
than  to  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
hon.  Member  apparently  had  attacked 
the  Foreign  Office  on  the  singular  g^und 
of  his  belief  in  what  had  been  written 
and  published  in  the  newspapers  by  cer- 
tain hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  He  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  was  unacquainted 
with  those  articles,  or  with  their  authors, 
and  did  not  know  to  what  the  hon. 
Member  was  referring.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  asked  whether  the  money  that 
the  Blue  Books  cost  was  included  in 
this  Vote.  It  was  not,  although  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  preparation  of  these 
particular  Blue  Books  rested  upon  him 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  and  he  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  accept  the  respon- 
sibility. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  also 
stated,  inter  alia^  that  the  Blue  Books 
did  not  confirm  the  replies  given  in  the 
House  as  to  the  negotiations  for  the 
Commercial  Treaty,  with  reference,  in 
particular,  to  the  French  shipping 
bounties  and  the  surtaxe  d^entrepdt.  The 
question  of  the  bounties  on  shipping  he 
thought  they  had  settled  together  the 
other  day.  The  hon.  Member  com- 
plained that  the  Government  had  made 
no  further  representations  as  to  the 
bounties ;  but  that  was  not  the  case. 
Representations  had,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  been  made,  but  without  result,  as 
no  Tariff  Treaty  or  Treaty  dealing  with 
that  subject  had  yet  been  concluded. 
With  regard  to  the  surtaxe  d*entrep6tf 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  in 
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supposing  that  we  did  Dot  reap  any 
benefit  in  connection  with  it,  because 
reductions  had  been  made  under  the 
Belgian  Treaty,  and  we  enjoyed  these 
reductions  under  the  **  Most  Favoured 
Nation  "  Clause.  With  regard  to  the 
other  portion  of  the  surtaxs  d^enirepdt 
case — namely,  that  which  affected  the 
Canadian  trade  through  England,  as 
contrasted  with  the  Canadian  trade 
through  the  United  States,  he  had 
already  twice  told  the  hon.  Member 
that  we  had  obtained  concessions  from 
the  French  negotiators;  and  in  the 
event  of  a  Treaty  having  been  made 
with  France,  those  concessions  would 
have  been  carried  out.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  all  the  sting 
away  from  his  observations  by  remark- 
ing that  the  Foreign  Office  Vote 
ought  rather  to  be  increased  than 
diminished ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
he  could  safely  leave  that  question  with 
the  House.  Passing  to  the  observations 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth  respecting  the  necessity  of 
reforms  in  the  Turkish  Empire,  he  could 
only  say  that  he  concurred  with  him 
when  he  asked  the  Government  not  to 
repudiate  the  initiative  in  these  matters. 
They  did  not  repudiate  the  initiative; 
they  had  always  taken  the  initiative  as 
regarded  the  Provinces  of  European 
Turkey,  and  they  continued  to  lead  the 
concerted  action  of  the  European  Powers 
at  the  present.  He  regretted  as  much  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  could  regret  the 
slowness  with  which  these  matters  were 
progressing ;  but  it  was  useless  to  con- 
ceal the  fact  that  other  Powers  did  not 
feel  so  acutely  upon  the  subject  as  we 
did  ourselves.  With  regard  to  the 
reforms  in  the  European  Provinces, 
the  Government  had  pressed  the  Ar- 
menian reforms.  They  had  applied 
greater  pressure  with  regard  to  these 
reforms,  and  they  had  received  very 
strong  assurances  from  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment that  the  reforms  would  very 
shortly  be  carried  out  in  Armenia.  The 
only  step,  however,  that  had  been  taken 
up  to  the  present  time  had  been  the  re- 
moval of  a  few  Provincial  Governors, 
whose  characters  had  been  reported  upon 
unfavourably,  and  the  appointment  of 
various  Sub-Governors.  He  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  in  thinking  that  the  re- 
forms, of  course,  were  greatly  to  be  de- 
sired in  the  interests  of  Turkey  herself, 
especially  at  a  time  when  there  were 

Sir  Charles  W.  JHlke 


feelings  abroad  such  as  those  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  alluded  ;  but  the 
Government  had  no  reason  at  the  pre- 
sent time  to  apprehend  any  danger  of  a 
European  war. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  ^Mr.  Mao  Iver) 
would  not  press  his  Amendment,  al- 
though, in  his  (Mr.  O'Shea's)  opinion, 
he  and  other  private  Members  had  rea- 
son to  complain  of  some  of  the  answers 
as  to  foreign  affairs  given  by  the  hon. 
Baronet,  who  had  never  given  the  House 
any  real  information  as  to  our  commer- 
cial negotiations  with  France  and  Spain. 
As  a  rule,  the  hon.  Baronet's  replies 
were  terse,  and  conveyed  no  meaning 
whatever.  He  (Mr.  O'Shea)  had  asked 
yesterday  whether  it  was  true  that  the 
Spanish  Gt>vemment  had  asked  our  Gk>- 
vernment  to  enter  into  serious  commer- 
cial negotiations,  and  had  suggested  that 
they  should  take  place  at  Madrid.  The 
only  answer  given  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  that  the  Spanish  Government  had 
asked  that  negotiations  should  take  place 
at  Madrid,  and  not  a  word  had  oeen 
said  as  to  the  reply  of  our  Government 
or  the  appointment  of  Commissioners  to 
negotiate.  And  on  many  other  occa- 
sions the  very  minimum  of  information 
had  been  given  by  the  hon.  Baronet, 
and  something  always  seemed  to  be  kept 
back,  with  the  air,  perhaps,  less  of  a 
Machiavelli  than  of  a  Talleyrand.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  enter  upon  negotia- 
tions with  the  Spanish  Government  at 
Madrid  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  would 
appoint  Commissioners  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  had  accurately  and  com- 
pletely answered  the  Question  as  it  ap- 
peared on  the  Paper  yesterday,  but  had 
not  entered  into  matters  as  to  which  no 
inquiry  had  been  made.  His  hon. 
Friend  did  not  ask  that  which  he  now 
asked,  and  he  did  not  know  whether  his 
hon.  Friend  wished  him  to  go  further 
and  to  say  what  answer  had  been  given 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  How- 
ever, he  might  add  that  instructions  on 
the  subject  were  being  drawn  up  for 
communication  to  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ter in  Madrid;  but  they  had  not  yet 
been  sent. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  :  Are  negotiators  to  be 
sent? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  We  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  send  speciid 
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Oomrnimoners,  haTing  ftill  confidence 
in  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid. 

Mr.  GEOBQE  EU8SELL  said,  that' 
he  was  anxious  to  dissociate  himself 
from  the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  and  below  him  (Mr.  Mac 
Iyer  and  Mr.  O'Shea).  He  desired  to 
say  that,  in  his  opinion,  during  the 
last  two  years  no  Department  of  the 
Gk)Yemment  was  administered  with 
more  conspicuous  skill  and  courtesy 
than  that  administered  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affidrs.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Mac  Ivor)  at  one  time 
would  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  and  at 
another  to  increase  it,  on  the  ground 
that  the  pressure  of  work  was  so  great 
that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  had 
no  leisure  to  acquaint  hunself  with  the 
subjects  brought  to  his  notice,  and  was 
thereby  driyen  to  give  inaccurate  and 
untrustworthy  information.  So  far  from 
that  being  the  case,  nothing  had  been 
more  remarkable  than  the  accuracy  and 
conciseness  of  the  answers  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  except  the  courtesy  which  he 
had  always  maintained  in  the  face  of 
Tery  strong  provocation.  The  answers 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  were  such  that 
any  Member  of  the  Government  might 
be  proud  to  imitate.  The  informa- 
tion given  had  been  trustworthy,  and  it 
had  been  given  with  a  point  and  de- 
cision, and  with  an  extreme  urbanity  of 
manner,  which  had  never  been  more 
conspicuous  than  when  to-day  he  replied 
to  those  questions  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  thought  reasonable, 
but  to  which  many  Members  would  apply 
a  very  different  term. 

M&.  MAO  lYEB  asked  to  withdraw 
his  Motion.  [  Cries  of  *'  No,  no ! "]  He 
would  only  add  that  if  the  tone  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  always  been  what  it 
had  been  that  day  he  should  never  have 
brought  the  matter  forward. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  sexton  said,  the  Members  of 
the  Irish  Party  entertained  a  profound 
objection  to  the  method  of  deaUng  with 
public  money  contemplated  by  the  pre- 
sent Vote.  The  taking  of  public  money 
by  Votes  on  Account  seemed  to  be  grow- 
ing into  a  practice  and  hardening  down 
into  a  system  ;  and  he  could  conceive  of 
no  system  better  calculated  to  make  the 
Government  irresponsible,  and  to  with- 
draw from  the  House  of  Commons  its 
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chief  Oonstitutional  function  of  criticizing 
the  expenditure  of  the  State.  In  the 
course  of  the  summer  they  might  ask 
for  another  Vote  on  Account,  and  then, 
as  now,  they  might  ask  to  postpone  dis- 
cussion ;  and  finally,  when  the  Vote  for 
the  balance  was  taken,  and  when  by 
common  consent  the  occasion  had  arrived 
for  Oonstitutional  criticism,  the  Dog-days 
would  also  have  arrived,  and  the  House 
of  OommoDS  would  not  be  in  a  position 
to  give  the  Vote  that  criticism  which  the 
public  interest  required.  Irish  Mem- 
bers, however,  were  not  disposed  to  in- 
terfere between  English  Members  and 
the  Government ;  and,  therefore,  the  re- 
duction which  he  meant  to  move  on  the 
Vote  should  have  reference  only  to  items 
of  expenditure  for  purposes  of  State  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  SPEAEEE  :  I  must  inform  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  affcer  the  Motion 
which  has  just  been  decided  upon  by 
this  House  no  further  reduction  can  be 
moved,  because  the  House  has  affirmed 
that  the  original  sum  shall  stand  part  of 
the  Eesolution.  The  hon.  Member  is  at 
liberty  to  make  any  observations  he 
pleases  in  reference  to  the  Vote ;  but  he 
cannot  move  its  reduction. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Then  I  will  confine 
myself  to  observations  with  reference  to 
Ireland. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'OONNOR,  as  a 
point  of  Order,  wished  to  ask  whether 
it  was  not  competent  for  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber now  to  move  for  a  reduction  of  the 
Vote  smaller  than  that  which  had  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  ?  Would  it,  for  in- 
stance, not  be  competent  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  to  move 
for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £1,200  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  vote  of  the 
House  was  to  this  effect — the  Question 
is,  **That  the  sum  of  £3,631,600  stand 
part  of  the  proposed  Resolution."  The 
House  having  resolved  that  in  the  af- 
firmative, it  is  obvious  that  the  amount 
cannot  now  be  reduced. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  apprehended 
at  once  the  force  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's ruling;  and  he  should  therefore 
strictly  confine  himself  to  observations 
on  the  item  for  the  Office  of  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  that  of 
Irish  Prisons.  He  might  say  a  great 
deal  with  reference  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Civil  Service  in  Ireland  as 
regarded  the  prisons   had   lately  been 
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administered  ;  that  from  time  to  time  in 
that  House  he  had  felt  it  his  painful  duty 
to  expose  the  manner  in  wnich,  in  the 
name  of  the  resources  of  civilization,  the 
instincts  of  barbarism  had  been  applied 
with  intense  gratification ;  but,  at  pre- 
sent, he  would  confine  himself  to  an  in- 
quiry into  the  present  condition  of  the 
question  of  the  imprisonment  of  three 
Members  of   Parliament    in   an  Irish 
prison  by  a  Government  of  which  the 
Chief   Secretary  for  Ireland  was    the 
principal  responsible  Officer  in  Ireland. 
He  said  the  present  condition,  because 
the  condition  of  the  question  with  re- 
gard to  these  three  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
within  the  last  few  days — he  might  say 
within  the  last  few  hours — very  gravely 
and  materially  changed.     In  the  first 
place,  these  hon.  Gentlemen  were  not 
imprisoned  in  pursuance  of  any  judicial 
process,  any  verdict  of  a  jury,  or  any 
finding  of  a  Judge.     They   were  im- 
prisoned on  what  was  called  ''reason- 
able suspicion  "  in  the  mind  of  an  Irish 
subordinate  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government ;  and  if 
the  Government  saw  any  reason  to  order 
their  release,  nothing  more  was  necessary 
than  to  instruct  the  subordinate,  and 
they  would  be  released  as  a  matter  of 
course.     Why  were  these  hon.  Gentle- 
men imprisoned  ?     He  (Mr.  Sexton)  was 
in  a  position  to  state  the  exact  words  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  this 
point.      He    said,   in  a  public    letter, 
which    was    in     strict    keeping    with 
previous   declarations   in    this    House, 
that  the    Coercion  Act   was    intended 
to   be  used  for    the    purpose  of   pre- 
vention,   and  not  for  the  purposes  of 
punishment.     He  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
what?    For  the  purpose  of  preventing 
the  illegal  acts  contemplated  by  the  Coer- 
cion Act — namely,  acts  of  violence  and 
intimidation.     Passing  on  to  the  next 
point,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  the  telegram   he  was 
about  to  read    accurately   represented 
the  facts  to  which  it  referred  ?      This 
telegram   was  addressed  to  him   (Mr. 
Sexton)  by  the  hon.  Members  for  the 
City  of    Cork   (Mr.   Parnell)   and  the 
Counties  of  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon)  and 
Boscommon    (Mr.   O'lLelly),    and   was 
dated  yesterday,  from  the  prison,  Kil- 
mainham — 

**  Wo  have  written  to  the   Chief  Secretary 
asking  to  bo  permitted  to  take  part  in  tho  divi- 
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Bion  on  Mr.  Marriott's  Amendment,  and  under- 
taking to  refrain  from  any  action  in  any  other 
political  matter  daring  oiirabeence  from  prison, 
and  after  the  division  to  return  to  Ireland,  and 
surrender  ourselyes  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant." 

He  (Mr.  Sexton)  now  wished  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  House — he  wished  the 
Government  and  the  country  to  clearly 
understand  that  these  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  not  taken  this  step  of  their  own 
motion.  He  most  firmly  believed  that 
the  spirit  which  had  sustained  them 
through  weary  months  of  imprisonment 
would  have  animated  them  yet,  and  kept 
them  silent ;  but  they  had  made  this  ap- 
plication in  obedience  to  the  unanimous 
wish  of  their  Colleagues  in  Parliament. 
If  they  had  consulted  their  own  feelings, 
they  would  have  made  no  application 
on  that  or  any  other  subject  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  and  it  was  only  in  de- 
ference to  the  wishes  of  others,  and  in 
obedience  to  their  sense  of  duty  to  their 
country  and  to  the  mandate  given  by 
their  constituents  of  the  dty  of  Cork  and 
the  counties  of  Tipperary  and  Bosoom- 
mon  that  the  application  had  been  made. 
And  why  had  it  been  made  ?  Becanse 
they  were  on  the  eve  of  a  trial  of 
strength  the  most  momentous  that  had 
distinguished  the  Parliamentary  history 
of  this  century.  It  would  be  an  idle 
task  to  compare  the  division  to  be  taken 
on  Thursday  night  with  any  other 
division.  It  would  be  no  ordinary  diri- 
sion,  but  an  extraordinary  one,  perhaps 
the  most  extraordinary  that  had  ever 
been  taken  in  that  House,  for  it  was 
the  first  step  in  proceedings  which  pro- 
posed to  uproot  and  shatter  the  Parlia- 
mentary (Constitution  which  had  been 
the  slow  accretion  and  natural  g^wth 
of  centuries.  It  proposed  not  merely  to 
vitally  alter  the  Constitution  of  that 
House,  but  also  permanently  to  limit 
and  restrict  the  rights  of  indiyidual 
Members.  Why,  it  was  not  merely  be- 
cause the  Constitution  of  the  HousSi  as 
a  whole,  was  threateued  by  these  Beeo- 
lutions,  but  also  because  by  virtne  of 
them  their  right,  the  most  valuable, 
sacred,  and  hitherto  cherished  right  of 
every  individual  Member — the  right  of 
free,  unrestricted  speech — was  about  to 
be  taken  away.  It  was  for  that  reason 
that  he  claimed,  for  those  three  absent 
Members  who  were  detained  in  prison, 
and  who  had  as  good  a  right  as  he  or 
his  Leader  had  to  be  heard  and  to  vote 
on  a  question  that  concerned  not  mei^Iy 
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their  oonstitaenis  and  oountry,  but  their 
own  personal  exercise  of  their  political, 
0oii8titutional,and  Parliamentary  rights, 
the  right  to  decide  as  freely  as  any  other 
bon.  Members  of  that  House.  Having 
shown,  in  the  first  place,  the  circum- 
stances  under  which  those  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  imprisoned,  and  the  unques- 
tionable gravity  of  the  occasion  when 
desired  to  be  present,  he  would  proceed 
to  ask  briefly  what  were  the  terms  under 
which  they  wished  to  come  to  that 
House  ?  They  were  imprisoned  under 
suspicion,  and,  therefore,  could  not  law- 
fiilly  be  punished,  but  only  detained. 
The  only  moral  reason  and  the  only 
legal  reason  why  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, upon  the  authority  given  him  by 
that  House,  could  have  a  right  to  detain 
his  hon.  Colleagues  was,  that  he  appre- 
hended that  their  release  might  leaa  to 
incitement  to  acts  of  violence  or  intimi- 
dation, or  other  acts  punishable  by  law, 
and  specified  in  the  Coercion  Act.  In 
all  the  discussions  on  the  subject,  he 
would  admit  that  he  never  felt  that  he 
could  completely  reply  to  the  argument 
which  might  be  advanced  on  the  side  of 
the  Government.  If  they  released  these 
Gentlemen,  what  assurance  had  they 
that  they  would  not  repeat  the  acts  of 
alleged  misconduct  of  which  they  were 
suspected?  He  might  have  replied — 
and  it  was  the  only  answer  he  could 
give— that  the  imprisonment  they  had 
already  suffered  had  probably  been  long 
enough  for  the  acts  for  which  they  were 
suspected,  even  if  they  had  been  found 
guilty ;  and  if  they  were  released  and 
again  misconducted  themselves,  the  Go- 
vernment had  their  Coercion  Act,  their 
policemen,  their  warrants,  and  their 
gaols,  and  could  renew  the  imprison- 
ment and  protect  society  against  them  ; 
but  now  he  had  a  different  argument. 
He  had  the  proffered  word  of  honour  of 
these  three  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  he  did 
not  suppose  that  either  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  or  any  Member  of  the 
House  would  question  for  a  moment  the 
adequacy  of  the  word  of  honour  of  any 
one  of  these  three  hon.  Members  as  a 
guarantee  in  respect  of  his  future  con- 
duct. What  was  the  demand  they  made, 
and  what  were  the  terms  they  offered  ? 
They  asked  to  be  allowed  to  come  to 
that  House  on  Thursday  evening  and 
ezerase,  in  the  most  limited  and  re- 
stricted form,  their  Parliamentary  right 
to  vote  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mar- 
riott) to  the  Besolution  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  regard  to  the  1st  !Rule  of 
Procedure.  They  did  not  ask  to  be 
even  permitted  to  speak,  but  only  to 
vote.  In  what  direction  they  would  vote 
it  was  not  for  him  (Mr.  Sexton)  to  say, 
and  the  Government  were  too  high- 
minded  to  inquire.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Marquess  of  Harting^n)  had  said  that 
if  the  Government  had  been  willing  to 
release  them  in  order  that  they  might 
vote  on  their  own  side;  such  conduct 
would  be  worthy  of  the  highest  repro- 
bation. Perhaps  the  Government  were 
afraid  that  their  votes  might  be  given 
on  the  other  side ;  and  even  supposing 
they  knew  such  to  be  the  case,  was  that 
a  reason  why  they  should,  any  the  less, 
release  them  forthat  purpose  ?  Let  him 
put  in  brief  words  the  sum  total  of  the 
engagement  in  that  telegram.  The  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  Members  for  Cork,  Tip- 
perary,  and  Boscommon,  on  being  re- 
leased, pledged  their  word  of  honour 
that  they  would  proceed  to  that  House, 
that  in  that  House  they  would  limit 
themselves  to  voting  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Brighton ;  that,  having 
voted  on  that  Amendment,  they  would 
return  to  Ireland,  and  all  the  time 
vigorously  abstain  from  any  political 
action,  and  personally  tender  themselves 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  If 
the  Coercion  Act  was  not  for  punishment 
but  prevention,  why  would  such  an  offer 
be  refused  ?  On  what  special  pleading 
could  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
assert  that  the  prevention  which  was 
the  object  of  their  imprisonment  would 
be  less  effectually  carried  out  in  that 
House  than  in  Kilmainham  ?  Nothing 
more  was  asked  by  these  hon.  Members 
than  was  freely  granted  to  prisoners  of 
Prisoners    of    war    taken    red- 


war. 


handed  were  released  on  parole ;  the 
sole  condition  being  that  during  their 
parole  they  should  not  take  part  in  the 
conflict.  What  was  the  conflict  in  the 
present  case  ?  It  was  the  agitation  in 
Ireland,  and  the  three  hon.  Members 
pledged  their  honour  that  during  the 
period  of  their  parole  they  would  not 
take  part  in  that  agitation.  He  trusted 
he  had  fully  shown  that  there  was  no 
possible  oonceivable  danger  to  law  and 
order  involved  in  the  grsmting  of  that 
demand.     He    had    also,   he    tliought, 
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shown  that  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  bound  by  the  maxim  he  had 
laid  down,  limiting  the  purposes  of  the 
Coercion  Act  to  prevention,  to  release 
these  hon.  Gentlemen,  it  being  clearly 
proved  to  him  that  there  was  do  danger  on 
their  parts  of  a  repetition  of  illegal  prac- 
tices.    There  was  one  further  argument 
on  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  bound  by  his  administration  of  the 
Coercion  Act  to  release  these  Gentlemen 
for  the  purpose  mentioned.     He  was 
bound  to  say,  in  justice  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  he  had  not  been  slow 
to  grant  releases  upon  parole.     One  man 
was  released  because  of  something  in 
connection  with  his  shop,  and  another 
because  of  something  in  connection  with 
his  farm  ;  and  the  cases  had  been  nume- 
rous in   which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  allowed  men  to  proceed  from 
eaol  to  their  farms  to  carry  out  some 
domestic  or  business  requirement.     In 
no  single  case  had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man found  the  parole   broken.      The 
difficulty  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  believed  was 
in  the  opposite  direction ;  because,  on 
at  least  one  occasion,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  persisted  in  regarding  the 
release  as  permanent,  while  the  ''  sus- 
pect "  insisted  it  had  been  only  tem- 
porary.    The  prisoner  returned  to  the 
gaol  and  persisted  in  his  demand  to  be 
re-taken  into  custody.     How  could  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  reconcile  that  in- 
consistency ?     When  the  state  of  feeling 
was  such  in  Ireland  that  men  in  the 
humbler  ranks    of   society  kept  their 
parole,  and  returned  to  prison  rather 
than   bring    the    dimmest  constructive 
stain  upon  their  characters,  the  evidence 
was  ample  to  show  that  the  parole  of 
the  three  hon.  Members  now  m  prison 
was  sufficiently  guaranteed.     Men  had 
been  allowed  out  on  parole  to  till  their 
farms,  and  had  been  aUowed  to  go  freely 
through  Ireland.     Was  a  private  obliga- 
tion more  sacred  than  a  public  right  ? 
Had  a  man  who  merely  wanted  to  till 
his  farm  or  stock  his  shop   a  greater 
right  to  release  on  parole  than  the  men 
who  wanted  to  come  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  to  take  part  in  the  highest 
function  a  subject  could  perform.     He 
feared  the  difficulty  in  the  latter  case 
was  precisely  because  these  hon.  Gentle- 
men desired  to  exercise  a  public  right. 
If  they  wanted  to  go  to  the  Mediterranean 
or  to  America,  or  upon  a  tour  of  pleasure, 
or  on  business,  there  would  be  no  hesita- 
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tion  about  g^nting  the  parole.     It  was 
because  they  wanted  to  perform  their 

Eublic  duty  that  they  woulo,  he  supposed, 
e  refused  a  parole,  for  the  countenance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forewarned 
him  of  the  probable  reply.  It  was  be- 
cause the  strongest  Government  of  the 
19th  century  in  England  apprehended 
that  upon  a  division  from  which  the 
greatest  events  might  hang — the  exist- 
ence of  the  Government,  the  holding  of 
a  General  Election,  the  future  force  of 
that  Parliament — those  three  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen might  be  found  in  the  Opposition 
Lobby,  that  the  Government  would  re- 
fuse to  them,  their  victims  of  suspicion, 
the  common  privilege — he  would  say  the 
right — which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
extended  to  the  poor  tenant  who  simply 
wanted  to  leave  prison  that  he  might 
sow  his  crops.  Having  said  so  much, 
he  would  leave  this  question  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  and  of  the  oountiy. 
Bather,  he  would  say,  to  the  judgment  of 
the  country,  because,  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  remarked,  the  mechan- 
ism of  the  House  was  nervous,  and  speedily 
responded  to  the  hands  of  those  who  so 
well  knew  how  to  use  it.  In  the  country 
there  was  intelligence,  there  was  honesty, 
there  was  a  vast  and  abundant  percep- 
tion of  public  rights.  He  would  con- 
clude his  observations  with  the  remark 
that,  however  high  might  be  the  preten- 
sions, however  moral  might  be  the  pro- 
fessions that  emanated  from  the  Treasury 
Bench — and  Heaven  knew  they  had 
abundant  moral  professions  from  the 
Treasury  Bench— every  man  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland,  however 
humble  was  his  intelligence,  however 
limited  his  political  knowledee,  would 
know  that  the  great  Liberal  (Govern- 
ment was  afraid  of  their  votes  upon  the 
first  cldiure  division.  When  the  hon. 
Gentleman  used  an  Act  of  suspicion  to 
keep  three  hon.  Members  away  from 
their  Constitutional  right  they  would 
know  that  a  Statute  obtained  by  decep- 
tive practices  from  the  House,  which 
gave  it,  for  great  purposes  of  public 
right  and  safefy,  was  being  used  by  the 
Government  for  the  meanest  ends  and 
for  the  most  contemptible  intrigues  of 
Party. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
desired,  before  any  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment might  state  their  views  on  this 
question,  to  say  a  few  words.  The  pro* 
position  put  forward  by  the  hpn.  Meal'' 
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W  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  made 
under  circumstances  without  parallel 
in  the  history  of  Parliamentary  legisla- 
tion. In  supporting  the  proposed  for 
the  release  on  parole  of  the  three  hon. 
Members,  he  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna) 
would  ask — was  it  possible  that  any 
exercise  of  the  prerogative  could  be  so 
fen(fed  around  with  safeguards?  Could 
those  three  hon.  Gentlemen  afford  to 
break  their  words  of  honour  before  the 
country  by  endeavouring  while  on  parole 
to  renew  the  conduct  for  which  they  were 
arrested?  He  asked  the  Government  to 
consider  carefully  the  request  that  they 
had  made,  and  not  to  give  a  hasty 
refusal. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to 
offer  a  suggestion  as  a  Member  in  an 
independent  position,  being  neither  a 
Member  of  the  Gk>vemment — thank  God 
— nor  a  Member  of  the  Irish  Party,  for 
which  he  was  equally  grateful.  He 
had  already  suggested  that  the  Prime 
Minister  should  pair  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
that  the  Home  Secretary  should  pair 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Dillon),  and  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  should  pair  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (Mr. 
O'Kelly),  &c.  That  suggestion,  un- 
happily, had  not  met  with  the  approba- 
tion of  the  Government ;  but  he  had  yet 
another  to  make,  so  anxious  was  he  to 
assist  his  kind  friends  among  all  Parties 
in  the  House.  Could  not  some  three  of 
the  Irish  Members  now  in  the  House  be 
held  as  hostages  while  the  division  was 
going  on,  and,  when  the  division  was 
over,  be  detained  in  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  until  the  three  **  sus- 
pects" re-entered  Kilmainham?  He 
did  not  see  how  the  Government  could 
refuse,  for  they  already  had  liberated 
"  suspects "  in  order  that  they  might 
attend  the  funerals  of  their  relatives; 
and  it  was  only  consistent  that  these 
three  hon.  Members  should  be  liberated 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to 
attend  at  the  funeral  of  the  British  Con- 
stitution. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  un- 
derstood that  the  hon.  Members  of  the 
political  section  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  belonged  in- 
tended to  arraign  the  general  conduct 
of  the  Government  upon  that  occasion. 
From  the  course  of  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  Ifonber,  however,  and  from 


the  silence  of  those  who  sat  around  him, 
he  conceived  that  he  must  have  been 
misinformed  upon  the  subject,  because, 
imdoubtedly,  if  there  had  been  a  dispo- 
sition to  arraign  the  general  conduct  of 
the  Government,  he  should  have  desired 
to  have  taken  his  part  in  its  defence,  and 
to  have  stated  what  he  thought  about 
the  course  which  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  Friends  had  taken  in  bringing  about 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland.  But 
as  that  was  not  the  case,  and  as  the 
Irish  Representatives  were  evidently 
waiting  for  some  reply  from  the  Govern- 
ment upon  this  particular  subject,  he 
would  give  one ;  but  he  must,  however, 
rely  upon  them  that  there  was  no  other 
subject  of  debate  that  afternoon.  ["  No, 
no  ["] 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  was  un- 
derstood to  signify  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers intended  to  enter  upon  a  general 
discussion  after  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Then,  he  begged 
pardon — he  must  decline  to  proceed  then 
if  there  were  to  be  any  other  subjects  of 
discussion.  If  there  was  to  be  an  attack 
made  upon  the  general  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  hoped  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  sit  down  for  the  present.  He 
had  been  drawn  by  the  speeches  of  the 
two  Jion.  Gentlemen  who  had  just  sat 
down  to  speak  on  the  subject  now.  He 
now  learnt,  after  they  had  sat  down, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers to  attack  generally  the  policy  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  hoped  that  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  McCarthy)  would  not  be  led 
into  a  trap.  The  people  in  Ireland 
and  Irish  Members  wished  for  a  clear 
and  distinct  declaration  from  the  Go- 
vernment upon  this  subject,  and  that 
nothing  should  be  done  to  prevent  that 
from  being  given. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  then  he 
would  proceed ;  but,  with  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair,  he  would  lose  his  right  of 
speaking  again.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  began  by  observing  that  he  re- 
gpretted  very  much  that  there  seemed  to 
be  a  growing  practice  of  asking  the 
House  for  Votes  on  Account  for  the 
Civil  Service,  and  said  that  that  was  a 
system  dangerous  to  Parliamentary  con- 
trol. The  hon.  Member  should  bear  in 
mind  that,  so  far  as  that  Vote  on  Ac- 
count went,  it  was  a  matter  of  absolute 
necessity,  under    the   arrangement   by 
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which  the  public  money  was  paid.     It 
might  be  a  reason  against  the  arrange- 
ment— he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  gave  no  opi- 
nion upon  that  subject — but  as  long  as 
the  arrangement  continued,  as  long  as 
the  law  was  fulfilled  under  which  ba- 
lances of  money  voted  were  repaid  to 
the  Exchequer  by  the  Slst  of  March,  so 
long  as  the  custom   continued  of    the 
House  meeting  in  the  month  of  February 
or  the  last  days  of  January,  so  long  it 
was  a  matter  of  absolute  necessity  that 
there  must  be  a  Vote  on  Account  taken 
about  that  period  of  the  year.     There- 
fore, it  did  not  form  the  subject  of  at- 
tack or  defence  of  the  general  character 
of  Votes  on  Account.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  concluded  his  speech  by  an  im- 
putation which,  he  need  not  say,  was  in 
the   highest   degree    ofltensive.     ["Oh, 
oh  ! "]     The  imputation  was  this — and 
it  was  for  hon.  Gentlemen  who  heard 
him  to  judge  whether  it  was  offensive  or 
not — that  any  reasons  or  pleas  which 
the  Government  could  advance  for  de- 
clining to  accede  to  this  request  were 
mere  shams  and  pretences,  and  that  the 
whole  and  sole  reason  why  their  request 
was  refused  was  in  order  that  the  Gt)- 
vernment  might  avoid  the  disadvantage 
of  having  three  additional  votes  recorded 
against  them   on    that  night.     Was  it 
possible  to  assign  to  any  body  of  men 
conduct  more  disgraceful  ?    If  to  assign 
disgraceful  conduct  were  offensive,  he 
must  say  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  conveyed  the  imputation  with 
an  appearance,    a   cool  assumption   of 
certainty  which  treated  the  matter  as 
beyond  all  doubt  or  question,  and  was 
offensive  in  the  highest  degree.     He  did 
not  intend  to  reply  in  a  similar  spirit, 
he  did  not  intend  to  use  any  words  him- 
self in  dealing  with  that  comparatively 
limited,    though    rather    delicate    and 
somewhat    important    question    which 
could  hurt  or  wound  anybody ;  but  he 
thought  it  right  to  record  instances  of 
this  kind  as  he  went  along  in  the  con- 
duct  of  Parliamentary   debates.    The 
hon.  Member  said  that,  under  the  plea 
of  making  use  of  the  resources  of  civili- 
zation. Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
indulging  in  the  instincts  of  barbarism. 
That  was  a  much  fairer,  but  still  a  very 
serious,  charge ;  while  it  was  one  that 
was  perfectly  intelligible.     It  certainly 
did  tempt  him  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  widen 
the  field  of  this  debate,  and  to  inquire 
what  instincts  of  barbarism  they  were 

Mr,  Gladstone 


that  were  now  being  principally  stimu- 
lated and  indulged  in  Ireland ;  and  who 
were  the  persons  by  whom  those  instincts 
were  deliberately  stimulated,  with  the 
effect  of  carrying  rapine,  murder,  and 
mutilation  into  the  houses  and  dwellings 
of  the  families  of  the  innocent  people  in 
Ireland  as  a  punishment  for  the  offence 
of  paying  rent?    That  was  the  inquiry 
which  he  was  tempted  to  enter  into,  and 
although  he  believed  there  was  good 
reason  for  putting  forward  the  allega- 
tion against  certain  persons  with  con- 
siderable force,  yet  it  was  not  a  matter 
on  which  he  should  enter  at  the  present 
moment ;  and  he  should  not  have  intro- 
duced it,  but  that  the  phrase  was  one  so 
remarkable  that  he  could  not  pass  it  by. 
There  was  another  point  to  which  he 
would    refer.      The    hon.    Gentleman 
called  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  right  hon. 
Friend  near  him  his  subordinate.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  appear  to  be 
very  well  aware  of  what  was  the  consti- 
tution of  the   British  Gk>vemment,  or 
else  he  would  not  have  made  such  a 
statement.     He  could  not,  for  a  moment, 
suppose  that  any  Cabinet  Minister  could 
be  subordinate  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.     Every  Cabinet  Minister  was 
in  that  country  a  responsible  Adviser  of 
the  Crown.     He  was  not  subject  in  the 
affairs  of  his  Department  to  the  orders  or 
the  injunctions  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.     He  was,  therefore,  not  the 
subordinate  of  the  First  Loid  of  the 
Treasury,  and  that  difference  he  noticed 
in  order  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  might 
forego  that  mode  of  indulging  his  de- 
sire to  irritate — but,  happily,  that  had 
been  found  impossible — to  irritate,  if  he 
could,  the  mina  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
But,  putting  aside   those  matters,   let 
them  look  at  the  point  before  the  House. 
The    hon.    Gentleman    requested    that 
three  Members  of  Parliament  who  were 
unhappily  detcdned  in  Ireland  upon  sus- 
picion— [**  Hear,    hear!"] — ^yes,    very 
unhappily    detained — [An    hon.   Mkm- 
ber:    On    suspicion] — very    unhappily 
detained  on  suspicion.     Nobody  would 
ever  hear  him  speak  with  levity  of  the 
serious  nature  of  the  case.     Hfe  never 
had  undervalued  it.     He  never  had  at- 
tempted to  gild  over  the  character  of  any 
law  which  set  aside  the  Constitutionid 
privileges  with  which  Members  of  that 
House  were  invested.  Those  Gentlemen 
who  were  unhappily  detained  upon  the 
responsibility    of  tne    Goyenunent   in 
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gaol  in  Ireland  had  made  a  re- 
quesfc  to  be  allowed  to  oome  over 
to  this  country  for  the  very  limited  pur- 
poae  of  voting  in  this  House  upon  one 
particular  division.  They  disclaimed, 
he  understood,  even  the  privilege  of 
speech ;  and  he  might  say  that — low- 
ing as  they  did  the  general  experience 
of  that  House — ^he  appreciated  the  enor- 
mous sacrifice  which  must  be  made  by 
these  Qontlemen  in  such  a  disclaimer. 
They  offered  their  parole  as  a  security 
that  they  should  come  here  for  one  pur- 
pose, and  for  one  purpose  alone,  and 
that,  having  satisfiea  that  purpose,  they 
should  return  to  their  gaols  in  Ireland ; 
and,  moreover,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  they  founded  themselves  upon  the 
allegation  that  there  was  an  unapproach- 
able gravity  in  the  occasion  of  Thursday 
next.  The  hon.  Gentleman's  allegation 
was — first,  that  there  was  a  perfect  se- 
curity against  the  misuse  of  that  release 
upon  parole  for  any  purpose  forbidden 
by  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Pro- 
perty Act.  To  that  proposition  he  en- 
tirely subscribed.  He  had  not  the  least 
doubt  as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  parole, 
or  as  to  the  faithfnlness  with  which  it 
would  be  kept.  He  quite  admitted  that 
no  direct  stimulus  would  be  offered  by 
virtue  or  by  means  of  it  to  the  passions 
that  were  active  in  Ireland ;  and,  in  fact, 
that  no  abuse  whatever  would  be  made 
of  the  licence  thus  asked.  But  then 
hon.  Members  would,  he  hoped,  con- 
cede to  him  that  when  an  extraordinary 
Statute  of  that  kind  had  been  passed, 
those  who  administered  it  must  be  pre- 
pared to  do  so  with  something  like  con- 
sistency. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  im- 
peached the  consistency  with  which  the 
Act  had  been  administered.  He  stated 
that  various  prisoners  had  been  tem- 
porarily released — some  of  them  upon 
what  he  called  domestic  occasions,  by 
which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  imagined  he 
meant  to  refer  to  cases  of  death  or  sick- 
ness in  the  family,  or  occasions  connected 
with  their  private  affairs.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  not  prepared  to  accede  to  the 
correctness  of  that  statement.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  no  details  to  sup- 
port it.  If  the  hon.  Member  had  de- 
tails,  or  called  for  details  in  order  to 

supportit- 

Mb.  HEALT,  interposicg,  mentioned 
the  names  of  Messrs.  O'Toole,  of  Baltin- 
glassy  and  Beddington,  of  Maryborough. 


Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  not 
for  him  to  contradict  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  but  he  was  not  acquainted  with 
the  case.  But  what  he  was  going  to  say 
was  this — If  such  cases  existed  they  must 
be  judged  upon  their  own  merits,  and 
they  were  of  a  totally  different  character 
from  the  case  that  was  now  before  them. 
No  inference  could  be  drawn  from  them. 
If  such  cases  existed — which  he  was  not 
prepared  to  admit — they  might  be  right 
or  they  might  be  wrong,  and  they  ought 
to  be  repeated  or  not  be  repeated  ac- 
cordingly. But  he  contended  that  they 
were  totally  distinct  and  different  ^m 
the  case  before  them.  He  had  admitted 
that  the  parole  was  safe.  There  was  no 
danger  whatever — nay,  more,  he  would 
admit  that  even  if  they  came  there  to 
speak  on  the  subject  he  made  no  doubt 
they  would  speak  in  the  spirit  of  that 
parole,  and  uiat  they  would  not  make 
use  of  their  liberty  of  speech  in  that 
House  for  the  purpose  of  stimulating  to 
outrage  in  Ireland.  But  what  he  denied 
was  this — that  parole  on  that  occasion 
was  better  than  parole  upon  any  other 
occasion.  He  had  not  the  least  doubt 
that  if  they  requested  to  be  released  on 
parole  once  a  week,  and  once  a  week  to 
be  under  an  engagement  not  to  contra- 
vene the  Act  by  virtue  of  their  liberty 
for  any  certain  time,  and  then  went  back 
to  prison,  the  security  of  their  parole 
would  be  precisely  the  same.  But  was 
he  prepared  on  that  account  to  say  that 
wherever  an  unexceptional  parole  was 
offered,  when  a  proper  engagement  was 
made  not  to  make  use  of  temporary  free- 
dom for  purposes  alien  to  the  Act,  there- 
fore release  should  be  given  ?  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Certainly  not.]  He  was  much 
obliged  to  somebody  whom  he  did  not 
see  for  supplying  the  answer  he  was 
about  to  give.  He  said  certainly  not. 
The  mere  fact  that  parole  was  trust- 
worthy was  not  a  sufficient  ground  for 
releasing  a  prisoner  under  an  Act  of  the 
kind.  Well,  but  then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said  there  was  an  unapproachable  gravity 
in  the  occasion  of  Thursday,  and  not 
only  so,  but  those  whom  they  were  asked 
to  release  in  order  that  they  might  come 
there  were  to  come  there  as  witnesses 
and  judges.  But  that  was  not  applicable 
to  the  occasion  of  Thursday  alone.  Every 
day,  every  hour,  every  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was  not  only  a  wit- 
ness of  what  took  place,  but  was  a  judge 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Government ; 
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and,  therefore,  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  great  deal  too  wide, 
and  showed  that,  if  once  they  admitted 
that  because  these  Gentlemen  were  wit- 
nesses and  judges  they  might  be  brought 
there  on  Thursday  next,  they  should 
have  no  plea  to  stand  upon  when,  upon 
any  other  occasion,  a  request  was  made 
that  they  might  come  there  to  take  part 
in  Parliamentary  Business.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  was  an  unap- 
proachable gravity  on  this  occasion. 
Well,  he  would  not  contest  that  pro- 
position ;  but  he  would  say  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  division  which  was  taken 
about  a  couple  of  weeks  ago  on  the  Par- 
liamentary inquiry  into  the  working  of 
the  Land  Act  in  Ireland  was,  in  their 
view,  an  occasion  of  gravity  quite  as  un- 
approachable as  that.  [^Laughter r\  It  was 
all  very  well  for  those  to  laugh  whose  ob- 
ject it  was  to  destroy  the  Irish  Land  Act. 
p*  No,  no  !  "1  He  was  speaking  of  hon. 
u-entlemen  who  laughed  when  he  stated 
that  the  vote  of  that  House  on  Parlia- 
mentary inquiry  into  the  Land  Act  was 
a  matter  of  gravity  as  great  as  the  one 
now  before  them.  He  said  it  was  very 
well  for  those  to  laugh  who  sought  to 
impair,  to  undermine,  and  to  destroy 
the  working  of  that  Act,  for  they  knew 
that  that  Act  was  the  one  efficient  in- 
strument for  counteracting  their  views. 
But  for  the  Government,  who  believed 
that  the  Land  Act  was  the  instrument  by 
which  they  might  hope  to  do  justice  to 
the  people,  and  to  save  order  and  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  for  them  a  Motion 
touching  an  inquiry  which,  as  they 
thought,  went  to  sap  the  authority  and 
operation  of  that  Act,  such  a  Motion 
was  a  Motion  of  quite  as  unapproach- 
able gravitv  as  the  division  of  Thursday 
next.  Well,  then,  they  might  say  the 
division  of  Thursday  next  had  been  de- 
clared to  be  a  division  involving  the  fate 
of  the  Government ;  and  did  they  sup- 
pose, then,  that  in  the  division  of  March 
9th  the  fate  of  the  Government  was  not 
involved  ?  There  was  just  as  much  rea- 
son for  those  hon.  Gentlemen  being 
present  on  that  occasion  as  on  Thursday 
next.  \Laught$r.'\  It  was  a  question 
upon  which  those  hon.  Gentlemen  had  a 
far  nearer  and  more  immediate  right  to 
appear,  if  a  distinction  were  to  be  drawn 
between  one  Parliamentary  question  and 
another. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :    They  did  not  ask  to. 
[CW«o/ "Order!"] 

Mr*  Oiadstone 


Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  ex- 
tremely sorry  that  these  practices  of 
laughter  and  jeering  and  ridiculing 
those  who  were  in  the  performance  of  a 
public  duty,  the  cessation  of  which  was 
not  required  on  any  other  public  ground 
but  that  of  courtesy  ana  good  sense, 
should  be  persisted  in.  They  were  prac- 
tices that  did  not  contribute  to  raise  the 
character  of  those  who  indulged  in  them. 
He  would  look  at  the  matter  a  little 
more  nearly.  It  was  proposed  that 
three  hon.  Gentlemen  should  be  released 
from  confinement  in  Ireland,  to  come 
and  give  a  vote  on  Thursday  next  on  the 
1st  Resolution.  But  that  vote  on  the 
1st  Hesolution  was  not  to  be  a  conda- 
sive  vote.  It  was  not  to  be  a  vote  which 
was  to  determine  what  should  be  the 
contents  of  the  foUowipg  Besolutions. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair 
had  told  them  that  after  that  vote  had 
been  taken  every  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  might  be  put ;  and  each  went,  in 
the  view  of  some,  to  determine  the  dia- 
racter  and  bearing  of  the  Besolution 
more  than  the  vote  that  was  to  be  taken 
on  Thursday  next.  [Mb.  Sbxtok:  To 
determine  the  course  of  the  Govern- 
ment.] How  did  the  hon.  GenUeman 
know  now  many  votes  would  determine 
the  course  of  the  Government  ?  Did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  whenever 
the  Government  proposed,  as  they  pro- 
posed a  few  weeks  ago,  some  Besolution 
or  some  measure  upon  which  their  fate 
depended,  that  then,  and  then  only,  these 
three  hon.  Gentlemen  were  to  be  brought 
over  from  Ireland  ?  Why,  it  would,  he 
said,  place  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  Executive  Government  in  a  pofdtion 
nothing  short  of  ridiculous  were  they  to 
say  that  three  hon.  Gontlemen  ao  oon- 
fined — unhappily  and  unfortunately  ^m 

necessity  confined  in  Ireland ^f "  No, 

no  ! '']  Well,  he  would  not  malie  any 
further  comment.  He  did  not  wish  to 
repeat  what  he  just  now  said.  He  was 
only  compelled  to  inflict  upon  the  House 
the  commencing  part  of  the  sentence. 
It  would  place  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  Government  in  a  position  no- 
thing less  than  ridiculous,  in  eonnectioa 
with  this  most  grave  subject,  were  they 
to  allow  that  those  three  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  to  come  over  to  that  House  in 
order  to  give  a  particular  vote  oi^  the 
first  Amendment  that  came  up  to  the 
1st  Besolution;   and  then  to  say  they 
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should  take  no  farther  part  in  any  deci- 
sion or  in  any  Tote  that  might  come  up 
on  other  Amendments,  or  upon  the  final 
qnestion  of  the  adoption  of  the  Besolu- 
tion  itself.  He  hardly  thought  thc^  hon. 
(Gentlemen  could  be  serious  in  the  con- 
tention that  they  made.  He  quite  under- 
stood their  being  serious  in  the  desire 
that  their  three  Friends  should  be  free, 
eyen  for  a  brief  period,  to  breathe  the 
air  of  liberty.    That    he  could    quite 
nnderstand,  that  he  could  sympathize 
with ;  but  what  he  could  not  understand 
▼as  that  they  should  gravely  state  to 
that  House  that  it  would  be  possible  for 
them  to  bring  these  hon.   Gentlemen 
there  for  the  purpose  of  giving  a  par- 
ticular vote — a  Tery  important  vote,  no 
doubt — and  then,  with  regard  to  other 
Totes,  which  might  be  just  as  important, 
or  which  might  be  indistin^ishable  in 
point  of  importance  by  any  une  of  prin- 
ciple from  that  vote,  that  they  should 
cancel  the  privilege,  and  say  they  would 
refuse  sach  an  application.    That  ap- 
peared to  him  so  plain  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  dwell 
upon  it.     He  had  shown  it  was  not  the 
security  of  the  parole.  They  might  have 
plenty  of  security  of  parole  from  these 
and  from  many  other  prisoners  in  whose 
honour  they  would  have  perfect  confi- 
dence—the question  was  not  whether 
they  were   witnesses  and  judges,   but 
whether,  because  they  were  witnesses 
and  judges,  they  ought  to  be  there  that 
day.     [**  Hear,  hear !"]   Yes ;  that  was 
a  very  fair  admission,  for  the  proposi- 
tion really  meant  that  they  ought  always 
to  be  there.  That  was  the  meaning  of  the 
proposition,  and  that  was  a  candid  ad- 
mission. Yes ;  but  if  that  was  what  they 
were  asking  for,  they  were  then  asking 
of  the  Government  to  import  into  the 
operation  of  the  law  a  principle  which 
Parliament  deliberately  and  advisedly 
excluded  from  it — namely,  that  a  dis- 
tinction was  to  be  drawn  between  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  who  came  under  the 
reasonable  suspicion   described  in  the 
Act,  and  other  persons  coming  under 
that  reasonable  suspicion.    The  Govern- 
ment believed  that  they  would  be  acting 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Act  and  the 
intentions  of  Parliament  if   they    ad- 
mitted any  such    distinction.    It    was 
only  on  the  latent  g^und  of  such  dis- 
tinction that  the  proposal  could  for  a 
moment  be  jnstifiea.  They  could  not,  in 
their  opinion,  separate  between  the  occa- 


sion for  which  the  request  was  made  and 
any  other  occasions.  They  could  not 
admit  that  special  treatment  was  to  be 
made  applicable  to  those  personages  who 
had  brought  themselves,  as  the  Govern- 
ment held,  within  the  scope  of  the  law ; 
and,  therefore,  they  were  compelled  to 
say  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  without 
making  light  of  his  request  or  the  sub- 
ject he  had  raised,  that  it  was  impossible 
to  comply  with  the  request  that  he  had 
made. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
had  listened  with  profound  regret  to 
the  Prime  Minister's  speech.  He  must 
confess  that  he  was  one  of  those  who 
were  sanguine  enough  up  to  the  last 
moment  to  hope  that  this  very  reason- 
able request  might  have  been  granted 
by  the  Government.  He  shomd  say 
that  he  listened  with  regret  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  only 
because  of  its  substance,  but  also,  in 
some  measure,  because  of  its  tone.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  displayed  too 
great  subtlety  in  his  argument  that, 
though  a  parole  might  be  perfectly  safe, 
the  Government  were  not  therefore 
bound  to  grant  a  person  his  liberty. 
What  rational  being  wanted  convincing 
of  that?  What  the  Irish  Members 
contended  was,  that  this  was  a  most 
remarkable  and  exceptional  case,  that 
these  men  had  made  application  to  be 
released  on  parole,  that  that  application 
could  be  safely  granted,  and  that  it  was 
only  reasonable,  and  the  public  duty  of 
the  Government,  under  the  special  cir- 
cumstances, to  comply  with  the  request. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
what  distinction  could  be  drawn  between 
this]and  any  other  applications  ?  and  im- 
mediately went  on  to  say  that  every  ap- 
plication ought  to  be  considered  on  its 
merits.  The  Irish  Members  fully  ad- 
mitted that  if  this  application  were 
granted,  the  Government  would  not, 
therefore,  be  bound  to  grant  any  other ; 
but  the  present  occasion  was  a  special 
and  momentous  one,  and  for  a  most  im- 
portant purpose.  He  was  astonished  at 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  saying  that  if 
he  granted  the  application  in  this  case 
he  must  grant  it  in  every  other  case. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)  showed  most  clearly  that 
there  was  a  precedent  for  granting  a  re- 
lease on  parole  to  prisoners  confined 
imder  this  Act.  It  had  been  done  over 
and   over    again.    Under  the  present 
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Coercion  Act  permission  had  been  given 
to  prisoners  to  attend  to  their  pri- 
vate business,  to  see  a  sick  relative,  or 
even  to  attend  a  funeral ;  and  he  asAced 
the  House  whether  any  such  occasion, 
however  momentous  it  might  be  to  the 
individual  himself,  could  be  so  important 
as  the  desire  of  a  man  to  pe^orm  a 
great  public  duty  to  his  constituents 
and  to  his  country?  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  denied  that  this  was  so  im- 
portant an  occasion  as  they  had  at- 
tempted to  make  out;  and  he  had 
declared  that  he  considered  the  vote 
given  on  the  9th  March  to  be  much 
more  momentous.  He  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  was  quite  ready  to  accept  the 
assurance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  did  regard  the  occasion  as  more 
important ;  but  he  would  venture  to  say 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  so  re- 
garded the  relative  importance  of  the 
two  votes  he  was  the  only  Member  of 
the  House  who  did  anything  of  the  kind. 
At  the  very  most,  the  last  was  a  Motion 
to  prevent  inquiry  into  an  existing  Act 
of  Parliament.  It  concerned  one  Act 
of  Parliament  only.  But  the  vote  of 
Thursday  next  would  relate  to  the 
making  of  Acts  of  Parliament  for  all 
future  time.  The  Premier  did  not  seem 
to  regard  the  vote  of  Thursday  as  ne- 
cessarily involving  the  fate  of  the  Mi- 
nisters ;  but  he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
could  not  see  how  it  could  be  otherwise. 
It  could  only  have  one  of  two  results — 
it  must  either  make  the  Government 
victorious,  or  inflict  a  substantial  defeat 
upon  them.  The  fate  of  the  Govern- 
ment, therefore,  depended  upon  it.  If 
upon  it  they  got  a  strong  and  substantial 
majority,  they  could  pass  the  other  Re- 
solutions, and  entirely  alter  the  Consti- 
tution of  Parliament.  But  if  they  failed 
in  that  purpose  their  whole  scheme  fell 
to  the  ground ;  and  whether  they  after- 
wards remained  in  Office  or  went  out, 
they  were  shattered  as  a  Government, 
and  would  have  no  strength  what- 
ever either  in  the  House  or  in  the 
country.  If  that  was  so,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  contend  that  this  was  not  a 
serious  crisis  in  the  history  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Constitution,  and  one  upon 
which  evenr  Member  of  the  House 
should  be  allowed  to  record  his  opinion. 
What  comparison  was  there  between  a 
vote  of  that  kind  and  a  vote  on  some 
casual,  unimportant  question  of  the 
ordinary  Busmees  of  the  House?    He 

Mr.Juitin  ^['Carihy 


did  not  believe  the  subtle  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
convince  hon.  Members  that  there  was 
any  comparison  whatever  between  them. 
Everjr  week  some  man  was  allowed, 
for  some  reason  or  other,  to  leave  pri- 
son on  parole.  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  that  the  purpose  for 
which  each  prisoner  was  so  released  was 
more  Important  than  the  vote  of  next 
Thursday  ?  He  could  not  think  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  do  so  with 
consistency.  All  the  Gk>vemment  had 
to  do  in  this  case  was  to  exercise  that 
discretion  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
already  done  in  the  case  of  other  ''  sus- 
pects ;  "  and  until  he  could  convince  the 
House  and  the  country  that  the  occasions 
on  which  other ''  suspects"  were  released 
were  not  as  important  as  this  he  could 
not  consistently  refuse  the  request. 

Me.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  he  alflo 
regretted  that  the  Gk>vemment  had  not 
consented  to  the  very  moderate  request 
made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  It  was  very  little  to 
ask.  The  concession  could  have  done  no 
one  any  harm,  and  it  would  have  been 
looked  upon  in  Ireland  as  a  symptom  of 
a  return  to  a  more  kindly  feeling  on 
the  part  of  the  Gk>vemment  toward 
the  people.  The  votes  of  the  three 
hon.  Members  in  TCilmftinliftTn  would 
not  imperil  the  Ministerial  majority  on 
Thursday.  The  division  was  not  Ukcdj 
to  be  so  close  as  that ;  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
allowed  them  to  come  there,  even  for  a 
few  hours,  the  act  would  have  been  re- 
garded as  an  olive  branch — a  small  one, 
it  was  true,  but  still  an  olive  branoh — 
by  the  people  of  that  disturbed  and  dis* 
tracted  country.  But  his  (Mr.  Cowen's) 
object  in  rising  was  not  ao  much  to 
plead  for  the  release,  on  parole,  of  his 
three  hon.  Friends,  as  to  remark  on  an 
observation  made  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  took 
exception  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo,  and  he  censured  him 
very  strongly  for  the  language  he  used, 
or  rather  for  the  imputations  conveyed 
by  it.  The  language  itself  could  not  be 
condemned,  as  it  was  both  moderate  and 
correct.  His  hon.  Friend  had  expressed 
a  fear  that  the  request  he  was  preferring 
would  be  rejected,  because  the  (Govern- 
ment were  afraid  of  the  influence  that 
these  three  votes  might  have  on  the 
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pending  diviaioii.     The  Prime  Minister 
oonceiyed  that  that  was  an  imputation 
on  Ministerial  honour.    He  (Mr.  Oowen) 
Bcarc^y  saw  it  in  that   light  himself. 
He  was  not  squeamish ;  but  he  was  very 
far  mistaken  if  he  did  not  hear  in  that 
House,  daily,  remarks  much  more  severe 
which  passed  without  notice.    But  whe- 
ther the    observation    did  or  did  not 
wander  beyond  the  legitimate  bounds  of 
discussion,  he  was  quite  sure  that  one 
of  the  remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister 
had  exceeded  those  bounds;  for  while 
censuring  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
for  imputing  improper  motives  to  the 
Ministry,  he  broadly  and  emphatically 
accused  his  three  Friends,  now  prisoners 
in    Kilmainham,   with  having    delibe- 
rately, intentionally,  and  knowingly,  in- 
cited to  rapine,  murder,  and  outrage. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Cowen)  undertook  to  say, 
on  behalf  of  those  three  hon.  Gentlemen, 
that  the  charge  against  them  was  abso- 
lutely unfounded.    There  was  not  any 
justification  for  it.    The  Land  League, 
with  which  those  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
identified,  had  avowedly  and  openly  ad- 
vocated "Boycotting" — that  was,  they 
had  counselled  their  countrymen  to  put 
a  social  ban  upon  such  of  their  neigh- 
bours as  did  not  act  faithfully  to  the 
Land  League,  and  in  accordance  with 
Land  League  principles.    That  course 
mieht  be  wrong,  or  it  might  be  right, 
and  the  practice  might  be  made  an  in- 
strument for  inflicting  much  cruelty  and 
hardship.     He  was  not  defending  it,  or 
apolog^izing  for  it.    It  was  a  weapon 
that  was  used  constantly  in  political, 
social,  and  private  life,  with  a  view  to 
accomplishing  given  ends.    It  was  a  re- 
cognized instrument  in   the   hands   of 
English  trades  unionists.     In  the  event 
of  a  strike  they  ''  picketted"  factories, 
and  "  blacklegeed  "  those  of  their  craft 
who  deserted  them.    If  the  custom  was 
not  only  tolerated,  but  upheld  in  this 
country,  he  failed  to  see  the  justice  of 
condemning   it    so   severely  when   put 
in  requisition  by  the  peasants'  trades 
onion  in  Ireland.     He  knew  there  was 
one  code  of  law  and  liberty  for  this 
country,  and  another  for  Ireland ;  that 
a  man  could  say  things  here  that  he 
could  not  say  across  the  Channel ;  that 
newspapers  could  be  printed  and  circu- 
lated in  England  that  were  confiscated 
In  Ireland ;  and  that  meetings  could  be 
held  here  that  were  there  suppressed. 
Ihe  diflSsrenoe  was  marked  and  glaring. 


It  was  only  a  legal  difference— not  a 
moral  one.  The  use  of  such  terrors 
could  only  bring  discredit  on  their  or- 
ganization; they  could  serve  no  good 
cause,  and  the  Land  League  leaders 
knew  that.  They  also  knew  that  every 
crime  of  the  kind  was  a  detriment  to 
them,  and  a  disservice.  For  the  Prime 
Minister  to  stand  up  in  Parliament  and 
accuse  three  hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  House 
with  being  inciters  to,  and  participants 
in,  such  horrible  outrages  was  unjustifi- 
able. If  these  hon.  Members  were  guilty, 
either  by  act  or  implication,  of  such  pro- 
ceedings, they  should  be  brought  to 
trial,  and  no  punishment  would  be  too 
severe  for  them.  To  utter  the  imputa- 
tion, and  refuse  to  try  them,  was  a  much 
greater  breach  of  the  courtesies  of  de- 
bate than  anything  that  was  involved  in 
the  very  mild  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sligo.  As  for  the  re- 
quest itself,  he  would  have  been  glad  if 
it  had  been  more  comprehensive.  In- 
stead of  asking  that  the  three  Members 
should  be  permitted  to  visit  Westmin- 
ster and  vote  in  one  division,  he  thought 
a  request  should  have  been  made  for 
them  to  attend  altogether.  According 
to  the  Government's  own  showing,  such 
a  demand  would  have  been  reasonable. 
They  admitted  that  the  Coercion  Act 
only  applied  to  Ireland,  and  even  more 
than  that,  that  it  only  applied  to  certain 
districts.  The  three  Members,  if  re- 
leased, would  remain  in  London,  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties.  They  would 
not  go  to  Ireland,  or  come  within  the 
operation  of  the  Act ;  and  it  was  fair  to 
ask  that  they  should  be  allowed  to  at- 
tend to  their  work  as  Representatives. 
The  reasonableness  of  such  an  applica- 
tion, and  the  injustice  of  refusing  it,  was 
seen  in  the  fact  that  there  were  three 
Members  sitting  opposite  for  whose  ap- 
prehension warrants  had  been  issued; 
but  they  managed  to  get  away  from  Ire- 
land before  they  were  served,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  they  could  be  in 
Parliament,  when,  according  to  the  Go- 
vernment's own  confession,  they  were 
just  as  guilty  as  his  hon.  Friends,  Mr. 
Pamell,  Mr.  O'Kelly,  or  Mr.  Dillon. 
The  desire  to  have  them  released,  in 
order  that  they  might  look  after  their 
Parliamentary  duties,  therefore,  was  a 
moderate  and  fair  one.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  denied  that  any  prisoners 
had  been  liberated  for  the  purpose  of 
attending  to  their   business — ^planting 
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their  potatoes,  or  looking  after  their 
shops.  Of  course  he  (Mr.  Gowen)  as- 
sumed that  the  Prime  Minister  was  well 
informed  before  he  made  that  statement ; 
but  his  (Mr.  Co  wen's)  information  con- 
flicted entirely  with  it,  and  he  believed 
that  prisoners  on  several  occasions  had 
been  released  in  such  a  way.  The  fact 
that  the  release  was  refused  to  these 
three  Members  went  to  show  that  they 
were  treated  more  harshly  than  others. 
He  did  not  wish  to  drive  the  case  against 
the  Government  too  hard  or  too  far ;  but 
it  was  quite  open  to  say  that  the  Ministers 
themselves  had  contributed  as  much  to 
the  outrages  in  Ireland  as  the  Land 
League.  They  did  not  mean  to  do  that : 
they  meant  to  do  the  very  opposite. 
What,  however,  had  been  the  effect  of 
their  coercion  ?  They  had  promised  to 
arrest  the  village  ruffians,  but  instead  of 
that  they  had  arrested  the  village  poli- 
ticians— the  men  who  acted  as  a  restraint 
upon  the  ruffians.  Any  moral  assistance 
that  they  otherwise  might  have  obtained 
from  the  population  in  the  enforcement 
of  the  law  had  thus,  in  consequence  of 
the  Ministers'  own  act,  been  withdrawn. 
Coercion,  indeed,  had  helped  the  dis- 
order, and  in  a  sense  increased  the  out- 
rages. It  was  a  very  effectual  way  of 
silencing  a  political  opponent  to  lock  him 
up  in  prison — to  lock  him  up  in  prison, 
too,  without  accusation,  without  trial, 
and  without  affording  him  an  opportu- 
nity of  either  defending  or  explaining 
himself ;  but  it  was  a  very  cowardly  way. 
It  was  a  course  of  action  that  had  never 
been  followed  in  this  country  since  the 
dark  and  dismal  days  of  the  Stuarts. 
Amidst  all  their  troubles  and  disorders, 
no  Representatives  of  the  people  had  for 
centuries  been  arrested  in  such  a  high- 
handed fashion.  It  had  remained  for  a 
Government  that  ostentatiously  boasted 
of  its  liberality,  that  pretentiously  pro- 
claimed its  regard  for  the  principles  of 
nationalities  and  the  rights  of  struggling 
peoples,  to  resort  to  a  practice  that 
brought  dishonour  upon  themselves  and 
humuiation  upon  their  country. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could  not, 
looking  at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Premier  as  a  ^veming  man,  as  a  states- 
man responsible  for  the  good  government 
of  this  country— could  not,  reg^arding  him 
in  that  light,  but  express  Us  astonish- 
ment at  the  great  opportunity  he  had 
lost  on  that  occasion.  That  opportunity 
would  not  soon  recur,  seeing  tiiat  the 

Mr.  Jo%iph  Cowm 


division  of  Thursday  next  would  be  ex- 
ceptionally momentous  to  the  (Govern- 
ment and  the  country.    If  there  was  one 
measure  more  than  another  calculated  to 
relieve  the  painful  tension  and  embar- 
rassment in  Ireland,  it  was  the  measure 
which  was  pressed  on  the  Government 
that  day.     With  reference  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Premier,  it  was  the  first 
time  that  the  securities  for  the  liberties 
of  that  House  were  proposed  to  be  placed 
at  the  mercy  of  the  majority,  and  it  was 
useless  for  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  tell 
that  House  that  it  was  not  an  exceptional 
occasion.     The  position  of  the  Ghovem- 
ment  would  be  vastly  improved  if  the 
imprisoned  Members  were  permitted  to 
vote  on  Thursday,  for  they  would  then 
show  that  they  were  not  afraid  of  three 
additional  votes,  especially  if,  in  addi- 
tion to  permitting  the  hon.  Members  to 
attend  that  House,  they  were  afterwards 
to  say — "We  release  you  from  your  pa- 
role ;  but,  although  we  may  feel  it  our 
duty  to  re-arrest  you  if  you  return  to 
Ireland,  we  make  you  a  present  of  your 
liberty  to  discharge  your  duties  in  this 
House."    If  the  Government  had  as- 
sumed such  a  position,  although  far 
below  the  rightful  demand  of  the  Irish 
people,  it  would  be  a  position  on  which 
they  could  trust  themselves  to  the  best 
feelings  and  best  sentiments  of  the  Irish 
people ;  but,  unfortunately,  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  had  determined,  with  Shylook,  ''to 
stand  upon  the  letter  of  their  bond," 
and,  in  consequence,  there  was  not  a 
son  of  Ireland  who  would  not  think 
night  and  day  of  the  best  means  of 
avenging  that  treatment  on   all    who 
supported  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment 
They  deliberately  thrust  back  the  prof- 
fered hand  of  the  Irish  people,  and  had 
thrown  down  the  gauntlet  in  response 
to  the  olive  branch  that  had  been  ten- 
dered to  them.    By  the  refusal  of  the 
Government  they  had  deliberately  re- 
newed that  strife  in  Ireland,  and  this 
was  but  another  instance  of  the  inabiU^ 
of  the  Government  to  appreciate  the  situ- 
ation.    They  evidently  wished,  or,  per- 
haps, in  spite  of  their  wishes,  were  fated 
to  blunder  blindly  into  a  position  from 
which  escape  was  impossible.     One  day 
or  other  they  would  have  to  set  free  the 
three  Members,  blanched  with  prison 
life,  enfeebled  in  health,  and  objects  for 
the  commiseration  of  men  who  did  not 
agree  with  them  in  politics,  and  whioh 
would  re-kindle  and  enflame  the  resola- 
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tion  of  every  Irishman  throughout  the 
whole  world.     They  might  not  let  them 
oat  to-day,   or    for    a    month,   or   six 
months,   or   12  months ;   hut   the  day 
Yould  oome  when,  dead  or  aliye,  they 
most  let  them  out,  and  the  chances  of 
death  in  the  hon.  Memher  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  *Dillon'8)  case  were  weekly  increas- 
ing.   Dead  or  alive,  they  must  let  them 
oat;  and,  if  it  were  deferred,  the  day 
they  let  them  out  the  heginning  of  a 
new  era   of  increased  difficulty  would 
arise  between  ihe  British  Administration 
and  the  Irish  race.    The  Prime  Minister 
had  indignantly  repudiated  the  idea  that 
his  decision  had  been  formed  with  an 
eye  to  the  main  chance ;  but  was  it  more 
outrageous  and  more  insulting  to  be 
reasonably  suspected  of  wishing  to  re- 
duce a  dangerous    minority  by  three 
Totee  than  to  be  well  known  to  have 
issued  a  four-lined  Whip  for  one  purpose 
ostensibly,  but  in  reality  in  order  to  bring 
up  their  Party  for  another?     Was  it 
not  notorious  that  they  had  endeavoured 
to  do  80,  and,  but  for  circtmistances  over 
which  they  had  no  control,  would  have 
snatched  a  division  by  surprise  ?  Under 
the  eldiure^  he  supposed,  such  four-lined 
Whipfl  would  not  be  uncommon.    The 
truth  was  that  the  presence  of  the  three 
imprisoned  Irish  Members  was  feared 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  who  had  shown 
all  the  marks  of  the  danger  caused  by 
apprehension.     The  arrest  of  the  Irish 
Members  was  futile  and  without  justifi- 
cation, and  was  made  because  the  Prime 
Minister  had  objected  to  their  criticism 
of  the  Land  Act.     He  knew  that  if  they 
liited  a  finger  they  could  send  250,000 
tenant  farmers   into  the  Land  Court, 
who  would  completely  break  down  its 
machinery,  already  hardly  pressed  by 
the  number  of  applications  to  it.     The 
Members  had  been  imprisoned  because 
they  criticized    the    Act,    though    the 
Liberal  Party  had  now  admitted  that 
every  defect  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  his 
Party  had  pointed  out  in  the  Land  Act 
were  seen  to  be  real  blots  on  the  mea- 
sure.    The  Government  knew  very  well 
that  they  must  very  soon  release  these 
men.     Let  them  not  expect  kindly  feel- 
ings, gratitude,  or  any  feeling  but  the 
sense  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
no  longer  found  it  safe  to  refuse  the 
Irish  demand,  if  in  a  month  or  in  a  year 
they  found  themselves  obliged  to  allow 
into  the  House  the  men  whom  they 


feared  to  meet  upon  equal  terms  that  day. 
He  was  sincerely  sorry,  quite  apart  from 
any  question  of  Party,  at  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  day. 
It  was,  perhaps,  explicable  on  the 
ground  of  the  slight  acquaintance  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  with  the 
state  of  Ireland ;  but  there  were  larger 
questions  involved  in  this  than  the  resig- 
nation of  any  particular  Gt)vemment. 
All  the  wisest  and  most  philosophic 
observers  of  Irish  affairs  had  agreed  in 
regretting  that  every  concession  made 
by  the  English  people  came  too  late. 
That  which  would  have  been  accepted 
at  one  time  with  feelings  of  kindly  gra- 
titude was  delayed  so  long  that  when  at 
last  it  came  it  was  felt  to  be  insufficient 
for  the  altered  state  of  circumstances. 
There  was  the  question  of  the  possible 
conciliation  of  the  Irish  by  the  English 
people  ;  and  he  said  it  was  a  misfortune 
of  England  that  she  seemed  to  have  so 
few  men  of  the  mental  and  moral 
courage  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle-on-Tyne  (Mr.  Cowen).  He  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  told  the  majority  of  the 
House  that  one  speech  such  as  fell  from 
that  hon.  Member's  lips  that  day  did 
more  to  keep  alive  the  hope  of  ultimate 
reconciliation  in  the  breasts  of  the  more 
sanguine  of  the  Irish  patriots  thsm  all 
the  measures  of  Coercion  at  the  disposal 
of  the  united  Front  Benches.  Beyond 
that,  it  would  have  more  influence  in 
Ireland  than  arguments  even  in  TTie 
Irish  People  or  United  Ireland,  Some 
years  ago,  when  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
thought  that  English  Liberals  possessed 
some  true  Liberalism,  and  not  merely 
the  Liberalism  of  Party,  he  could  not 
have  believed  that  only  one  man  would 
be  found  to  raise  his  voice  above  Party 
interest.  The  Government  were  simply 
pla3dng  into  the  hands  of  the  Separatist 
Party,  and  destroying  their  own  influ- 
ence in  Ireland. 

Mb.  brand  said,  he  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  waste  of  time  caused  by  the 
Irish  Members.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  thought  it 
would  be  better  if  the  three  Members  now 
in  Kilmainham  were  released.  But,  he 
(Mr.  Brand)  should  like  to  ask,  was 
there  any  indication  of  a  better  spirit  on 
the  part  of  those  three  hon.  Gentlemen  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  said  that  there  was  more 
chance  of  conciliation  in  a  speech  like 
that  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  Cowen) 
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than  all  the  powers  of  ooeroion  possessed 
by  the  Government.  He  challenged  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dangarvan,  and  asked 
him  whether  he,  or  any  single  Member 
of  the  Party  who  were  Members  of  the 
Lsmd  League,  had  ever,  by  word  or 
deed,  or  by  any  sign,  denounced  the  out- 
rages and  horrors  prevalent  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  Yes ;  every  one 
of  them. 

Mr.  BEAND  said,  he  distinctly  re- 
membered a  challenge  of  this  character 
being  addressed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  in  the  House,  and 
on  that  occasion  the  hon.  Member  said 
he  was  not  prepared  to  express  to  the 
House  any  disapproval  of  it. 

Mb.  healy  :  I  beg  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's pardon.     [**  Order,  order ! "] 

Mb.  BEAND,  proceeding,  said,  the 
Land  Leaguers  had  issued  manifestoes 
more  than  once.  Had  they  ever  issued 
one  to  the  Irish  people  advising  them  to 
abstain  from  these  outrages  ? 

Mb.  healy  :  Yes.     ["  Order ! "] 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  My  hon.  Friend 
will  reply  in  due  course. 

Mb.  BEAND  said,  he  had  watohed 
their  proceedings  for  some  time,  and 
had  never  yet  heard  of  one  instance  in 
which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  exer- 
cised the  power  they  possessed  of  pacify- 
ing their  country.  He  could  only  say 
that  if  the  Leaders  of  the  Party  had 
done  that,  there  would  be  many  men  on 
his  (Mr.  Brand's)  side  of  the  House  who 
would  make  the  same  sort  of  speech  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  and 
urge  the  Government  to  release  these 
men  from  imprisonment  on  suspicion. 
He  felt  a  sense  of  indignation  at  the 

Eroceedings  of  that  day.  What  had 
een  done  that  day  was  a  waste  of  time, 
and  was  only  a  repetition  of  similar  pro- 
ceedings in  that  House,  which  had  been 
carried  on  by  a  small  minority  who  were 
determined  to  exercise  their  powers  in 
such  a  way  as  to  make  the  position  in- 
tolerable. Over  and  over  again,  since 
the  Session  began,  hon.  Members  came 
to  the  House  and  considered  themselves 
lucky  if  they  got  home  by  4  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  because  of  the  conduct  of 
a  small  minority.  The  condition  of 
things  had  now  arrived  to  be  almost  a 
national  scandal ;  and  yet  there  was,  he 
regretted  to  say,  a  tendency  on  the  part 
of  some  hon.  Members  of  the  House  to 
ignore  the  gravity  of  the  occasion,  when 
the  Government  were  introducing  re- 

Mr,  Brand 


medies  which  would  put  a  stop  to  these 
discreditable  proceedings.  Imder  tiie 
circumstances,  the  truth  should  be  told 
in  this  matter ;  and  the  truth  was  that 
the  Members  of  the  Land  League,  whe- 
ther in  or  out  of  that  House,  who  had 
signed  the  ''no  rent"  manifesto,  were 
distinctly  responsible  for  the  antoshy 
and  disorder  now  existing  in  Ireland. 
No  Party  had  violated  their  feelings  80 
much  as  the  Liberal  Party  had  done — 
at  least,  some  of  them — in  consenting  to 
the  passine  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill ;  and 
yet  the  on^  answer  to  their  efforts  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was  a  constant 
endeavour  to  thwart  and  obstruct  it  in 
every  possible  way.  He  contended  that 
if  they  wanted  to  show  their  good  faith  to 
the  House  and  the  country,  and  to  show 
the  sincerity  of  their  wish  to  have  their 
Friends  liberated  from  prison,  a  yeiy 
simple  course  was  open  to  them  if  they 
chose  to  take  it.  The  House  should 
disabuse  its  mind  of  all  superstition  ia 
regard  to  Eules  of  Procedure  and  good 
government  in  Ireland.  So  long  as  mere 
were  Eepresentatives  in  that  House 
whose  object  was  to  disintog^to  the 
Empire,  they  must  have  Eules  to  ke^ 
them  in  order ;  and  if  Parliament  de- 
sired peace,  order,  and  liberty  in  Ire- 
land they  must  have  a  strong  and 
capable  Government.  It  was  impossible 
to  have  a  strong  and  capable  Govern- 
ment, if  their  action  was  crippled  and 
hampered  as  that  of  the  present  Ad- 
ministration was  by  perpetual  Obstme- 
tion.  Locking  up  men  on  suspioion 
merely,  and  without  trial,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  contrary  to  the  principles  and 
liberty  of  the  Constitution.  It  had  fiEiiled, 
or  at  the  best  it  was  but  milk-and-water 
coercion.  His  firm  conviction  was  that 
crime  might  be  more  effectually  dealt 
with  by  other  means  than  imprisonment 
without  trial.  What  Parliament  should 
do  was  to  fight  these  men  in  Ireland 
with  their  gloves  off,  and  to  punish 
those  who  were  guilty  of  these  crimes 
and  outrages.  His  opinion  was  that  if 
the  Administration  only  had  the  time  of 
the  House,  means  would  soon  be  found 
not  to  put  men  in  prison  without  trial, 
but  means  to  punish  the  guiltv  and  to 
relieve  the  peaceful  and  orderly  in* 
habitante  from  the  burden  of  the  grievous 
terrorism  imder  which  they  were  now 
suffering. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
contest  the  assertion  that  there  had  been 
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great  wastiiiff  of  time  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Estimates.  He  was  afraid 
that  many  of  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  were 
Tery  inaoonrate.  That  hon.  Member  had 
challenged  them  to  say  why  they  had 
never  denounced  outrages  in  Ireland. 
He  would  answer  the  Hon.  Gentleman 
by  showing  that  they  had  strongly  de- 
nounced outrages;  and  lest  the  hon. 
Member  should  be  inclined  to  distrust 
his  (Mr.  Healy's)  assurance,  he  would 
reply  to  him  out  of  the  mouth  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
ta^  for  Ireland.  That  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, upon  the  memorable  occasion  on 
which  he  introduced  the  Coercion  Bill, 
said,  speaking  of  the  decrease  of  out- 


*'  The  improvement  at  first  was  only  slight ; 
but  the  oatrages  are  now  becoming  smaller  in 
number  erenr  day.  And  why  are  they  diminish- 
ing f  I  beheve' there  are  two  reasons  for  it. 
One  is,  that  the  gentlemen  at  the  head  of  the 
Land  League  are  using  every  power  they  pos- 
seas  to  put  a  stop  to  outrages." — [3  Hantard^ 
cclviL  1230.] 

Mb.  BRAND:  Was  that  before  or 
after  the  issue  of  the  ''  no  rent"  mani- 
festo? 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  deal  with 
that  interposition.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  the  statement  just  quoted 
on  January  24th,  1881,  and  the  ''no 
rent "  manifesto  was  issued  in  October 
of  the  same  year.  The  original  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  was 
an  absolute  allegation  that  at- no  period 
had  the  leaders  of  the  Land  League  de- 
nounced outrages,  and  he  had  never  at- 
tempted to  confine  it  to  any  space  of 
time,  either  before  or  after  the  issue  of 
the  manifesto.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  would  give  two 
prooiis  to  the  contrary,  one  before  the 
issue  and  one  after.  The  first  was  an 
extract  from  a  circular  memorandum  of 
instructions  issued  by  the  League  in 
December,  1880,  to  the  organizers  and 
secretaries  of  branches.  He  might  in- 
form the  hon.  Member  that  the  writer 
was  Michael  Davitt,  and  that  within  one 
month  afterwards  Mr.  Davitt  found  him- 
self within  Portland  Prison,  which  was 
no  great  encouragement  to  others  to  take 
a  similar  course.  Having  noticed  that 
they  could  not  believe  the  numerous  re- 
ports of  outrages  upon  dumb  animals 
which  appeared  in  the  landlord  news- 
papers, and  declined  to  believe  that  any 


member  of  the  Land  League  organization 
would  be  guilty  of  participating  in  the 
few  cases  that  had  been  authenticated, 
Mr.  Davitt  used  language  of  condemna- 
tion which,  probably,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud  could  not  make  stronger — 

*^  Xo  injustice  in  the  power  of  Irish  land- 
lordism  to  perpetrate  upon  our  people  can 
justify  in  the  least  degree  the  unfeeling  hru- 
tality  which  inflicts  injuries  or  sufferings  upon 
homeless  and  defenceless  animals  in  return  for 
wrongs  done  by  man." 

He  supposed  it  was  for  penning  this  cir- 
cular that  Michael  Davitt  was  arrested. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  wanted  a 
denunciation  of  outrages  subsequent  to 
the  **no  rent"  manifesto.  If  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  might  intrude  a  personal  matter 
upon  the  House,  he  would  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  since  his  return 
from  America  he  had  been  writing  a 
series  of  articles  in  an  English  news- 
paper, and  if  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  turn  to  the  pages  of  Th$  Nno- 
eaitU  Chronich --^Laughter. '\  He  was 
not  aware  that  The  NewcastU  Chronieh 
was  not  as  respectable  as  the  organ  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
[Mr.  Bband  :  Are  those  anonymous  arti- 
cles, or  signed  ?]  They  were  not  anony- 
mous ;  and  he  might  tell  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber also  that  the  portion  in  which  he  de- 
nounced outrages  in  the  strongest  terms 
was  quoted  in  the  London  JEeho,  an 
organ  which  might  find  favour  in  the 
eyes  of  those  who  discredited  77ie  New- 
castle  Chronicle.  He  believed  that  at  the 
present  moment  those  articles  were 
being  published  in  The  Freeman's  Journal, 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
challenged  him  to  stand  up  and  say 
whether  he  had  denounced  outrages,  he 
refused  to  do  so.  They  would  never  find 
an  Irishman  consenting  to  be  dragged 
on  by  the  tail  in  answer  to  the  call  of  any 
Englishman  for  Party  purposes.  They 
had  their  own  standard  of  speech,  their 
own  standard  of  conduct,  and  they  were, 
he  was  happy  to  say,  in  no  way  in- 
fluenced by  English  opinion.  They  de- 
spised English  opinion,  and  when  he 
was  asked  by  any  Englishman  to  stand 
up  and  make  a  statement,  because  he 
(«lohn  Bull)  desired  it,  and  thought  he 
ought  to  do  so,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  begged 
respectfully  to  tell  John  Bull,  *'  Mmd 
your  own  business."  It  was  for  them 
to  choose  their  own  way  and  their  own 
time  for  denouncing  outrages.  Further- 
more, he  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
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her  for  Stroud,  did  Englishmen  ihink] 
they  could  dance  upon  Irishmen,  and 
walk  over  Irishmen,  and  slap  Irishmen 
in  the  face  without  getting  a  blow  in 
return  ?  That  day  was  past,  and  if  the 
''  no  rent "  manifesto  had  produced 
anarchy  and  outrage,  it  was  those  who 

Eut  the  authors  and  the  leaders  of  the 
land  League  in  prison  who  made  that 
manifesto  necessary,  and  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  crime  and  outrage  in 
Ireland.     Was  the  theory  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  this — that  no  matter 
what  outrage    was  committed  on  the 
liberty  of  Irishmen  they  were  to  sit 
quietly  under  the  rod  of  the  chastiser  ? 
He  declined  to   accept  such  a  theory, 
even  though  it  had  been  promulgated 
by  that  new  prophet  of   the   Liberal 
Party,   the  hon.   Member    for  Stroud. 
He  had  dealt  sufficiently  with  the  hon. 
Member,  and,   perhaps,   had  accorded 
more  notice  to  his  observations  than 
they  deserved.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  had  charged 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
with  having  applied  the  word  **  subor- 
dinate "  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  an  ofiPensive  sense ;  but  if  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  were  not  a 
subordinate  Member  of  the  Government, 
why  did  the  Prime  Minister  make  him- 
self the  mouthpiece  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment on  this  question,  instead  of  allow- 
ing the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  respon- 
sible for  afiPairs  in  Ireland,  to  answer  for 
himself.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  while  chastising  others 
for  offensive  language,  did  not  abstain 
from  using  it  himself.    Having  first  dis- 
charged himself  of  offensive  language, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  in 
the  remainder  of  his  speech  he  would 
use  no  words  calculated  to  hurt  anyone. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  scruple 
to  say  that  the  hon.  Members  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  Tipperary 
^r.    Dillon),     and    Eoscommon    (Mr. 
O'Kelly)  were  responsible  for  the  rapine, 
murder,  and  mutilation  going  on  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  made  that  statement  while 
he  said  he  would  say  nothing  calculated 
to  offend  anyone.     The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  however,  might  remember 
that  he  himself  was  at  one  time  publicly 
charged  with  being  a  member  oi  an  or- 
ganization which  might  have  been  justly 
charged  with  rapine,  murder,  and  muti- 
lation.   It  had  been  publicly  stated  that 
the  right  hon.  Genfleman  had  been  a 
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contributor  to  the  fiinds  of  the  Oarbonaxi 
in  Italy,  by  whom  serious  outrages  had 
been   inflicted.     [Laughter.']     He   (Mr. 
Healy)  was  not  the  author  of  the  state- 
ment, and  he  assumed  no  responsibility 
for  it.   The  statement  had  been  made  in 
the  House,  and  outside,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  subscribed  to  the  funds 
of  those  friends  of  Italy,  who  were  known 
at  one  time  as  Mazzinists,  and  at  an- 
other as  Carbonaris.  If  the  oonstmctive 
theory  put  forward  by  the  Premier  were 
to  be  pursued,  was  the  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
not  morally  responsible  for  all  the  crimes 
and  outrages  by  his  friends,  the  gentle- 
men of  Italy,  to  whom  he  sabsoribed 
money  ?  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Liberal 
Benches  had  almost  wholly  devoted  their 
speeches  to  the  outrages  in  Ireland,  be- 
cause they  had  no  arguments   to  ad- 
vance against  the  liberation  on  parole 
of  the  hon.  Members  for  the  Caty  of 
Cork,  Tipperary,  and  Boscommon.    He 
conp^ratulated  those  hon.  Members  op- 
posite upon  the  ingenuity  they  had  dis- 
played ;   but  would  remind  them  thai 
they  wandered  very  wide  of  the  question 
before  the  House,  which  was  the  desira- 
bility of  liberating  on  parole  three  impri- 
soned Members  of  that  House.  He  had  fol- 
lowed that  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister 
in  vain  to  perceive  any  argument  against 
the  liberation  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen, 
except  these — First,   that  the  division 
likely  to  occur  on  Thursday  next  was  not 
one  of  supreme  importance;  and,  second, 
that  if  these  hon.  Gentlemen  were  re- 
leased for  that  division,  they  might  make 
similar  applications  once  every  week; 
and,  finally,  that  the  division  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Lords'  Committee  was  of  ai 
g^eat  importance,  and  one  upon  which 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  might  as  properly 
have  been  released.     With  regard  to  ihe 
last  argument,  the  Prime  Minister  miffht 
have   perceived  a   very  important  cus- 
tinction,  which  was  this — In  the  division 
upon  the  Lords'   Committee^  his  hon. 
Friends  made  no  application  for  leave  to 
vote.     In  the  division  to  take  place  on 
Thursday  next,  they  had  asked  leave  to 
vote.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  know  sufficiently   the   character  of 
those  three  hon.  Gentlemen  to  perceive 
that  they  were  not  likely  to  make  appli- 
cations either  to  him  or  his  subordinates 
of  their  own  motion,  nor  were  the  Irish 
Party  likely  to  imagine  every  week  that 
occasions  of  importance  were  likely  to 
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arise  to  justify  them,  as  reasonable  men, 
in  expecting  diat  the  Government  would 
faTOorably  entertain  such  applications, 
though  they  did  think  that  upon  this 
occasion  the  application  would  be  suc- 
cessful. It  was  undeniable  that  the  ap- 
S reaching  division  was  without  parallel, 
uppoae  their  application  were  now 
granted,  and  that  the  Government 
should  find  they  abused  their  parole, 
what  would  prevent  the  Prime  Minister 
using  his  Coercion  Act  to  send  these 
hon.  Gentlemen  back  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's purview,  and  the  Government 
would  have  the  moral  support  of  the 
country  and  the  House  of  Commons  in 
refusing  those  applications  once  a  week 
which  he  appearea  to  dread  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  the 
Ck>vemment  must  be  prepared  to  ad- 
minister the  Coercion  Act  with  consis- 
tency. That  was  exactly  their  claim. 
They  claimed  that  when  Dick,  Tom,  and 
Hany  had  been  released  on  parole  to 
sow  their  potatoes  or  attend  their  shops, 
Charles  Stewart  Pamell,  the  Leader  of 
the  Irish  race,  and  his  Colleagues, 
ought  at  least  to  be  allowed  to  attend  at 
the  House  of  Commons  in  order  to  re- 
cord their  votes  on  so  vital  a  question. 
He  was  sorry  to  say  they  were  not  likely 
to  g^  the  consistency  which  the  Prime 
Minister  seemed  to  admire  so  much. 
Perhaps  the  discriminating  Members  on 
the  Liberal  Benches  would  discover  the 
consistency  of  the  Government.  At  pre- 
sent it  appeared  to  him  very  microscopic. 
The  Prime  Minister  ignored  the  fact  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  fre- 
quently, in  twopenny-halfpenny  cases  in 
some  County  Court,  released  *' suspects" 
on  parole.  But  that  having  been  done 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Irish 
Party  demanded  that  the  three  impri- 
soned hon.  Members  be  permitted  to 
record  their  votes  on  an  occasion  of  ex- 
treme gravity.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  resented,  with 
noble  indignation,  the  allegation  that 
the  Government  was  influenced  by  the 
consideration  that  three  votes  were  in- 
involved.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  made  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues 
a  present  of  that  indication,  and,  using 
a  phrase  which  the  Liberal  Paity  had 
imported  into  political  life,  and  which 
was  likely  to  be  associated  with  the 
name  of  we  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
far  some  time  to  eome,  he  would  say  the 
Government  might  be  ''reasonably  sus- 
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pected  "  of  entertaining  that  considera- 
tion when  they  refused  to  release  the 
three  hon.  Members.  Of  course,  such  a 
''reasonable  suspicion"  could  not  have 
the  status  of  one  of  the  ri&;ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's "reasonable  suspicions."  The 
one  was  supported  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  other  had  only  common 
sense  at  its  back.  Any  way,  far  stronger 
grounds  existed  for  that  "reasonable 
suspicion"  than  for  the  "reasonable 
suspicion  "  on  which  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  been  deprived  of  liberty.  The 
Government,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  would  be  placed  in  a  ridi- 
culous position  if  they  acceded  to  this 
request.  He  (Mr.  Healy),  however, 
feared  the  Government  would  be  placed 
in  a  worse  position  by  refusing  it. 
Eidicule  they  might  withstand ;  but 
scorn  and  hatred,  if  they  aroused  it, 
would  count  in  future  times  for  some- 
thing. The  Government  should  remem- 
ber that — 

"  The  pationt  watch  and  Tigil  long 
Of  him  who  treasures  up  a  wrong  " 

was  a  more  powerful  thing  than  any 
ridiculous  position  they  might  occupy. 
It  might  be  that  the  votes  of  the  three 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  prison  would  decide 
the  fate  of  the  cldture  and  turn  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Government  out  of 
power,  and  then  they  would  be  absolved 
from  all  liability  in  the  matter.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  counting  on 
a  mechanical  majority,  and  believing  his 
Government  would  retain  Ofl&ce,  refused 
this  request  lest  he  might  be  in  a  ridicu- 
lous position.  Let  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man take  care  lest  he  might  And  him- 
self not  to  be  in  any  position  at  all. 
The  division  had  yet  to  take  place,  and 
they  could  not  yet  know  its  result. 
Therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
need  not  be  so  sensitive  about  having 
to  occupy  a  ridiculous  position.  Finally, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  would 
be  against  the  spirit  of  the  Act  to  re- 
lease these  three  hon.  Gentlemen.  They 
had  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  spirit 
of  the  Act.  The  only  spirit  he  could 
perceive  about  it  was  the  spirit  of  malig- 
nity. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
claimed  the  Coercion  Act  to  have  as  its 
object  to  imprison  village  ru£S.ans  and 
dissolute  scoundrels,  and  to  put  under 
lock  and  key  men  who  committed  mid- 
night outrages,  and  he  assiired  the 
House  that  it  would  be  used  only  as  a 
means  of  prevention.     If  that  was  the 
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spirit  in  which  it  was  obtained,  where 
was  the  consistency  on  which  the  Prime 
Minister  prided  himself  ?  The  spirit  of 
1881  was  prevention — the  spirit  of  1882 
was  punishment  and  deprivation  of 
Constitutional  privileges  ;  and  as  years 
rolled  on,  they  would  find  the  Govern- 
ment assuming  new  spirits  and  invent- 
ing new  stories  to  justify  them  in  their 
downward  course.  He  confessed  it  was 
with  reluctance  that  he,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Irish  Party,  consented  to  the  Eeso- 
lution  asking  his  hon.  Friends  to  re- 
quest the  Government  to  release  them 
on  parole.  He  was  not  in  favoiir  of 
asking  the  British  Gh)vemment  for  any- 
thing. He  was  in  favoiir  of  making 
them  ffive  all  that  could  be  forced  out  of 
them  Dy  the  Irish  people.  He  knew 
that  in  making  the  application  their 
Friends  would  be  placing  themselves  in 
a  position  in  which  they  would  be  re- 
fused ;  but  his  voice  was  overborne  by 
the  superior  consideration  which  should 
influence  them  on  occasions  like  this, 
and  he  assented  to  the  Resolution.  Per- 
haps it  was  as  well  that  the  application 
had  been  made ;  perhaps  it  was  as  well 
that  the  last  shred  of  the  garment  of 
decency  which  might  be  supposed  to 
surround  the  Government  in  this  coer- 
cion business  should  be  thrown  aside; 
but,  for  his  part,  he  regretted  that  any 
such  application  should  be  made  to  those 
who  were  without  a  shred  of  feeling  in 
the  uses  to  which  they  put  the  Act,  and 
without  an  idea,  except  that  of  tyrants, 
with  regard  to  those  whom  they  had  in 
their  power. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  in 
the  course  of  the  tenure  of  his  present 
Office  he  had  had  many  attacks  made 
upon  him,  both  within  and  without  the 
House ;  but  that  was  the  first  occasion 
on  which  he  had  been  called  a  Carhonaro, 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  the  charge  of 
being  a  Carhonaro  was  about  as  true  and 
as  fadse  as  most  of  the  charges  made 
against  him.  [Mr.  Healy:  I  did  not 
make  the  charge.]  He  understood  the 
hon.  Member  to  have  made  the  charge. 
With  regard  to  the  application  made  on 
behalf  of  the  three  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment confined  in  Ireland,  the  debate  had 
wandered  somewhat  from  the  Motion ; 
but  the  last  speaker  had  brought  it  back 
to  the  original  question — ^the  proposed 
release  of  the  three  Members,  it  was 
not  for  him  to  repeat  the  arguments 
of   the  Prime  Minister,  with  which  he 
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agreed;    but  a  particular  appeal  was 
made  to  him  to  give  the  reasons  why, 
having  released  some  of  the  "  suspects," 
he  could  not  release  the  three  Members, 
and  he  now  wished  to  state  those  reasons. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  somewhat 
exaggerated  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
release  of  private  individuals  under  the 
Coercion  Act  had  been  made.     He  would 
at  once  admit  that  in  that,  as  in  other 
matters,  he  had  tried  to  administer  the 
Act  with  as  little  suffering  to,  and  as 
little  reasonable  cause  of  complaint  by, 
individuals  as  was  compatible  with  due 
regard  to  their  safe  custody.     In  cases 
of  domestic  affliction,  and  when  relations 
were  on  the  point  of  death,  he  had  con- 
sented to  liberate  prisoners;    but   he 
believed  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  was  not  quite  fair  in  his  inter- 
pretation of  the  grounds  on  which  certain 
persons  had  been  released,  for  he  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  could  not  recollect  that 
any  prisoners  had  been  released  on  such 
grounds  as  that  of   attending  to  the 
stocking  of  their  farms,  and  so  forth. 

Me.  sexton  :  Mr.  O'Toole  was  al- 
lowed out. 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  said,  he  would 
look  into  the  case  of  O'Toole. 

Mb.  healy  :  Mr.  O'Toole. 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  :  But  there  was 
no  encouragement  to  administer  tiie  Act 
with  as  much  consideration  as  possi- 
ble, when  it  was  found  that  every  pos- 
sible advantage  was  taken  of  a  case  to 
make  out  illustrations  and  precedents  for 
using  the  Act  as  regarded  cases  of  a  to- 
tally diflFerent  nature  in  a  way  whichPar- 
liament  never  intended  it  should  be  used. 
That  was  the  way,  if  it  were  possible, 
to  compel  a  harsh  administration  of  the 
Act ;  but  he  did  not  suppose  that  was 
the  object  aimed  at  by  hon.  Members, 
and,  if  it  was,  they  would  not  succeed. 
The  distinction  was  veiy  manifest  be- 
tween releasing  men  who  could  witii 
safety  be  released  upon  private  grounds 
and  men  whose  release  was  claimed  on 
public  grounds.  It  would  be  impossible 
for  the  Government,  without  bringing 
themselves  into  ridicule,  to  admit  that 
Members  of  Parliament  should  be  al- 
lowed to  attend  to  their  duties  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  a  particular  case 
without  allowing  them  to  do  so  in  all 
cases;  and  it  would  also  put  them  in 
the  position  of  being  unable  to  give  a 
reason  for  refusing  a  release  in  one  case 
or  granting  it  in  another.      The  hoQ, 
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Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen) 
pnt  the  matter  into  legitimate  form, 
when  he  said  that  the  question  was — 
Why  do  not  you  allow  these  Gentlemen 
to  come  to  Parliament  and  act  as  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  ?  But  the  question 
was  fully  debated  last  year,  and  the 
House  decided,  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  that  they  would  not  take 
that  view ;  and  he  must  say  that,  in  his 
opinion,  if  the  House  had  taken  that 
▼lew  it  would  have  been  giving  an 
hnmnnity  to  Members  of  Parliament 
which  would  have  been  unjust  to  the 
other  subjects  of  the  Crown.  The 
hon.  MemDer  for  Wexford  asked  why 
the  Government  brought  in  the  ques- 
tion of  crime  and  ou&age  in  connec- 
tion with  the  proposed  release  of  the 
Members  ?  They  had  so  far  this  reason 
— ^that  if  it  were  not  for  crime  and  out- 
rage, these  hon.  Gentlemen  would  not 
be  in  prison.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  challenged  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  say  why  they  did 
not  try  to  stop  crime  and  outrage  in 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  did 
not  think  the  reply  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  to  that  challenge  was  satis- 
factory. The  hon.  Member  alluded  to 
some  remarks  made  by  him  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  last  year,  and  to  some  letters 
he  had  not  seen  which  had  appeared  in 
Ths  IfetocastU  Chronicle;  but  had  the 
hon.  Member  written  any  letters  to  his 
own  constituents  advising  them  against 
outrages?  [Mr.  Healt:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ask  me  the  question  ?] 
It  would  be  more  to  the  purpose  that 
it  should  be  known  whether  the  hon. 
Member  addressed  such  a  letter  to  his 
own  constituents,  wamine  them  against 
crime  and  outrage,  and  telline  them 
how  all  Irishmen  were  disgraced  hj  their 
occurrence.  Allusion  had  been  made  to 
his  statement,  that  at  one  time  outrages 
were  diminishing;  but  if  the  context 
had  been  given,  the  statement  would 
have  borne  a  rather  different  interpre- 
tation. He  gave  the  reason  for  the 
diminution,  and  it  was  that  the  Leaders 
of  the  movement  were  trying  to  dis- 
oourafe  them  after  the  brining  in  of 
the  Innotection  Act;  and,  whether  he 
said  so  or  not,  he  thought  what  a  pity  it 
was  that  they  had  not  done  so  before. 
And  why  did  he  think  they  were  doing 
it  then  r  Because  they  had  some  hope 
that  they  might  prevent  the  Protection 
Act  being  passed.    ["  Oh ! "]    And,  un- 


fortunately, when  it  was  passed,  the 
efforts  at  discouragement  were  not  per- 
sisted in.  During  the  course  of  last 
year  these  outrages  were  constantly 
happening,  and  no  resolute  effort  was 
made  by  the  Leaders  of  the  Land  League 
to  stop  them.  An  occasional  remark 
might  be  made ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
words  were  spoken  and  written  which 
no  one  having  a  knowledge  of  the  Irish 
people  and  of  human  nature  could  doubt 
would  lead  to  the  commission  of  out- 
rages. Then  came  the  ''no  rent" 
manifesto,  and  its  publication  over  Ire- 
land. But  its  tracK  had  been  marked 
by  letters  of  blood.  Take  the  outrages 
that  had  lately  happened.  Almost  all 
of  them  were  outrages  on  men  who  dis- 
obeyed the  ''no  rent"  manifesto,  and 
who  paid  their  rent,  or  because  it  was 
thought  they  would  do  so,  and  the  men 
who  committed  these  outrages  very  rea- 
sonably supposed  that  they  were  carry- 
ing out  the  advice  of  those  who  issued 
and  circulated  that  manifesto.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  said  outrages 
might  have  followed  the  "no  rent" 
manifesto ;  but  he  says  also — "  If  you 
slap  an  Irishman  in  tiie  face  you  must 
expect  a  blow  in  return."  Yes ;  but  a 
blow  to  whom?  Not  to  the  Govern- 
ment. ["Yes!"]  But  the  blow  was 
given  to  poor  men — as,  for  instance,  the 
man  he  saw  lying  in  his  death  agony 
from  the  injuries  he  had  received.  The 
blow  was  given  to  hardworking,  honest 
men,  who  were  torn  from  their  beds, 
maimed,  or  killed.  That  was  the  way 
an  hon.  Member  would  wish  his  country- 
men to  act. 

Me.  CALLAN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  ask  whether  that  was  not 
an  imputation  of  the  most  atrocious 
character  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  against  Members  of  that 
House,  and  such  that  ought  not  to  be 
permitted?  He  moved  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  words  be  taken  down. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Callan)  had  appealed  to 
him  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  Order ;  he  then  proposed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  words  be  taken 
down .  The  hon .  Member  was  too  late,  after 
his  first  appeal,  to  move  that  the  right 
hon.  Genueman's  words  should  be  taken 
down.  The  hon.  Member  could  not  pro- 
pose two  courses  to  the  House.  At  the 
same  time,  he  (the  Speaker)  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  had  heard  nothing  fall 
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from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which 
was  not  in  Order. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  that  not 
unfrequently  it  had  been  his  painful 
duty,  as  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Gto- 
yemment  in  Ireland,  to  try  to  bring 
home  to  hon.  Members  opposite  the  effect 
of  their  influence  upon  sections  of  the 
people  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  no  un- 
common thing  for  some  hon.  Member  to 
jump  up  and  interrupt  him,  and  to  call 
nim  to  Order.  But  the  Speaker  had 
declared  that  such  attempts  were  not 
well-founded.  The  hon.  Member,  no 
doubt,  rightly  believed  in  the  courage  of 
his  countrymen ;  but  what  he  had  said 
in  that  House  was  an  extraordinary  ex- 
emplification of  the  way  in  which  he 
would  exhort  them  to  use  their  courage 
— that  was,  to  return  the  ''slap  in  the 
face"— by  which  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
supposed  he  meant  the  arrest  of  his 
Friends  by  the  Government  —  with 
blows;  blows  not  to  the  Government, 
but  to  those  who  might  be  honest 
enough  to  disobey  the  commands  of 
the  Land  League. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  never  said  so. 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster  begged  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  pardon  if  he  misinter- 
preted him ;  but  he  was  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House. 

Mr.  he  ALT  said,  he  had  never  given 
such  advice ;  he  had  said  that  was  the 
explanation  of  the  outrages. 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster  :  That  might 
be  so.  But  he  believed  the  hon.  Member 
had  added,  ''what  else  could  they  expect 
but  a  slap  in  the  face  from  the  Govern- 
ment ?  "  And  when  that  was  spoken  of, 
they  knew  what  must  follow.  Why,  a 
blow  back — a  return  blow — a  blow  which 
was  not  merely  a  blow  to  the  cause  of 
law  and  order,  but  a  blow  to  the  poor, 
hard-working  Irishman  who  wished  to 
do  his  duty.  What  happened  in  Tip- 
perary  two  or  three  days  ago  ?  A  band 
of  men,  at  night,  about  15  or  20 — he 
was  uninformed  as  to  their  number — 
attacked  the  house  of  a  farmer,  an 
isolated  house,  took  a  crowbar,  and  tried 
to  break  down  the  door,  evidently  with 
the  intention  of  murdering  the  man  who 
lived  there.  Why?  Because  he  had 
disobeyed  the  ''no  rent"  manifesto. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  said,  "  the  Irish 
people  would  not  tamely  kiss  the  rod." 
They  did  not  want  them  to  kiss  any  rod. 
They  asked  them  not  to  commit  outrage 
and  murder,  and  not  to  incite  to  such 
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crimes,  and  they  would  prevent  themfrom 
committing  them,  if  possible.  Even  if 
in  doing  so  it  was  their  painful  duty  to 
keep  three  Members  of  Parliament  in 
Kilmainham  on  an  important  division, 
they  would  do  it.  The  hon.  Member 
had  alluded  to  some  letters  he  had  writ- 
ten and  to  his  visit  to  America.  He 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  glad  he  had 
done  80.  When  the  hon.  Member  was 
speaking  in  America — ^if  he  might  judge 
from  the  reports  he  seen,  and  which  he 
had  every  reason  to  believe  were  faith- 
ful reports,  as  they  had  appeared  in 
papers  in  the  hon.  Member's  own  in- 
terest— he  spoke  with  entire  freedom. 
He  always  spoke  as  freely  in  that  House 
as  in  Ireland ;  but  in  America  the  hon. 
Member  had  spoken  almost  more  freely 
than  he  spoke  either  in  that  House  or  in 
Ireland.  Perhaps  he  would  get  up  and 
deny  that  he  ever  used  the  words ;  but 
most  certainly  in  Untied  Ireland  he  was 
reported,  in  one  of  the  speeches  he  had 
given  in  America,  as  saying,  speaking 
of  the  "  no  rent"  manifesto,  **  that  the 
farmers  would  not  dare  to  take  the  farm 
of  an  evicted  tenant."  [Mr.  Hbalt: 
Hear,  hear!]  "Hear,  hear!"  That 
was  the  meaning,  then,  of  the  "no 
rent"  manifesto.  Hon.  Members  would 
excuse  him  if  he  spoke  with  some  de- 
cree of  earnestness  in  the  matter.  He 
had  been  blamed — and  perhaps  with 
some  justice,  as  holding  the  Office  he 
did — for  not  having  been  in  the  House 
to  answer  every  Question  put  on  the 
Paper.  Why  had  he  not  been  in  the 
House  ?  Because  he  had  higher  duties 
to  perform  in  Ireland — to  try  and  re- 
store peace  and  order  there,  despite  the 
"no  rent"  manifesto,  and  despite  the 
men  who  had  issued  it — duties  which 
were  to  try  to  make  impossible  t]iat 
fear  to  take  a  farm  whose  former 
tenant  had  been  evicted,  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  spoken.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  had  said  that  the 
Protection  Act  had  failed,  but  he  gave 
no  reason  for  that  statement.  But  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  could  not  allow 
such  a  remark  to  pass  unnoticed.  The 
Protection  Act,  certainly,  had  not  sue* 
ceeded  to  the  extent  tiLey  had  hoped, 
because  the  remittances  from  America 
had  been  too  constant,  and  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  whose  efiPorts  naturally  and 
inevitably  led  to  those  outrages  were  too 
persistent.  They  might  have  underrated 
the  power  with  which  they  had  to  ecu- 
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tend.  To  some  extent  he  acknowledged 
it  was  the  caae,  for  they  did  not  fully 
estimate  the  motiyes  and  feelings  of  the 
men  with  whom  they  had  to  contend  in 
carrying  on  the  movement.  It  had 
been  often  said  that  the  Act  had  been 
passed  for  the  pnrpose  of  arresting  the 
''village  rufBans,''  and  that  they  had 
not  done  so.  He  acknowledged  that 
at  the  time  of  the  discussions  on  the 
Bill  he  thought  that  was  the  class  of 
men  they  shoijdd  mainly  have  to  contend 
with.  He  did  not  expect  that  anyone 
not  a  village  ruffian  would  have  pursued 
the  course  that  had  been  taken,  that 
men  of  influence  and  position  would  act 
as  they  had  done.  Certainly,  as  he  had 
said,  the  Protection  Act  had  not  suc- 
ceeded to  the  extent  which  some  of  them 
hoped  it  would  suceed ;  but  it  had  done 
much,  and  that  was  what  he  wanted  his 
hon.  Friend  to  bear  in  mind.  Had  it 
not  been  for  the  Protection  Act,  the  law 
of  the  land  would  have  been  displaced 
by  the  unwritten  law.  It  was  only  just 
passed  in  time  to  prevent  that.  The 
non.  Oentlemen  now  in  Kilmainham, 
with  hon.  Members  opposite,  would 
really  have  been  the  Law  Administrators 
in  Ireland.  They  would  have  fixed  what 
rent  should  be  paid,  and  what  trade 
should  be  caixiea  on,  and  what  men 
should  take  advantage  of  the  Land  Act. 
That  had  been  prevented.  The  Protec- 
tion Act  had  prevented  that.  Again, 
the  Protection  Act  had  to  some  extent 
struck  down  that  weapon,  that  pike, 
which  was  so  eloquently  described  as 
being  more  powerful  to  aid  those  who 
would  assert  the  unwritten  law  against 
the  written  law  than  any  weapon  in  all 
the  power  of  the  Government.  Without 
the  Protection  Act  the  Government  could 
not  have  struck  down  that.  One  other 
thing  had  been  done.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  secret  societies  in  Ireland,  and 
societies  whose  object  was  murder,  and 
who  had  much  to  do  with  the  outrages 
which  had  been  committed.  He  did 
not  mean  that  the  arrest  of  a  man 
under  the  Protection  Act  was  the  punish- 
ment that  ought  to  be  given  to  a  man 
who  was  implicated  in  murder ;  but,  as 
he  said  before,  their  object  was  pre- 
vention, not  punishment.  They  had 
stopped  murders  in  some  districts  — 
they  had  stopped  them,  for  instance,  in 
Loughrea,  by  arresting  large  numbers 
of  the  peoplei  who,  if  mey  ^d  been  at 
large,  womd  have  continued  those  mur- 


ders; and  he  thought  the  number  of 
them  had,  in  consequence,  been  less  than 
it  otherwise  would  have  been.  He  ad- 
mitted the  Government  had  not  entirely 
succeeded.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach),  who  had  been  his  Prede- 
cessor, had  asked  whether  the  Govern- 
ment still  saw  signs  of  improvement  in 
Ireland?  Well,  he  had  only  just  re- 
turned from  Ireland,  and  he  might  give 
the  House  his  honest  opinion  as  to  its 
condition.  He  would  admit  that  the 
state  of  things  was  still  terrible;  the 
Government  was  still  in  desperate  con- 
flict with  the  powers  of  lawlessness, 
with  a  conspiracy  against  law  and  order, 
with  the  men  who  maimed  and  murdered, 
and  those  who  were  reckless  whether 
they  fomented  crime  or  not;  but,  to 
some  extent,  he  saw  hope.  The  **  no 
rent "  manifesto  had  failed.  Bents,  in 
spite  of  it,  had  been  paid,  and  were 
being  paid,  to  a  larger  extent  in  Ireland 
than  before,  and  that,  he  thought,  was 
an  important  sigpi  of  improvement.  Why 
did  he  say  that  that  was  a  sign  of  im- 
provement ?  Not  merely  because  of  the 
individual  cases,  but  because  it  was  a 
conquest  of  law  and  order,  a  defeat  of 
that  conspiracy  which  would  put  the 
unwritten  law  in  place  of  the  law  of 
the  land,  and  which  would  determine 
whether  rent  should  be  paid  or  not. 
The  **no  rent"  manifesto,  though  it 
had  been  followed  by  outrages,  though 
it  had  succeeded,  as  he  believed  to  have 
been  the  case,  in  causing  many  a  murder 
and  many  a  mutilation,  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  depriving  the  landlords  of 
their  rents.  The  pith  of  one  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  (Mr.  Healy's)  remarks  was 
* '  Mind  your  own  business. "  That  motto 
he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  took  home  to 
himself.  As  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  he  was  as  responsible  for 
the  maintenance  of  law  and  order  as  any 
man  could  be,  and  he  meant  to  stop 
outrages;  that  waS  his  business  —  the 
business  which  he  had  been  requested 
to  mind,  and,  let  him  say,  that  was  the 
business  of  that  House  also.  The  signs 
of  improvement  in  the  future  might  be 
much  greater  than  at  this  moment ;  but 
it  might  turn  out,  in  order  to  maintain 
law  and  order,  and  to  stop  those  mur- 
ders which  were  a  disgrace  to  their  coun- 
try and  to  humanity,  that  some  stronger 
measures  even  yet  would  have  to  be  re- 
sorted to.    And  if  the  House  was  con- 
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vinced  of  the  necessity,  it  would  mind 
its  own  business,  and  resort  to  them. 
He  coidd  only  say  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment saw  the  necessity  of  such  an  ap- 
plication they  would  not  hesitate  to 
make  it. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  in  the 
speech  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  just  delivered, 
and  in  other  speeches,  the  charge  had 
been  again  and  again  laid  against  the 
Irish  Members  that  they  had  not  con- 
demned crime  and  outrage  in  Ireland. 
[**  Hear,  hear ! "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  who 
cheered  that  statement  proved  their 
ignorance  of  the  facts  by  doing  so.  He 
believed  there  was  no  Irish  Member  in 
that  House  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
Land  League  agitation  who  had  not  de- 
nounced outrages  thoroughly  and  ear- 
nestly. He  was  a  witness  to  that  fact 
in  his  own  person,  and  he  could  also 
affirm  the  same  of  others.  He  had  de- 
nounced from  Irish  platforms  the  perpe- 
trators of  crime  ana  outrages,  and  had 
never  failed  to  do  so,  unless  when  that 
work  had  been  done  by  the  preceding 
speakers.  He  had  the  honour  also  to  be 
a  journalist,  and  in  the  journal  which 
ho  owned  and  edited,  he  had  written 
articles,  not  one,  but  several  articles,  in 
strong  and  earnest  repudiation  of  crime 
and  outrage.  What  was,  therefore,  the 
honesty  of  hon.  Members  opposite  who, 
knowing  nothing  about  the  matter,  dared 
to  eive  them  the  contradiction  implied 
in  their  ironical  cheers  ?  The  right  non. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  laid  gp:eat  stress  on 
the  statement  said  to  have  been  made  in 
America,  that  no  man  dare  take  a  farm 
from  which  another  had  been  evicted 
for  the  nonpayment  of  an  unjust  rent ; 
but  he  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  would  point 
out  that  before  the  ''  no  rent "  manifesto 
was  issued  the  same  thing  had  been  said 
both  in  Irish  newspapers  and  on  Irish 
platforms  over  and  over  again,  and  no 
exception  was  taken  to  it  by  the  consti- 
tuted authorities  in  that  country.  The 
meaning  of  that  phrase  had  more  than 
once  been  explained  in  the  fullest  and 
clearest  manner  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
who  said  he  wished  to  substitute  for 
the  old  methods  of  dealino^  with  people 
who  offended  against  their  neighbours 
in  that  way  the  new  and  comparatively 
harmless  system  of  simply  shunning 
them,  turning  away  from  them  when 
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meeting  them  in  the  street,  and  having 
no  communication  with  them.  He  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  was  present  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  on 
the  platform  at  Ennis  when  he  gave  that 
advice  in  a  memorable  Bpeech  often 
quoted  in  that  House,  and  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  could  scarcely  have  for- 
gotten. That  course  was  advised  as 
being  not  illegal,  not  immoral,  and  not 
beyond  the  rights  of  everyone.  No 
man  was  bound  to  speak  to  another,  nor 
was  a  man  bound  to  have  dealings 
with  another  whom  he  believed  to  be 
base  and  disloyal.  P'  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Now, 
would  such  advice  be  an  incitement  to 
murder  and  mutilation  ?  [Mr.  Mitchkll 
Henry  :  Yes.]  Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gal  way  was  not  accessible  to  reaioxL 
It  was  to  be  noticed  that  in  all  the 
speeches  that  had  been  made  fiN>m  the 
Government  side  of  the  House  there 
was  one  important  fact  left  entirely  oat 
fo  view.  Mow  did  it  happen  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  never  once  alluded 
to  harsh  landlordism,  unjust  eviction, 
and  constantly-increasing  unfair  rents 
during  that  debate  ?  It  was  these  evio- 
tions  that  were  the  real  parents  of  crime 
and  outrage  in  Ireland.  Harsh  land- 
lordism and  unjust  evictions  led  to 
crimes  and  outrages  in  Ireland  before 
ever  the  Land  League  was  founded.  He 
contended  that  so  important  a  factor  in 
the  production  of  crime  and  outrage  in 
Ireland  as  these  rent-raising^  and  evio- 
tions  should  not  have  been  kept  out 
of  view  by  any  man  speaking  on  the 
subject  and  wishing  to  deal  fiEiirlv  with 
it.  The  resources  of  English  oivilizatioa 
had  been  contrasted  with  Irish  barbariaa 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Priaie 
Minister;  but  no  one  had  noticed  the 
now  fulfilled  prediction  of  the  Iiieh 
Members  that  barbarism  would  result 
from  the  Coercion  Act.  As  for  the  re- 
lease of  the  three  imprisoned  Members, 
he  asked  the  Prime  Minister  only  to  be 
consistent,  and  to  remember  that  other 
prisoners  had  been  released  on  parole, 
it  was  true  that  these  hon.  Members  had 
not  asked  to  be  set  free  on  a  former  oc- 
casion ;  but  that  was  no  reaeon,  except 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  why  they  should 
not  be  released  now.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  if  he  believed  in  auch  aa 
argument,  might  as  well  reply  to  the 
man  who  wanted  a  few  days  of  liberty 
in  order  to  sow  his  potatoes,  that  he  had 
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made  no  application  three  weeks  before 
to  attend  to  his  cabbages.  He  saw  in 
the  Goyemment's  refusal  of  this  small 
reqneet  the  old  historic  spirit  of  Eng- 
land ag^ainst  the  Irish  people.  He  saw 
in  it  the  result  of  the  old  spirit  of 
tyranny  and  cruelty  under  which  the 
Lrish  people  for  generations  had  been 
suffering.  Did  the  light  hon.  Gentle- 
man think  he  was  sending  a  message  of 
peace  to  Ireland  that  night  ?  He  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  belieyed  that  the  refusal 
would  sting  the  Irish  people  very  deeply, 
and  would  give  a  shock  to  the  senti- 
ments of  all  well-disposed  people  in  the 
country.  Since  the  time  when  three 
Irishmen  were  executed  on  the  gallows 
at  Manchester,  he  remembered  no  act  of 
the  British  GFovemment  which  should 
create  in  Ireland  such  a  feeling  of 
intense  indication  and  exasperation, 
which  would  De  felt  from  one  end  of  the 
oountiy  to  another,  as  the  curt  and 
churli^  and  ungenerous  refusal  of  this 
small  favour  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
night.  The  Government  was  unable  to 
rise  even  to  the  small  height  of  that 
little  occasion,  and  preferred  to  stand  in 
that  uncompromising  attitute  of  hostility 
to  the  Irish  people ;  and  assuredly  now 
or  hereafter  they  would  have  their  re- 
ward for  it.  

Mb.  MTTOHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
most  eamestiy  protested  against  the 
sanction  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr.  T.  D. 
Sidlivan)  had  just  given  to  the  practice 
of  **  Boycotting."  In  fact,  he  thought 
the  justification  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  of  the*  advice  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  was  a  matter  which  ought 
not  to  be  passed  over  by  the  House. 
(Svilized  and  Christian  society  was  de- 
pendent on  the  mutual  association  of 
mankind  for  support  and  comfort,  and 
for  anyone  in  the  position  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  to  advise  poor  ignorant 
men  to  shun  one  of  their  fellows  who 
had  paid  his  rent,  and  make  his  life  a 
hell  upon  earth,  was  most  reprehensible. 
He  knew  of  no  advice  that  could  be 
given  by  a  Christian  more  wicked  than 
that  advice  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  CHty  of  Cork.  In  consequence 
ol  it,  many  unfortunate  men  and  their 
families  had  been  reduced  to  starvation  in 
isolated  country  districts  in  consequence 
of  their  neighbotirs  refusing  to  sell  them 
tiba  neoesBanee  of  life.    Could  the  hon. 


Member  for  Westmeath  justify  such 
conduct  in  the  face  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ?  [Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan  :  Yes.] 
Did  his  conscience  justify  it  ?  \_A  laugh.] 
Did  the  hon.  Member  who  laughed  jus- 
tify it  ?  [Mr.  BiGOAR :  Yes.]  Let  him 
give  such  advice  in  this  country,  and  the 
law  would  soon  stop  it.  [Mr.  Bigoae  : 
Trades  unions  do.]  It  was  illegal.  The 
practice  of  picketing,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph 
Cowen)  had  referred,  was  illegal  and 
had  been  punished  repeatedly.  He 
wondered  that  the  hon.  Member  could 
possibly  speak  of  it  without  reprobation. 
He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  spoken 
thus  strongly  because  of  the  advice  that 
had  been  given,  and  he  would  continue 
on  all  occasions  to  denounce  the  ''  no 
rent "  manifesto  and  the  cruel  practice 
of  "Boycotting."  If  more  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  to  do  likewise,  perhaps  they 
would  produce  some  efiPect  upon  the 
hardened  consciences  of  those  who  gave 
the  advice. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  that,  while  claiming 
to  be  as  conscientious  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry), 
he  was  prepared  most  eamestiy  to  main- 
tain that  **  Boycotting  "  pure  and  simple, 
as  it  was  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  and 
not  exercised  for  the  gratification  of 
malice  and  the  avenging  of  private 
quarrels,  was  perfectly  fair  and  justifi- 
able under  the  circumstances  now  exist- 
ing in  Ireland.  Why,  as  regarded  Eng- 
land, before  the  institution  of  the  ballot 
any  man  who  voted  against  his  landlord 
was  **  Boycotted."  With  all  his  respect 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  he  (Mr.  Daly)  was  greatly 
disappointed  at  the  disingenuous  way  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  met  some 
of  the  arguments  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 
He  would  almost  infer  from  some  parts 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  Government  intended  im- 
prisoning other  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  did  not  want  to  create  any  precedent 
by  releasing  those  already  confined  to 
vote.  Those  hon.  Members  had  been 
spoken  of  as  witnesses  and  judges — 
perhaps,  if  they  were  released,  they 
might  become  the  executioners  of  the 
Government.  The  Prime  Minister  de- 
scribed the  Land  Act  as  an  efficient 
means  of  preserving  peace  in  Ireland, 
and  taunted  the  Irish  Members  with  not 
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supporting  it.  He  (Mr.  Daly),  in  return, 
charged  the  Government  with  being  re- 
sponsible for  the  crime  and  outage 
which  had  been  taking  place  in  Ireland. 
The  Estimates  before  them  supported 
the  charge.  He  found  that  they  required 
only  £96,000  for  the  working  of  the 
Land  Act,  notwithstanding  that  tenants 
in  arrears  were  beseeching  for  admis- 
sion to  the  Land  Courts,  and  denied  it 
because  of  insufficient  facilities,  while 
the  landlords  were  allowed  to  put  them 
out  of  their  homesteads.  But  an  excess 
sum  of  £140,000  was  on  that  occasion 
asked  for  the  Constabulary,  or,  in  other 
words,  for  the  landlord  interests.  When 
the  excitement  caused  by  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  died  away,  he 
thought  that  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  would  see  that  many 
of  the  crimes,  the  commission  of  which 
he  (Mr.  Daly)  deplored  as  much  as  any 
man,  had  arisen  from  the  imbecility  of 
the  Irish  Administration. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  he  had  heard 
with  very  great  regret  the  decision  the 
Government  had  come  to  on  the  ques- 
tion under  notice.  He  thought  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  was  so  critical,  and  the 
whole  situation  was  so  complicated,  that 
the  Government  ought  to  have  grasped 
eagerly  at  such  an  ofifer  as  was  made 
by  the  three  hon.  Gentlemen  to  come 
forth  from  their  prison  on  parole.  The 
Government  ought  to  take  that  ofifer, 
unless  they  were  prepared  to  bring 
them  to  trial.  Indeed,  they  ought  to  go 
further,  and  to  invite  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers not  merely  to  come  there  on  Thurs- 
day night  to  register  their  votes,  but 
to  attend  to  their  Parliamentary  duties 
throughout  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion, accepting^  the  parole  which  they 
offered.  While  saying  that,  he  need 
hardly  say  he  had  no  sympathy  with 
the  policy  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  or 
with  the  "no  rent"  manifesto  which, 
indeed,  he  had  denounced,  together  with 
the  outrages  connected  with  it,  in  every 

gossible  way.  But  he  believed  that  these 
on.  Members  would  be  less  dangerous  in 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties  than  in  Kilmainham,  and 
that  their  release  would  remove  a  gpreat 
deal  of  the  irritation  at  present  preva- 
lent among  the  lower  classes  of  Ireland 
on  account  of  their  arrest  He  was  sorry 
to  hear  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  speak 
in  slighting  tones  of  the  consequences 
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which  had  undoubtedly  followed  from 
the  "no  rent"  manifesto.    As  long  as 
he  had  a  seat  in  that  House  he  should 
always  raise  his  voice  against  the  Grime, 
misery,  and  misfortune  which  had  fol- 
lowed from  the  propagation  of  that  dis- 
graceful document.  Another  point  which 
hon.  Members    opposite    glossed   over 
very  gpracefully  was  the    question   of 
"Boycotting."    They  were  told  it  was 
no  harm  to  tell  people  not  to  deal  with  a 
man.    Was  it  no  harm  to  order  people 
not  to  deal  with  him  under  pain  of 
burning,  mutilation,  and  perhaps  death  ? 
Nothing  could  exceed  the  extraordinary 
tjrranny  practised  under  the  system.    At 
that  very  moment  a  gentleman  in  Tippe- 
rary  was  "  Boycotted  "  because  he  gave 
a  site  for  apolice  barrack  to  the  Govern- 
ment. ["  Hear,  hear ! "]  Was  it  a  crime 
to  support  the  authorities  ?  He  certainly 
did  not  understand  these  new  doctrines; 
he  did  not   understand  why  the  law 
should  not  be  maintained  wi&iout  peril, 
and  he  regarded  it  as  the  duty  of  every 
citizen  to  help  to  do  it.    This  gentleman 
in  Tipperary  was  a  kind  neighbour,  a 
good  landlord,  and  had  not  even  adced 
for  his  rents;  and  merely  because  he 
gave  the  site  of  a  police  barrack  where 
a  barrack  had  previously  existed,  he  was 
"Boycotted,"  his  land  was  kept  idle, 
and  he  had  no  one  even  to  attend  to 
his  horse  in  the  stable.     Could  there  be 
anything  more  tyrannical  than  a  system 
under   which    notices  were  posted  on 
the  walls  telling  men,  under  pain  of 
death,  not  to  work  for  such  and  suck 
a  person,  and  where  even  an  unfor- 
tunate woman  was  threatened  that  if 
she    did    not   leave    her    employment 
her   mother  would    be  burnt    in   her 
bed  ?  In  her  case,  however,  he  was  glad 
to  say  the  menace  had  failed,  for  she 
had  not  yet  left  her  employment,  and 
did  not  mean  to  do  so.     He  was  soiry 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Daly),    for  whom    he    had   a    ainoere 
respect,  and  who,  being  an  urban  Mem- 
ber, did  not  know  what  was  g^ing  on 
in  the  country,  should  give  the  weight 
of   his    character  in  recommending  a 
practice  which  was  most  demoralixing 
and  misleading  to  the  people. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  had  paid  the 
utmost  attention  to  the  arguments  urged 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pnme 
Minister  to  show  that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  grant  the  request 
to  allow  those  three  Irish  Members  to 
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reoord  their  Totes  on  Thursday.  The 
only  reaaon  for  the  refusal,  however, 
which  he  could  understand  was,  that  the 
three  Totes,  if  given,  were  likely  to  be 
given  aniiiet  &ie  Oovemment.  If,  as 
Uiey  haa  been  often  told,  the  Coercion 
Act  was  intended  for  prevention  and  not 
for  punishment,  he  should  have  thought 
that  the  admission  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  that  no  harm  would 
be  done  in  Ireland  and  no  ill  would  be 
produced  on  the  population  of  that 
country  by  those  three  Members  oomiug 
to  the  House,  would  have  been  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  giving  them  leave  to 
come.  He,  however,  rose  chiefly  to  call 
attention  to  the  very  gprave  statements 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  the 
habit  of  making  vag^e  announcements 
of  changes  in  Irish  policy  in  casual 
speeches.  They  never  understood  those 
statements  when  they  were  first  made, 
they  always  required  subsequent  ex- 
planation ;  but  he  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  he  admitted  the 
present  Irish  policy  of  the  Government 
to  have  failed.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Forstee  : 
No ;  I  did  not.]  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman admitted  that  it  had  failed  to 
restore  peace  and  order  in  Ireland; 
and  if  ne  had  not  done  so,  and  an 
opportunity  were  given  for  discussing 
the  question,  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  showing  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  had  absolutely  failed  to 
restore  peace  and  peace  in  that  country. 
But  he  had  understood  the  right  hon. 
Ckntleman  to  say  that,  in  view  of  the 
comparative  fedlure  of  his  past  measures, 
he  was  preparing  some  new  and  more 
severe  policy;  that  there  were  some 
measures  of  a  more  stringent  character 
in  the  background  which  he  shadowed 
out  in  rather  a  mysterious  manner,  and 
which  would  be  shortly  introduced. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FGR8TEE  (interposing) : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  must  not 
suppose,  because  I  have  not  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  any  leugthenea  re- 
marks, that  I  admit  the  correctness  of 
his  statement. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  that  he  was  quite 
accustomed  to  that  sort  of  thing.  ["  Oh, 
oh !  "]  The  Irish  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  always  announced  to  the 
House  in  a  piecemeal  way.  He  under- 
stood from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  that  there  was  to  be  some  change 


in  their  policy.  The  present  measures 
of  coercion  had  entirely  failed  to  restore 
order  in  Ireland.  The  Assizes  just  con- 
cluded showed  that  the  amount  of  crime 
now  was  double  what  it  was  in  all  the 
various  districtti  last  year;  in  almost 
every  case  the  juries  failed  to  convict ; 
and,  therefore,  there  must  be  some  new 
departure  on  the  part  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment.  They  could  not  go  on  holding 
Office  and  refrain  from  taking  some 
fresh  step  or  other  in  order  to  amelio- 
rate thepresent  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land. He,  therefore,  wished  to  know 
whether  the  announcement  of  the  new 
Irish  policy  would  be  made  to  the  House 
in  a  distinct  and  formal  manner,  so  that 
they  might  be  able  to  understand  and 
discuss  the  measures  of  the  Government? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  it  was  understood  the  other 
night,  although  he  was  not  then  present, 
that  the  Report  of  Supply  would  be 
taken  to-day,  and  he  hoped  that,  as 
they  were  now  near  the  hour  for  closing 
the  debate,  the  House  would  be  allowed 
to  take  that  step.  It  would  be  alto- 
gether inconvenient  at  the  present  mo- 
ment to  enter  into  the  large  question  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  adverted,  and 
which  might,  no  doubt,  be  fairly  raised 
upon  some  of  the  language  that  had 
been  used  by  the  Government.  In  a 
matter  of  such  very  great  importance  he 
thought  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  left  as  unfettered 
as  possible,  and  he  should  be  sorry  if 
anything  interfered  to  prevent  the  de- 
bate being  brought  to  a  close. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (who  rose  amid  great 
interruption)  said,  he  did  not  intend  to 
talk  the  Motion  out ;  but  he  felt  bound 
to  take  some  notice  of  the  language 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  with  respect  to  "Boy- 
cotting." He  (Mr.  Biggar)  did  not  see 
why  such  attacks  shomd  be  made  on 
Irishmen  for  that  practice,  seeing  that  it 
was  in  use  in  every  part  of  the  world. 
Moreover,  it  could  be  defended  from  its 
analogy  with  what  had  recently  occurred 
at  a  particular  Club,  the  Reform  Club, 
in  London.  A  number  of  its  members, 
among  whom  were  many  Members  of 
Parliament,  had  refused  to  hold  any 
personal  communication  with  gentlemen 
of  whose  opinions  they  disapproved,  and, 
therefore,  they  had  '^  Boycotted"  them 
to  the  extent  of  their  power  by  voting 
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against  their  admission  to  the  Olub.  As 
to  the  imprisoned  Members,  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Gbyemment  that  wemoon 
were  such  as  they  had  consistently  fol- 
lowed when  the  question  of  the  treat- 
ment of  political  prisoners  was  under 
discussion.  They  had  attempted  to  raise 
a  false  issue.  But  the  real  question  at 
the  present  moment  was,  whether  certain 
hon.  Members  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  Yoting  against  the  Government 
on  Thursday  next?  The  Oovemment 
were  making  special  efiPorts  to  get  up 
their  Supporters,  and  they  ought  not  to 
hinder  tneir  opponents  from  voting. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

It  being  now  five  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  House  suspended  its  Sit- 
ing. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


MOTIONS. 


EOCLESIASTIOAL  AND  MORTUARY 

FEES. 

MOTION  FOB  A   SELBOT  COMMITTBE. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON,  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  subject  of 
Ecclesiastical  and  Mortuary  Fees ;  and 
to  move  for  a 

'^  Select  Committeo  to  inquire  into  the  Law 
which  authorizes  the  demanding  of  Mortuary 
Fees,  and  into  the  Ecclesiastical  Foes  levied  by 
Ministers  of  Religion  upon  the  occasion  of 
Burials  and  the  erection  of  Monuments  in 
Cemeteries  and  Parish  Churchyards;  and  to 
report  to  the  Hous«  whether  any  legislation  is 
desirable  with  a  view  to  their  regulation  or 
reduction/' 

said,  the  subject  was  not  one  which  he 
should  desire  to  approach,  if  it  could  be 
avoided,  and,  indeed,  few  cared  to  do  so. 
He  brought  it  forward  in  no  spirit  of 
hostility  to  the  Established  Church ;  the 
grievance  was  one  which  pressed  on 
members  of  that  Church  as  well  as  upon 
Nonconformists.  It  was  a  civil  wron^ 
which  was  felt  by  people  eenera^,  and 
which  ought  to  be  remedied.  That  it 
might  not  be  supposed  that  he  brought 
the  subject  forward  as  a  hobby  of  nis 
own,  he  would  read  a  short  extract  from 
a  letter  written  by  one  who  was  entitled 
to  great  reBpect---he  meant  the  Arch- 
bishop of  York.  In  a  letter  written  in 
September,  1880,  after  a  great  many 

Mr.  Biggar 


burial  scandals  had  occurred  in  his 
Province,  the  Archbishop  of  York  said 
that  the  whole  subject  of  fees  re- 
quired careful  consideration;  that  it 
would  be  desirable  that  a  table  of  fees 
should  be  adjusted  on  one  scale  to  be 
approved  of  bv  the  Chancellor  of  the 
diocese ;  that  the  present  state  of  things 
was  extremely  painfal ;  that  it  produced 
conflicts  even  at  the  grave  side;  and 
that  no  time  should  be  lost.  There  was 
also  a  letter  ^m  the  Yicar  of  Sheffield, 
Canon  Blakeney,  who  stated  that  the 
Clergy  of  the  rural  deanery  did  not 
object  to  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  whole  question ;  indeed,  the 
Yicar  of  Sheffield  added,  he  might  say 
the  Clergy  courted  investigation.  He 
(Sir  Alexander  Gbrdon)  had  also  two 
notes  from  country  vicars,  who  took  the 
same  view.  Those  reverend  personages 
had  seen  the  Bill  he  had  brought  in  hist 
year,  and  they  stated  that  the  Church 
would  be  under  an  obligation  to  him,  if 
he  would  brine  in  a  fiill  to  r^^ulate 
marriage  as  weU  as  burial  fees.  Now, 
there  were  two  classes  of  fees  connected 
with  deaths  and  burials — mortuary  fees 
and  burial  fees.  The  first,  mortuary  fees, 
were  legalized  so  far  back  as  the  time 
of  Henry  Ylll.,  in  the  early  period  of 
whose  Iteiflm  such  exorbitant  fees  were 
demanded  by  the  Clergy  that  the  Act  of 
1530  was  passed,  which  prohibited  the 
collection  of  an^  other  fees  than  those 
which  were  specified  by  the  Act.  They 
were  said  to  have  been  originally  an 
ofiPering  to  the  Church  for  any  possible 
omission  by  the  deceased  person  of  the 
dues  of  the  Church  during  his  lifetime. 
That  might  have  been  necessary  in 
the  year  1530;  but  he  did  not  think 
Parliament  would  levy  a  duty  now  on 
such  a  basis.  Though  the  Act  had 
become  non  -  effective  by  disuse  in 
large  towns,  it  still  remained  in  force 
in  many  country  villages  in  England, 
except  with  regard  to  Chester  and 
some  parts  of  Wales,  which  were 
exempted  in  later  Heims.  Small  vil- 
lages and  country  parishes  were  still 
taxed  upon  the  basis  of  that  Act,  and  it 
was  a  great  grievance.  Strange  to  say, 
the  fee  exacted  in  some  oases  exceeded 
the  amount  authorized  by  the  Statute. 
The  fee  was  limited  to  10«.,  but  in  some 
cases  10«.  6i.  and  lit.  were  charged. 
Nonconformists  especially  complained  of 
this  burden,  and  ne  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  tluit  these  com- 
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plaints  alone  constituted  a  case  for  in- 
quiry. But  the  other  class  of  fees — 
namely,  ordinary  burial  fees — were  far 
more  common.  To  show  the  variety  of 
fees  that  were  exacted,  he  had  a  list  of 
fees,  taken  at  random  from  Acts  of 
Parliament  and  Betums  presented  to 
the  House,  and  he  found  that  they  varied 
from  It.  6 J.  to  £1  3«. — these  two  rates 
being  found  in  adjacent  parishes.  In  fact, 
they  were  levied  without  any  regular 
system.  A  committee  of  the  Salisbury 
Diocesan  Synod,  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  subject,  had  recommended  that 
no  fees  should  be  demanded  for  the 
burial  of  a  parishioner,  and  that  monu- 
mental and  other  fees  should  be  re- 
duced practically  to  one-fourth;  but, 
of  course,  these  recommendations  could 
only  be  carried  into  effect  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  that  was  why  he 
asked  the  House  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry— that  they  might  have  material 
u>r  legislation  on  the  question.  If  any 
hon.  Member  should  object  that  this 
was  a  clerical  subject  with  which  Parlia- 
ment ouffht  not  to  interfere,  he  would 
remind  wem  that  Parliament  had  twice 
interfered  to  prohibit  baptismal  fees.  In 
1872  the  late  Bishop  of  Winchester  had 
carried  a  Bill  prohibiting  baptismal  fees ; 
and  when  they  remembered  that  bap- 
tism was  not  required  by  the  State, 
but  burial  was,  he  thought  Parlia- 
ment had  a  much  stronger  ground  for 
interference  with  a  view  to  the  regu- 
lation of  burial  fees.  He  would  not 
detain  the  House,  because  the  subject 
did  not  require  much  comment.  What 
he  wished  to  point  out  was  that  while 
these  burial  fees  were  a  benefit  to  a  few 
thousand  clergymen,  they  were  injurious 
to  25,000,000  Englishmen.  The  whole 
population,  rich  and  poor,  but  mostly 
the  poor,  were  affected  by  these  fees, 
except  persons  who  belonged  to  the 
Jewish  community,  who  had  their  own 
burying-grounds.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  concluded  by  moving  for  the 
Select  Committee  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mb.  BBINTON,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  that  the  interests  of  both 
Churchmen  and  Nonconformists  were 
bound  up  in  this  question.  There  was, 
he  thought,  fair  and  reasonable  ground 
for  such  an  equalization  and  reduction 
of  burial  fees  as  would  satisfy  a  great 
number  of  the  poorer  portion  of  the 
community,   especially  the  agricultural 


classes.  The  oppressive  character  of 
burial  fees,  as  well  as  of  mural  and 
other  monuments,  &c.,  in  churches  might 
be  learned  bv  consulting  Betums  which 
were  in  the  Library  of  the  House ;  and 
he  thought  they  were  justified  in  bring- 
inff  this  matter  before  the  House  and 
asking  that  it  might  be  inquired  into  by 
a  Committee — and  the  more  particularly 
at  the  present  time,  when  so  many 
churchyards  were  being  transferred  to 
Burial  Boards  and  Cemetery  Companies, 
who,  as  a  rule,  had  to  take  also  the 
rights  or  customs  previously  imposed 
on  the  Church.  In  a  large  number  of 
parishes  5«.  was  charged  as  a  fee  for 
permission  to  inter  by  the  Clergy.  That 
charge  was  entirely  separate  from  the 
interment  charge,  the  charge  for  making 
the  gprave,  the  sexton's  labour,  &c.  In 
some  parishes  7«.,  8«.,  and  even  10«.  was 
charged  for  interment.  He  regpretted  to 
say  tiiat  this  fee  was  found  to  be  heaviest 
in  populous  places.  For  instance,  a 
servant  of  a  friend  of  his  had  to  pay 
10«.  interment  fee  for  the  burial  of  a 
child  in  Kensington.  In  Brompton, 
also,  the  charges  were  excessive.  He 
wished  to  do  justice  to  members  of  the 
Clergy,  who  were  at  times  most  reluctant 
to  make  the  charge,  on  account  of  the 
poverty  of  those  who  had  to  pay  it,  but 
still  it  belonged  to  their  office;  and, 
indeed,  he  had  been  told  by  some  of  the 
Clergy  that  a  clerical  fee  of  2«.  ^d,  in 
each  case  would  be  to  many  of  their 
body  riches  itself.  He  thought  it  would 
be  much  more  desirable  to  augment  the 
incomes  of  the  Clergy  from  some  other 
source,  and  to  remove  these  oppressive 
charges  on  burial.  In  regard  to  me- 
morial and  monumental  charges,  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  throughout  the 
country  that  the  option  given  to  the 
clergyman  to  make  any  charge  he 
thought  proper  was  one  that  ought  to 
be  controlled  by  the  Legislature.  The 
subject,  as  a  whole,  might  be  regarded 
as  a  not  unfair  or  unreasonable  corollaiy 
to  the  Burials  Bill  which  was  passed 
last  Session ;  and  if  this  Committee  were 
given,  it  would  tend  to  remove  some 
of  the  difficulties  which  prevented  the 
Burids  Bill  from  being  all  that  it  should 
be  to  the  community.  As  a  member  of 
the  Church  of  England,  he  supported  the 
Motion. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  Law  which  authorizes  the  de- 
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manding  of  Mortuary  Fees,  and  into  the  Eccle- 
siastical Fees  levied  by  Ministers  of  Religion 
upon  the  occasion  of  Burials  and  the  erection 
of  Monuments  in  Cemeteries  and  Parish  Church- 
yards ;  and  to  report  to  the  House  whether 
any  legislation  is  desirable  with  a  view  to 
their  regulation  or  reduction." — [Sir  Alexander 
Oordon,) 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
EAL  (Mr.  OsBOKNE  Morgan)  said,  he 
ought,  perhaps,  to  apologize  for  inter- 
yening  in  this  matter,  which  was  in  no 
way  connected  with  his  Department. 
But  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Sir  William  Harcourt),  pos- 
sibly befjause  he  thouc^ht  that  by  the 
interest  he  (the  Judge  Advocate  General) 
had  taken  in  the  Burials  Question,  he 
had  familiarized  himself  with  this  sub- 
ject, had  requested  him  to  take  charge  of 
it,  and  he  had  willingly  consented  to  do 
so.  He  thought  it  was  impossible  for 
anyone  who  had  studied  the  subject,  or 
had.  listened  to  the  hon.  Members  who 
had  moved  and  seconded  the  Motion, 
not  to  feel  that  the  law  on  this  subject 
was  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  state.  He 
thought  he  might  go  further,  and  .say 
that  there  was  no  law  at  all  on  the 
subject — no  law  in  the  sense  of  any  in- 
flexible or  general  rule.  The  fact  was, 
that  the  practice  of  exacting  fees  had 
gpi^wn  up  by  custom,  which  in  time  ac- 
quired tne  force  of  law.  Sir  Bobert 
Phillimore,  in  his  learned  work  on  Ec- 
clesiastical Law,  laid  down  that  by  the 
Canon  Law  and  the  Common  Law  also  it 
was  absolutely  unlawful  to  charge  fees 
for  the  burial  of  parishioners.  In  a 
leading  case  decided  in  the  last  cen- 
tury, it  was  held  that  a  vicar  was  not 
entitled  to  demand  fees  for  burials 
under  either  law,  though  such  fees 
might  be  exacted  by  custom.  The 
Civil  Courts,  however,  had  long  since 
arrogated  to  themselves  the  right  of  de- 
termining whether  the  custom  of  exact- 
ing burial  fees  existed  in  a  particular 
psurish,  and  whether  the  custom  in  ques- 
tion was  of  a  reasonable  character. 
Now,  in  many  cases,  the  measure  of 
burial  fees  was  what  the  clergyman  in 
each  case  chose  to  exact,  and  what  the 
parishioner  could  well  pay.  In  that 
part  of  the  Principality  of  Wales  with 
which  he  was  specially  connected,  he 
might  observe,  in  passing,  a  very  pecu- 
liar custom  existed.  In  many  parts  of 
the  Prinoipalitv  no  burial  fees  were  de- 
manded ;  but  it  was  oustomary  for  the 


friends  of  a  deceased  person  to  lay 
voluntary  offerings  upon  the  coffin,  and 
in  that  way  the  clergyman  was  re- 
munerated. There  was  no  process,  how- 
ever, by  which  these  offerings  could  be 
exacted.  In  1852,  as  the  House  would 
remember,  Statutes  were  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  dosing  burial-grounds  in 
urban  districts  and  of  opening  ceme- 
teries instead.  Those  Acts  gave  an  in- 
cumbent power  to  exact  such  fees  in 
connection  with  burials  in  cemeteries  as 
he  would  have  been  entitled  to  exact  in 
connection  with  interments  in  the  old 
churchyards.  In  the  subsequent  Act, 
known  as  Marten's  Act,  there  was  no  pro- 
vision whatever  affecting  burial  fees,  so 
that  in  cemeteries  constructed  under  that 
Act  clergymen  had  no  power  to  demand 
fees.  The  Burials  Act  had  not  altered 
the  law  in  any  way.  Not  only  was  the 
exacting  of  these  fees  a  thing  unknown 
at  Common  Law ;  but  a  clergyman  had, 
neither  by  Common  Law  nor  Canon  Law, 
any  right  to  exact  any  fee  for  the  erection 
of  a  monument.  His  right  to  demand  such 
a  fee  depended  upon  custom.  Beference 
had  been  made  to  the  Burials  Laws 
Amendment  Act  of  1880,  and,  although 
it  had  only  been  in  operation  1 8  monthiB, 
no  Act  of  Parliament  ever  passed  had 
more  completely  falsified  the  predictions 
of  its  opponents.  Thousands  of  burials 
had  taken  place  under  the  Act ;  but  there 
had  been  no  appreciable  decrease  in  the 
decorousnessor  reverence  with  which  the 
funeral  ceremonies  were  observed.  That 
was  largely  due  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  had 
received  the  measure,  and  had  shown 
their  desire  to  carry  it  out,  not  only  in 
its  letter,  but  in  its  spirit.  There  had, 
however,  been  some  exceptional  oases, 
such  as  that  of  the  Bev.  Mr.  Hall,  who 
refused  to  enter  upon  his  register  the 
burial  of  a  Dissenter;  and  there  had 
been  cases  brought  to  his  knowledge,  in 
which  an  incumbent  had  used  his  arbi- 
trary power  of  exacting  pretty  nearly 
any  burial  fees  he  chose,  as  a  sort  oi 
screw  to  compel  Nonconformiste  to  bury 
their  deceased  friends,  not  under  the 
Act,  but  with  the  Service  of  the  Chuioh 
of  England ;  and  this  was  the  way  in 
which  it  had  been  done.  A  known  Dis- 
senter went  to  a  clergyman  and  said — 
"  My  friend,  my  son,  or  my  wife,"  as 
the  case  might  be,  ''  has  died,  and  I 
want  the  burial  to  take  place  according 
to  the  Act."    He  askea  what  was  the 
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fee.  ''  Oh,"  said  the  dergyman,  ''  If  you 
choose  to  buiy  him  or  her  with  mj  Ser- 
yice  the  fee  wfll  be  5«. ;  if  you  insist  upon 
burial  under  the  Burial  Act  it  will  be 
£5."    Caoes  of  that  kind  had  occurred, 
and  there  was  no  doubt  that  this  power 
liad  been  used  as  a  sort  of  screw  ioit  the 
porpoee  of  evading  the  Act.     On  the 
other  hand,  as  he  had  said,  there  were 
numerous  cases  in  which  the  Clergy  had 
cheerfully  conformed  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  carrying  them  out  not  only 
in  the  letter,  but  in  the  spirit.  In  Wales 
it  was  by  no  means  an  uncommon  thing 
▼hen  a  Nonconformist  was  buried,  for 
part  of  the  service  to  be  performed  in 
the  Church  by  the  clergyman,  and  for 
the  remainder  of  the  service  at  the  grave 
to  be  performed  by  a  Nonconformist  mi- 
nister.    He  was  sure  that  occurrences 
of  that  kind  had  tended  very  much  to 
knit  together  in  Christian  harmony  the 
different  members  of  the  parish.   There 
had,  however,  been  these   exceptions, 
and  it  was  exceedingly  desirable,  not 
only  in  the  interests  of  the  public  gene- 
rally, but  in  the  interests  of  the  Clergy 
and  in  the  interests  of  the  Church  of 
England,  that  such  things  should  be 
made  impossible.     The  abuse  of  this 
arbitrary   power    recoiled    upon   those 
who  had  recourse  to  it,  and  in  every 
interest  it  was  desirable  that  it  should 
be  taken  away.     The  proposal  for  a 
Select  Committee  was  an  exceedingly 
reasonable  and  modest  one  ;    and,  on 
the  part    of  the   Government,  he   was 
authorized  to  consent  to  it.     Of  course, 
a  Select  Committee  could  not  legislate ; 
but  it  could  inouire  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion, and  he  had  no  doubt    that    his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Alexander 
Gk>rdon)  would  be  able  to  lay  before  the 
Committee    information    which    might 
serve  as  the  basis  of  their  Beport,  which 
Beport,  he  hoped,  would  serve  as  the 
basis  of  future  legislation.    Under  these 
circumstances,    he   did   not   think    the 
House  would  act  wrongly  in  acceding 
to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  STUAET-WOETLEY  said,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East  Aber- 
deenshire (Sir  Alexander  Gordon)  had 
already  informed  the  House  what  was 
the  feeling  of  the  borough  which  he 
(Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  represented  in  this 
matter.  On  behalf  of  the  Clergy  of  that 
borough,  he  was  authorized  to  say  that 
they  were  far  from  deprecating  any  such 
inauiry  as  that  to  w«jich  the  ri^ht  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman  Tthe  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General),  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, had  given  his  consent.  Generally 
speaking,  where  they  had  an  existing 
inequality  proved  they  had  a  primA  facie 
case  for  inquiry.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  it  was  owing  to  that  inequality 
that  irritation  had  been  produced.  Of 
course,  the  House  would  see  that  in 
the  speeches  which  had  hitherto  been 
made — he  did  not  make  this  assertion 
in  any  invidious  sense — only  one  side  of 
the  question  had  been  stated.  He  would 
not  detain  them  by  showing  that  there 
was  much  which  might  also  be  said  on 
the  other  side,  and  which  an  inquiry  by 
a  Select  Committee  would  usefully  elicit. 
Mr.  BULWEE  said,  that  if  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Select  Committee  were 
agreed  to,  it  must  not  be  taken  that  all 
hon.  Members  present  also  agreed  in  the 
views  which  had  been  expressed.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan) that  burial  fees  were  forbidden  by 
the  Canon  Law ;  but  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  also  stated  that  they 
were  not  recoverable  at  Common  Law. 
and  he  quoted  the  authority  of  Sir 
Eobert  Phillimore  on  the  subject;  but 
against  that  he  (Mr.  Bulwer)  might 
place  the  authority  of  Lord  Stowell,  who 
said  that,  although  burial  fees  were  for- 
bidden by  the  Canon  Law,  fee  oflPerings 
came  to  be  made,  and  essentially  became 
customary  ;  and  the  custom  was  founded 
on  reasonable  considerations.  It  was  not 
the  fact  that  parishes  were  left  to  fix  any 
rates  they  chose,  for  they  had  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Ordinary,  who  satisfied 
himself  of  their  propriety.  These  pay- 
ments, though  not  due  as  of  common 
right,  depended  upon  custom,  and  were 
enforceable  at  Common  Law,  and  the 
right  to  them  thus  stood,  in  that  re- 
spect, upon  the  same  footing  as  other 
rights  founded  on  custom.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  parson  was  at  liberty  to 
ask  any  person  demanding  burial  what 
he  could  pay,  and  to  decide  for  himself 
whether  the  person  was  poor  or  not, 
and  regulate  his  demand  accordingly ; 
but  that  could  not  be  done.  The  burial 
fee  was  regulated  by  custom.  One  autho- 
rity stated  d«.  4(^.  as  the  accustomed  fee 
for  burial;  but,  whatever  it  was,  no 
clergyman  had  the  right  to  demand  a 
higher  fee  than  was  authorized  by  cus- 
tom ;  if  he  did  so,  it  could  be  reasonably 
and  successfully  resisted.    His  right  hon. 
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and  learned  Friend  bad  mentioned  a 
case  where  a  parson  had  said  that  if  he 
performed  the  Burial  Service  the  fee 
would  be  58. f  but  if  another  performed 
it  it  would  be  £5.  Unless  that  other 
was  a  stranger  to  the  parish,  or  not  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England,  he 
did  not  see  how  that  could  happen,  be- 
cause, by  the  last  Burial  Act,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  fee  should  be  paid  to  the 
person  to  whom  it  would  have  been  pay- 
able if  the  burial  had  taken  place  with 
the  Service  of  the  Church  of  England. 
If  with  the  Service  of  the  Church  of 
England,  the  only  fee  the  clergyman 
comd  ask  for  his  own  services  was  the 
customary  fee,  and  no  one  else  had  a 
right  to  perform  the  services,  he  might 
deny  justice  to  a  poor  man  ;  but,  except 
in  that  sense,  he  could  not  act  as  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  stated. 
Then,  as  to  the  fees  for  monuments,  that 
was  a  matter  strictly  regulated  by  cus- 
tom ;  and  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  very 
desirable  that  some  restriction  should  be 
placed  upon  the  erection  of  mural  monu- 
ments and  sepulchral  effigies.  Everyone 
had  noticed  how  churchyards  were  often 
disfigured  by  6-feet  iron  railings  enclos- 
ing monuments  expatiating  upon  the  vir- 
tues of  the  deceased.  The  proper  legal 
Srocess  to  be  adopted  by  any  person 
esirous  of  erecting  a  monument  in  a 
church  was  to  obtain  the  leave  of  the 
incumbent,  who  might  prescribe  his  own 
reasonable  terms,  or  demand  the  accus- 
tomed fees.  If  the  incumbent  asked 
an  exorbitant  fee,  the  person  might 
apply  for  a  faculty.  In  strict  right 
this  ought  always  to  be  done,  and  the 
Judge  of  the  Consistory  Court,  if  the 
incumbent  objected  to  the  faculty  being 
granted,  would  say  whether  the  fees  de- 
manded was  such  as  was  customary  and 
proper  under  the  circumstances.  On 
payment  of  the  proper  fee,  the  appli- 
cant's wishes  would  be  carried  out  by 
legal  authority.  He  was  not  opposing 
this  inquiry;  but  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  there  was  some  exaggeration 
in  the  charges  made  against  the  Clergy. 
He  thought  that  they  had  not  laid  them- 
selves open  to  the  reflections  cast  upon 
them  by  hon.  Members.  They  were 
quite  as  desirous  as  anyone  else  that 
some  rule  should  be  laid  down  by  which 
fees  might  be  fixed  upon  a  definite 
basis 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
BAL  (Mr.  OsBORXE  Moboak)  stated,  in 
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explanation,  that  he  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  fees  fixed  by  oostom  could  not 
be  enforced  in  the  same  way  as  pay- 
ments authorized  by  the  Common  Law ; 
but  that  fees  varied  according  to  custom, 
the  result  being  that  there  was  so  much 
uncertainty  that  no  one  knew  what  he 
had  to  pay. 

Mr.  EVANS  WILLIAMS  said,  that 
he  should  not  have  intervened  in  this 
debate,  in  which  he  would  intervene  for 
a  few  minutes  only,  were  it  not  for  some 
remarks  of  the  two  Members  who  spoke 
last.  It  was  said  an  ounce  of  fact  was 
worth  a  ton  of  argument.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr. 
Bulwer)  doubted  the  existence  of  a  griev- 
ance ;  but  he  could  give  instances  of  ex- 
cessive charges  in  connection  with  the 
subject  under  notice,  so  far  as  monu- 
ments were  concerned.  He  had  been 
charged  20  guineas  as  a  fee  for  erecting 
a  simple  stone  cross  with  a  low  railing. 
That  railing  was  not  a  high  one  endos- 
ing  ground  beyond  the  grave,  but  one 
six  inches  high  only,  on  a  coping,  just 
to  mark  the  grave  of  two  relatives— old 
parishioners  in  a  borough  which  he  re- 
presented. On  his  explaining  this  to 
to  the  incumbent,  the  latter  replied  still 
that  20  guineas  was  his  fee.  He  took 
counsel's  opinion  whether  he  could  re- 
sist the  charge,  but  was  told  that  there 
was  no  Common  Law  right  to  erect  a 
monument  in  a  churchyard  at  all,  and 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  bargain  with  the 
incumbent.  In  many  parishes  in  the 
neighbourhood  in  question,  and  by  many 
of  his  clerical  friends,  no  fee  whatever 
would  have  been  charged  for  the  monu- 
ment, which  was  an  ornament.  Poor 
persons  in  the  same  parish  were  often 
charged  £2  for  a  simple  head-stone.  All 
this  he  could  prove  before  the  Com- 
mittee. He  did  not  understand  what  had 
been  said  as  to  these  fees  being  limited 
by  custom,  unless  that  was  applied  to 
fees  for  burial  only,  for  which  he  knev 
of  no  such  extortionate  fees. 

Mr.  BEEESFORD  HOPE  said,  that 
if  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Houae  to 
appoint  a  Committee,  the  inquiry,  to  be 
of  any  value,  ou^ht  be  a  searohing  one, 
so  that  no  injustice  might  be  done 
by  a  superficial  review  of  the  droum- 
stances.  At  the  same  time,  he  feared 
that  the  proceedings  before  the  Com- 
mittee would  degenerate  into  f^Tni^wing 
small  talk  about  headstones  and  humor- 
ous epitaphs.     He  fully  admitted  that 
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ng  the  IS.OOD  Cler^  there  iniglit  be 
e  grsdatioiu  of  opinion  and  of  iudi- 
sneos ;  but,  takiiia;  them  as  a  whole, 
the  Clergy  were  kinol;  and  considerate 
in  the  performance  of  their  dutjr  and 
Qie  exercise  of  their  privileges.  As  to 
the  question  of  the  burial  of  non-pariBb- 
ionera,  it  must  be  remembered  that  no 
one  had  a  right  in  any  burial-ground 
where  he  was  not  a  parishioner;  bo 
that  whenever  as,  in  vaok  cases,  anyone 
of  the  Clergy  was  asked  to  give  up  any 
of  hie  rig'hta,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  clerayman,  in  consenting,  was 
granting  an  indulgence,  and  an  allow- 
ance should  accordingly  be  made  £» 
thatfoct. 
Ooeation  put,  and  ngrud  to. 

*ii^,  on  ApHl  3,  Conunittee  neminattdat  fol- 
knn: — The  Jddob  Adtocati  Obkisai.,  Bit 
EmnDTD  LicBMikB,  Bir  Alixuidib  Gobduh. 
Mr.  fiiAxi^f  Lbiobtdn,  Mr.  BunrDx,  Sir 
HniT  Fletchbb,  Mr.  Ricbiad,  Viscount 
FoutiSTOTiE,  Hr.  Nbuob,  and  Mr.  BuuisroBn 
HoTB,  with  power  to  send  for  penoni,  papen, 
sndrecoidi. 

Oritrti,  That  Three  b«  tbe  qnomm. 

ABMY— CONDITION  OF  THE  AEMT; 
OBGEBTA.TIONS. 

CoLoiTEL  BASXE,  in  ridng  to  call 
attention  to  the  unsatisfactory  condition 
of  the  Army  ;  and  to  move — 

"That  the  chief  commandof  the  Army  shaold 
be  placed  in  the  handa  of  the  most  experienced 
•^£en  and  adminisbstors  in  Her  Majestj'i 
Service ;  that  the  youth  of  the  men  now  semng 
in  the  Army  renders  them  unfit  to  nndtrgo  the 
baidahqN  of  a  campaign," 
said,  he  thought  he  expressed  the  opi- 
nion of  nine-tenths  of  the  Army  when 
he  declared  ^at  great  discontent  pre- 
vailed among  tiie  officers  in  conse- 
quence both  of  the  slowness  of  pro- 
motion, and  also  of  the  rawness  of  the 
troops  whom  officers  were  called  upon  to 
lead  ia  the  field.  In  the  old  daya,  before 
the  abolition  of  Purchase,  promotion  was 
rendered  speedier  by  arrangement  among 
the  offlcere  themselves.  In  place  of  that 
system  they  had  another  which  was  a 
source  of  great  expense  to  the  country, 
having  cost  them  in  the  last  year  no  less 
a  nun  tiian  £1,116,112,  without  giving 
aatiefaction  to  the  Service.  He  attributed 
Ae  inefflcienoy  of  the  men  to  the  short- 
■ervice  system,  whidi  had  the  effect  of 
depriving  the  Army  of  men  as  soon  b» 
they  became  really  efficient  and  service- 

able.  The  youths  who  entered  the  Army, 


were,  no  doubt,  good  material,  but  they 
were  too  young  to  form  really  reliable 
loldiers  in  case  of  need.  They  had  had 
three  campaigns  since  the  introduotion 
of  the  short-service  system,  enabling 
them  to  estimate  its  effect  with  precision 
—the  Afghan,  the  Zulu,  and  tJie  Boer 
sampsigns. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present  ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Uemhere  not  being  present, 

HooM  sdioorned  at  a  qnarter 
after  Ten  o'dock- 


H0U8B    OF    L0ED8, 
Wtdnuiay,  29th  March,  1662. 

Their  Lordships  met  at  Two  o'clock ; — 

lONTJTES.]— Public  Bills— Jtayn/  Atunt— 
OoDsolidatad  Fund  (No.  2)  [48  Viet.  c.  4] ; 
SUte  Mine*  (Gimpowder)  [iS  Vitt.  o.  S]; 
Pilotage  PrOTuiausl  Order  (Te«a]  [4S  Viel. 

And  having  gone  through  the  Bnaness 
on  the  Paper,  without  debate — 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
W*dn»»iay,  29M  Marsh,  1682. 


MINUTES.]— Selbct  Committbh— 5<nnirf  Rt- 
port'-Coaanoiia  (Arkleeide  Common,  in  the 
North  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  Oefn  Drewem 
Common  and  Bottwa  Draserth  Common,  in 
the  county  of  Eadnor).     [No.  139], 

PcBLic  Bills— OrrfwBrf—fir»(  Reading— 'PvUbMa 
Health  (Scotlimd)  Act  Amendment*  [llfi]  ; 
Militia  StorehouKW*  [llSl. 

SfeondEtading—Agnca&aitA  Holdings,  NoticOB 
of  Bemoval  (Scotland)  [fi] ;  Commooablo 
Bights  [23]  iSurial  Fees  [241,  iibali  ad- 
Jovmed;  Metropolis  (Rating  of  Footways)* 
[110]. 

Steond  Staditig^Rifimi  to  StUel  Comiattlt4— 
Ciiil  Imprisomnent  (Scotland)  [19]. 

Stltel  CbmmiWK— Arklow  Harbour*  [96],  Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet  and  Mr.  Henry  Northcote  addtd. 

Third  Rfeding—DaVe  of  Albany  (Egtabliah- 
towit)*  [lia],  and^oM**, 
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ORDERS  OF  TEE  DA  7. 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS,   NOTICES 

OF  REMOVAL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

{Sir  Alexander  Oordon,  Mr.  M^Lctgan^  Mr, 

Barclay,) 

[bill   5.]      SECOND   READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  might  be  in  the 
recollection  of  hon.  Members  that  two 
years  ago  the  question  which  he  now 
Drought  forward  in  this  measure  was 
discussed  in  the  House,  and  met  with  a 
▼eiT  favourable  reception  from  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.  Since  then 
the  question  of  extending  the  time  for 
notice  of  removal  in  Scotland  had  gained 
favour  very  rapidly  throughout  the  whole 
of  Scotland  amongst  the  class  which  was 
most  interested  in  it — namely,  the  farmer 
class  and  occupiers  of  land.  The  change 
that  had  been  asked  for  by  them  ever 
since  he  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
that  House  had  been  to  convert  the 
notice  of  removal  of  40  days — which  was 
all  that  a  tenant  farmer  was  now  -en- 
titled to — at  the  end  of  his  lease  into  a 
period  of  two  years.  The  present  law 
of  40  days'  notice  came  into  operation  so 
late  as  the  year  1853,  when  an  Amend- 
ment to  a  Bill  relating  to  the  procedure 
in  the  Sheri£P  Courts  was  carried,  and 
altered  the  previous  law,  which  had 
been  in  existence  for  tSOO  years,  giving 
the  tenants  a  longer  notice.  He  said  a 
longer  notice,  because  the  Act  of  1555 
required    that    the    notice    should    be 

fiven  40  days  before  the  Whitsun- 
ay  of  the  year  in  which  the  lease  ex- 
pired— so  that  if  a  tenant's  lease  expired 
at  Martinmas  (in  November),  he  re- 
quired to  have  notice  40  days  before  the 
Whitsunday  of  that  year.  That  gave 
him  six  months'  and  40  days'  notice ; 
and  so  if  the  lease  terminated  at  any 
period  between  terms  he  had  the  period 
after  Whitsunday,  whatever  it  was, 
added  to  the  40  days.  The  alteration 
was  made  without  any  discussion  in  that 
House  as  to  the  reasons  why  it  should 
be  made.  Probably  at  2  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  when,  formerly,  Scotch  Busi- 
ness was  conducted,  some  hon.  Member 
moved  an  Amendment  in  the  interest  of 
owners  of  land,  and  it  was  passed  with- 
out discussion.    The  hard  operation  of 


the  present  law  was  this.  The  landlord 
had  Ms  tenant  under  his  observation  for 
18  years  and  a-half,  and  he  might  be  a 
eood  tenant  and  might  wish  to  remain  ; 
but  the  landlord  had  it  in  his  power  to 
hold  back  information  as  to  whether  the 
tenant  might  continue  in  the  farm  for 
the  term  of  another  lease  until  40  days 
before  the  lease  expired.  He  had  known 
cases  where  that  had  been  done,  and  no 
doubt  other  Members  acquainted  with 
amcultural  matters  in  Scotland  could 
adduce  other  instances.  Forty  days  was 
too  short  a  period  for  the  farmer  to 
make  his  arrangements  for  taking  a  new 
farm,  with  the  competition  there  was 
at  present.  Two  years  was  the  very 
shortest  time  a  man  ought  to  have  to 
dear  out  of  one  farm  and  make  arrange- 
ments for  getting  into  another.  When 
they  considered  the  present  change  in 
the  law  was  made  in  1853,  it  was  rather 
a  reflection  on  this  generation  to  find 
that  they  were  so  much  less  liberal  and 
less  considerate  to  their  tenants  than 
their  ancestors  were  830  years  affo.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  the  House  would  be  of 
a  more  liberal  disposition  and  return  to 
the  practice  of  their  ancestors.  To  show 
how  this  question  was  adopted  through- 
out Scotland,  and  he  might  say  in  Eng- 
land also,  he  would  read  a  clause  in  the 
Bill  that  had  been  brought  before  the 
country  by  the  Scottish  Chamber  of 
Agricidture  upon  this  subject.  Tha* 
was  a  Bill  which  had  been  disoossed 
throughout  the  whole  length  and  breadth 
of  Scotland,  and  he  had  not  heard  of 
a  single  dissentient  voice  against  the 
adoption  of  this  clause,  which  ran  as 
follows : — 

<*  Where  in  any  proceedings  relating  to  the 
removal  or  ejection  of  a  tenant,  tinder  a  con- 
tract of  tenancy,  an  interval  of  40  days  ia  by 
law  necessary  and  sufficient  between  the  giving 
of  warning  or  notice  to  remove,  or  the  execation 
of  a  summons  of  removing  and  the  term  of  re- 
moval, two  years  interval  shall,  by  virtue  of 
this  Act,  be  necessary  and  Buffident  for  the 
same." 

That  was  a  clause  which  had  been 
accepted  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
farmers  of  Scotland  as  one  wmch  they 
desired  to  have  passed;  and  not  only 
was  there  that  expression  of  opiniony 
but  he  found  that  most — he  believed  he 
might  say  aU— certainly  most — of  the 
leases  of  large  landowners  which  had 
been  drawn  up  within  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  adopted  the  two  years' 
notice  of  removal.    He  had  in  his  hand 
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what  was  known  as  Lord  Dalhoosie's 
lease.    That  noble  Lord  stipulated — 

"  That  the  tenancy  fthoold  not  come  to  an  end 
until  after  expiry  of  three  years'  notice  given 
b?  either  party  to  the  other  of  his  intention  to 
bring  the  tenancy  to  an  end." 

And  tliree  years'  notice  was  certainly 
better  than  two ;  but  he  (Sir  Alexander 
Gordon)  thought  two  years  was  sufE- 
cient  to  be  made  compidsory  by  legisla- 
tion, and  any  party  could  add  a  year  or 
any  number  of  years,  but  could  not 
reduce  it.  Another  large  owner — Lord 
Aberdeen — bound  himself 

^  And  his  successors  to  give  two  years'  notice 
before  the  determination  of  the  lease  to  the 
tenant  thereof,  whether  the  said  lease  was  to 
be  renewed  to  him ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  con- 
dition." 

Lord  Kintore's  lease  stipulated — 

"  That  if  neither  the  proprietor  nor  the  tenant 
should  give  the  other  notice  three  years  before 
Whit  Sunday  of  his  intention  to  terminate  such 
lease  at  its  natural  expiry,  such  lease  should  be 
held  to  be  renewed  on  the  same  conditions  and 
at  the  same  rent  for  an  additional  year,  and  so 
on  for  as  many  additional  years  as  might  be 
allowed  by  the  parties  to  elapse  wiUiout  giving 
notice,  so  that  the  proprietor  and  Uie  tenant 
should  always  have  tluree  years'  notice  of  an 
intention  to  terminate  the  lease." 

Lord  Seafield's  lease  contained  the  fol- 
lowing provision : — 

'*  With  the  view  of  encouraging  the  tenant 
to  keep  up  the  farm  and  maintain  its  fertility, 
towaros  the  end  of  the  lease,  the  proprietor  will 
be  prepared,  except  in  cases  where  he  may  con- 
sider it  inexpedient,  to  enter  into  negotiations 
with  the  tenant  for  the  renewal  of  the  lease  two 
years  before  the  expiry  thereof." 

And,  lastly,  let  him  quote  a  landowner 
whose  opinion  would,  he  was  sure,  carry 
weight  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
— he  meant  the  Duke  of  Bichmond,  who 
was  so  well  known  to  take  an  interest 
in,  and  to  understand,  ag^cultural  mat- 
ten  80  well.    He  stipulated  that — 

**  New  leases  should  be  entered  into  two  years 
before  the  expiry  of  the  old  leases,  and  two 
years'  notice  of  intention  to  remove  should  be 
given  on  either  side." 

He  thought  that  showed  that  the  mea- 
sure he  adopted  was  popular  with 
landowners,  whose  experience  and  opi- 
nion the  House  had  a  right  to  con- 
sider, as  well  as  with  the  tenant  farmers. 
He  should  like  to  show  the  House  the 
contrary  of  that,  where  landlords  did 
not  give  notice.  He  had  before  him  a 
daose  in  a  lease— *he  would  not  mention 
the  name,  because  it  would  be  invidious 

VOL.  OCLXVm.    [third  series.] 


to  do  so — but  it  was  very  similar  to 
clauses  which  they  found  in  many  of  the 
standard  leases  of  Scotland,  some  of 
which  were  held  to  be  models  of  pro- 
priety.    It  ran  in  this  way — 

"  The  tenant  will  be  bound  to  remove  at  the 
expiry  of  his  lease  without  any  warning  or  legal 
procedure,  failing  which  he  will  be  liable  in 
twice  the  stipulated  rent  of  each  year  during 
which  he  shall  continue  in  possession  after  such 
expiry." 

He  hoped  that  clause  was  not  often  put 
into  operation;  but  the  law  idlowed  a 
landlord  to  do  so,  and,  consequently,  it 
acted  disadvantageously  to  the  farmer. 
He  would  also  quote  another  Bill  which 
had  been  discussed  throughout  the  coun- 
try very  widely,  and  accepted  by  the 
tenant  farmers  of  England — he  meant 
the  Farmers'  Alliance  Land  Bill  for 
England.  One  clause  of  that  Bill — 
Clause  12 — provided — 

'*  That  where  the  tenant  heldfrom  year  to  year, 
or  at  will,  the  tenancy  should  not  be  terminated, 
except  by  a  notice  in  writing  by  the  landlord  to 
the  tenant,  or  by  the  tenant  to  the  landlord,  two 
years  at  least  before  the  time  specified  in  such 
notice  for  the  termination  of  the  tenancy." 

That  was  an  indication  of  the  wish  of 
the  tenant  farmers  of  England ;  and  he 
believed  that  already,  in  practice,  con- 
tracts of  tenancy  in  England  usually  in- 
cluded two  years'  notice  of  removal.  So 
necessary  was  it  under  the  present  con- 
ditions of  agriculture  that  tenants  should 
have  time  to  make  their  arrangements 
that  notice  of  two  or  three  years  was 
practically  coming  into  operation,  and 
he  wished  to  assist  the  introduction  of  that 
system  by  making  it  law.  He  would 
also  remind  hon.  Members,  and  espe- 
cially hon.  Members  opposite — if  there 
were  any  who  objected  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill — that  the  late  Lord  Beacons- 
field  had  adopted  that  principle  of  two 
years'  notice.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that, 
although  there  had  been  no  opposition 
to  this  Bill  from  the  tenant  farmer  class 
in  Scotland,  there  had  been  some  cases 
of  opposition  from  the  landowning  class 
and  from  the  factors  who  acted  for  them. 
There  were  two  or  three  Petitions  from 
them ;  but  he  was  happy  to  say  it  was 
quite  the  reverse  in  the  country  to  which 
he  belonged,  and  part  of  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent.  These  agricul- 
tural matters  had  been  discussed  lately 
in  a  very  keen  manner.  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  for  the  County  of 
Aberdeen,   when  the  question  of  two 
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years'  notice  came  before  them  at  a  spe- 
cial meeting,  agreed  last  year  that — 

<*  The  Bill  seemed  to  be  conceived  with  a  de- 
sire to  promote  the  coming  to  an  understanding 
as  to  renewal  (of  lease)  a  considerable  period 
before  the  expire'  of  the  existing  lease,  and  in 
principlei  therefore,  it  deserves  a  general  ap- 
proval." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  the  landlords  of 
Aberdeenshire,  who,  he  was  glad  to  say, 
sympathized  with  their  tenants  in  their 
desire  to  have  sufficient  notice  of  re- 
moval. There  was  also  a  Petition  from 
the  Society  of  Advocates  of  Aberdeen, 
who  were  mostly  the  Commissioners' 
land  agents,  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  They 
wished  one  or  two  little  changes,  which  he 
was  quite  aware  would  be  of  advantage. 
They  wished  the  operation  of  the  Bill  to 
be  restricted  to  occupiers  of  five  acres  of 
arable  land,  and  more.  It  was  an  over- 
sight of  his  that  that  had  been  omitted 
from  the  Bill,  which  would  only  apply 
to  occupiers  of  holdings  containing  five 
acres  and  more  of  arable  land.  He  would 
also  remind  the  House  that  in  the  English 
Agricultural  Holdings  Bill  of  1875,  two 
years  was  specified  as  the  period  for  the 
exhaustion  of  manured  of  the  third  class. 
The  third  class  of  improvements  in  that 
Act  gave  the  tenant  two  years  for  these 
manures,  as  did  also  the  Scotch  Agricul- 
tural Bill  brought  in  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment two  years  in  succession — 1875  and 
1876.  In  the  corresponding  clause,  two 
years  was  held  to  be  the  time  that  the  third 
cittss  of  manures  should  require  for  ex- 
haustion. He  might  also  remark  that, 
with  regard  to  Ireland,  so  lately  as  1876, 
Parliament  had  passed  an  Act  specially 
to  extend  the  time  of  notice  from  six 
months  to  one  year,  though  the  custom 
of  that  country  was  that  tenancies 
were  held  from  year  to  year.  If  Par- 
liament had  passed  a  special  Act  to 
give  that  benefit  to  Ireland,  he  did 
not  see  why  they  should  not  do  the  same 
with  regard  to  Scotland.  It  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  Scotch  leases,  he 
might  say  universally,  were  for  1 9  years. 
And,  again,  in  1875,  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  had  extended  the  time  of 
notice  in  England  from  six  to  12  months, 
iinless  the  tenant  contracted  himself  out 
of  the  Act.  The  law  as  it  stood  in  Eng- 
land was  12  months'  notice,  even  for  a 
yearly  tenancy ;  and  how  much  more  were 
Scotch  tenants  entitled  to  two  years  ? 
He  had  put  in  the  Bill  a  Proviso  that 
the  lease  should  be  seven  years  or  more, 
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because  he  thought  five  years  was  quite 
sufficient  time  for  the  landowner  to  be- 
come acquainted  with  his  tenant,  and 
to  know  whether  he  would  retain  him. 
But,  practically,  there  was  no  such  thing 
as  seven  years'  leases  in  Scotland.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  when  in  Mid  Lothian,  had 
held  out  to  the  Scotch  farmers  that  his 
view  of  the  matter  was  that  longer  no- 
tices should  be  given.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  what  was  called 
the  Leicestershire  custom,  where,  after  17 
years,  the  farmer  had  to  state  to  his 
landlord  whether  he  wished  to  remain 
in  the  farm,  and  the  landlord  and  he 
had  to  agree  with  regard  to  the  new 
lease.  If  a  new  lease  was  agreed  to, 
the  farmer  was  at  liberty  to  go  on,  and 
cultivate  the  land  as  he  thought  proper, 
as  long  as  he  did  not  abuse  it.  If  tney 
did  not  come  to  terms,  then  the  land 
was  put  under  a  course  such  as  would 
insure  the  landlord  that  the  land  would 
go  over  to  him  in  good  condition.  He 
had  that  morning  received  a  copy  of  2%i 
Agricultural  Ga%$tte  of  England,  and  he 
found  in  that  a  report  of  a  meeting  of 
the  Sevenoaks  Farmers'  Club,  at  which 
Professor  Wrightson  had  read  a  paper 
on  Legislative  Remedief  far  Agriculturtl 
Depression,  in  the  course  of  which  he 
said — 

"  According  to  the  present  law,  most  farmen 
are  subject  to  a  six  months'  notice  to  quit 
Nothing  can  be  more  arbitrary,  and  it  must  act 
as  a  severe  check  upon  the  outlay  of  capital,  or, 
if  it  does  not,  it  ought  to  so  act.  What  a  depend- 
ent position  a  capitalist  must  occupy  who  may 
on  Michaelmas  or  Lady -day  receive  a  six  monthi* 
notice  to  quit.  It  is  a  humiliating  pontt(m« 
and  decidedly  unfair.  I  maintain  that  the  geos- 
ral  status  of  agricultural  tenants  has  been  de- 
pressed by  this  law — socially,  politically,  and 
financially.  Farming  is  a  very  agreeable  occa- 
pation  ;  but  the  risk  of  a  six  months*  notice  to 
quit,  possibly  brought  about  by  a  petty  mis- 
understanding, ^me  difficulty,  or  politicil 
divergence  of  opinion,  is  too  great  a  contin- 
gency. .  .  .  Two  years'  notice  to  quit  would  !)• 
none  too  long.  I  must  confess  that,  for  my 
part,  I  should  like  to  know  at  least  two  yean 
before  leaving  my  farm,  especially  if — as  I  nope 
I  am — I  was  farming  in  a  liberal  manner.*' 

In  the  discussion  which  ensued  on  the 
reading  of  the  above  paper,  Mr.  Oaw- 
ston,  an  agriculturist  of  the  district,  made 
the  following  remark : — 

**  He  fully  agreed  that  the  time  a  tenant  had 
for  leaving  his  farm  should  be  longer.  U  i 
man  had  to  give  up  his  farm  at  six  mootiii^ 
notice,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  farm  ia 
such  a  way  as  to  do  justice  either  to  ^i»»if«^1^| 
the  land,  or  to  his  landlord.'* 
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Professor  Wriglitson,  after  replying  to 
the  various  views  put  forward  by  differ- 
ent speakers,  concluded  his  remarks  with 
the  following  suggestion  : — 

''That  there  should  he  a  legislative  enact- 
ment providing  that,  say,  five  years  heforo  the 
end  of  the  lease,  the  parties  should  agree  what 
they  would  do  with  regard  to  the  renewal  of 
the  lease  or  otherwise." 

In  the  same  publication  he  also  found 
an  extract  from  a  discussion  following 
a  recent  paper  by  Mr.  E.  Miohell  on  the 
Frobahilitiet  of  Agricultural  Legitlaiionf 
read  before  the  Swindon  Farmers'  Club, 
and  reprinted  from  The  Wilts  and  Glou- 
cisi^  Standard.  Mr.  T.  Arkell,  an  emi- 
nent agriculturist  of  East  Gloucester- 
shire, who  spoke  during  the  discussion, 
said  as  follows : — 

"He  beHeved  if  the  Ag^cultural  Holdings 
Act  were  made  compulsory,  together  with  a 
two  years'  notice  to  quit,  there  would  he  little 
more  required  from  legislation." 

His  (Sir  Alexander  Gordon's)  object 
to-day  was  to  ask  the  House  to  increase 
the  40  days'  notice  to  two  years,  and 
it  was  with  that  view  that  he  moved  the 
teoond  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Sir  Alexander  Gordon,) 

Sib  HEBBEET  MAXWELL  said, 
he  understood  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  improve  the  condition  of  agriculturists 
in  Scotland.  He  had  only  looked  at  the 
Bill  that  morning,  and  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  consulting  his  friends, 
eitner  there  or  in  Scotland,  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  might  say  that  he  fully  sym- 
pathized with  the  object  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  had  professed — 
namely,  to  improve  the  position  of  the 
tenant  farmer,  and  g^ve  him  greater 
security  in  his  occupation  and  in  the 
outlay  of  his  capital ;  but  he  was  not 
able  to  gather  n*om  the  provisions  of 
ihe  Bill  any  prospect  of  his  position 
being  improved  in  any  one  respect.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had  quoted 
Lord  Beaconsfield  on  a  somewhat  simi- 
lar measure,  and  he  quite  agreed  with 
him  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill 
that  could  be  regarded  as  revolutionary. 
Supposing  it  became  law  to-morrow,  he 
did  not  see  that  it  would  alter  the  rela- 
tions of  landlord  and  tenant  in  Scotland 
one  bit ;  but  he  did  consider  it  an  un- 
necessary interference.  He  knew  that  at 
first  sight  it  would  agpear  in  Scotland, 


and  would  be  discussed  among  the 
farmers  as  one  favourable  to  what  they 
desired ;  but  he  did  not  think  the 
Bill  was  what  they  were  asking  for  at 
all.  He  had  not  heard  the  slightest 
expression  in  favour  of  a  Bill  or  legis- 
lation going  no  further  than  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  this  Bill.  He  had 
often  heard  of  a  demand  for  a  new  lease 
to  be  entered  into  two  or  three  years 
before  the  termination  of  the  old  one — 
that  was  to  say,  that  the  provisons  of  a 
new  lease  should  be  agreed  upon  before 
the  termination  of  the  old  one;  but  there 
was  no  provision  that  would  carry  out 
that  result  in  this  Bill.  The  terms  of 
the  new  lease  were  not  to  be  defined, 
and  what  would  happen  in  the  majority 
of  cases  ?  The  landlord,  in  order  to 
safeguard  himself  against  being  com- 
mitted to  the  terms  of  a  new  lease  at 
a  time  when  he  might  not  be  able  to 
arrange  those  terms,  might  cause  a  circu- 
lar letter  to  be  sent  to  his  tenants,  whose 
leases  were  approaching  to  within  two 
years  of  their  termination,  to  say  that 
their  leases  would  not  be  renewed.  That 
would  put  him  in  the  position  of  being 
able  to  terminate  the  lease  at  the  time  if 
he  wished  to  do  so.  An  understanding 
which,  at  all  events,  in  his  part  of  the 
country  was  very  general  between  land- 
lords and  tenants  enabled  the  landlord 
and  tenant  to  enter  into  such  explana- 
tions as  would,  to  a  certain  extent, 
counteract  the  effect  of  such  a  circular 
letter.  That  was  to  say,  the  tenant 
would  come  to  learn  that  it  was  merely 
formal,  in  order  to  put  the  landlord  in 
a  position  to  terminate  the  lease,  and 
give  a  new  one  if  so  disposed.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had  said  that 
instances  had  come  under  his  experience 
in  which  the  lease  had  been  allowed  to 
run  to  within  40  days  of  its  termination 
without  notice  being  given  to  the  ten- 
ant. Well,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baro- 
net's experience  was,  doubtless,  longer 
and  more  extensive  than  his  ;  but  he 
could  say  for  himself  that  no  such  in- 
stance had  he  ever  known  or  heard 
of;  and  he  thought  that  if  the  tenant 
were  to  be  allowed  to  run  to  within  six 
weeks  of  the  termination  of  his  lease 
without  any  intimation,  in  the  first  place, 
that  tenant  would  receive  a  very  broad 
hint  that  he  was  not  to  obtain  a  renewal 
of  his  lease,  and  he  would  see  that  the 
sooner  he  looked  out  for  a  new  landlord 
who  would  deal  with  him  more  geuQ« 
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rously,  and  in  a  more  customary  manner, 
fche  better.  He  thought  40  days'  notice 
was  more  honoured  in  the  breach  than  in 
the  observance,  as  would  also  be  the  pro- 
vision for  two  years'  notice.  He  was  not 
going  to  move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill. 
He  considered  it  would  be  absolutely 
inoperative.  He  did  not  see  how  it  was 
to  alter  the  position  of  matters  at  al]. 
If  it  was  to  become  law,  he  would  sug- 
gest to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
that  he  should  add  to  Clause  3  a  pro- 
vision such  as  he  had  already  told  them 
was  contained  in  the  English  Farmers' 
Alliance  Bill — that  the  notice  should 
come  from  the  tenant  of  his  desire  to 
renew  the  lease,  and  not  only  from  the 
landlord.  He  would  suggest  that  there 
be  added  to  Clause  3  the  following 
words,  or  words  to  that  effect : — 

**  And  provided  tho  tenant  shall  have  given 
notice  in  writing  to  tho  landlord  or  the  factor, 
within  not  less  than  two  years  of  the  termina- 
tion of  the  lease,  of  his  intention  to  apply  for  a 
renewal  of  the  lease.*' 

That  would  be  carrying  out  the  spirit 
of  that  legislation  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  alluded  to  in  Mid  Lothian  as 
desirable.  He  thought  it  was  only  fair 
that  the  landlord  should  not  be  called 
upon  to  take  measures  for  the  renewal 
of  the  lease,  unless  the  tenant  had  inti- 
mated his  desire  to  remain.  He  thought 
that,  so  far  from  giving  tenant  farmers 
a  sense  of  security  in  their  holdings,  this 
measure,  if  it  became  law,  would  rather 
tend  the  other  way  ;  because  landlords, 
as  he  had  already  indicated,  would  give 
formal  notices  to  quit  at  the  two  years' 
term,  and  the  Act  would  not  have  any 
etfect  in  giving  the  farmers  a  sense  of 
security.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  that  it  was  most 
desirable  that  the  spirit  of  the  legislation 
indicated  in  this  Bill  should  be  carried 
out,  as  it  very  frequently  was,  by  land- 
lords in  making  leases  with  their  ten- 
ants ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  was  a 
subject  for  legislation.  He  trusted,  if 
the  House  saw  fit  to  agree  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  would  consent  to  its  amendment 
in  Committee  by  the  addition  to  Clause 
3  of  the  words  which  he  had  read,  or 
words  to  the  same  effect. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  supported  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  was  very 
glad  that  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  did  not  intend  to 
oppose  the  measure.     He  thought  it 

Sir  I/(frlert  Maxwell 


was  decidedly  a  step  in  the  right  direc- 
tion— one  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Scotland,  but  quite  as  much 
in  the  interests  of  the  proprietors.     In 
fact,  it  was  an  attempt  to  impose  upon 
all    proprietors  the  course   which    the 
best    and    most    enlightened   landlords 
were    adopting  in  practice.     The  hon. 
Member  opposite  thought  that  the  Bill 
would  not  add  to  the  feeling   of  se- 
curity on  the  part  of  the  tenant.     He 
thought  it  would  do  so  in  a  very  con- 
siderable degree ;    because,  two  years 
before  the  end  of  the  lease,  the  tenant 
would  be  aware  whether  he  was  going 
to  remain  longer  in  the  farm,  and  whe- 
ther he  had  a  prospect  of  coming  to  an 
arrangement  with  his  landlord.     If  he 
had  failed  to  do  by  that  time,  he  must 
make  up  his  mind  to  go  elsewhere.    In 
almost    every  case,   consideration  was 
made  as  regarded  the  new  lease  about  a 
twelvemonth  in  advance ;  but  that  had 
been  found  too  short  a  period,  and  he 
thought  the  very  minimum  period  ought 
to  be  two  years.     That  necessitated  ne- 
gotiations being  opened  for  the  renewal 
of  the  lease  about  two  and-a-half  yean 
before  the  expiry  of  the  existing  lease ; 
and  he  thought  that  would  be  an  arranffe- 
ment  which  would  be  very  much  to  me 
advantage  of  the  landlords,  as  well  as 
that  of  the  tenants.     Large  outlays,  ne- 
cessary in  good  farming,  had  to  be  made 
a  considerable  period  in  advance  of  the 
time  when  the  result  could  be  hoped 
for;  and  the  ^eater  security  a  tenant 
had,  the  more  interest  he  would  have  in 
endeavouring  to  improve  his  farm.     The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  already  adopted 
in  legislation,  and  had  been  from  time 
immemorial ;  and  the  real  question  be- 
fore the  House  was  this — *  *  Was  two  yean 
too  long  a  period  of  notice  to  give,  seeinff 
it  was  held  on  all  sides  that  notice  ahonld 
be  given?"      He  thought  it  was  the 
very  shortest  period  that  could  be  named. 
If  they  were  going  to  legislate  on  the 
subject  at  all,  he  thought  it  ought  to  be 
two  years.     A  good  many  landlords  had 
voluntarily   adopted    a    longer  period, 
giving,  in  some  cases,  three  years'  no- 
tice.    He  had  no  doubt  this  notice  was 
intended  to  urge  upon  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant  to  come  to  an  arrangement 
as  to  the  conditions  of  the  renewal  of 
tho  leases  some  time  before  the  expiry 
of  their  old  one.     Ho  believed  it  would 
have  that  effect,  and  he  did  not  think 
landlords  would  be  guilty  of  sending  out 
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a  circular  letter,  such  as  that  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wigtownshire  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  had  referred,  because 
that  would  merely  be  keeping  the  tenant 
in  a  period  of  uncertainty ;  and  if  the 
landlord  persisted  in  giving  these  notices 
to  quit,  it  might  be  very  well  assumed 
that  he  did  not  wish  the  tenant  to  have 
the  farm  again.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  pass  the  Bill  with  such  Amend- 
ments as  might  be  considered  necessary 
in  Committee.  He  did  not  think  it  at 
all  necessary  that  the  Amendment  which 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  had  suggested  with  regard  to 
Clause  3  should  be  made ;  because  the 
landlord  or  his  agent  could  easily  ascer- 
tain from  his  tenant  whether  he  wished 
to  remain.  He  not  only  thought  the  pro- 
posal an  unnecessary  one,  but  believed 
there  would  be  disadvantages  connected 
with  it.  What  the  tenants  complained 
of  was  that  they  did  not  know  till  very 
soon  before  the  expiry  of  the  lease  whe- 
ther they  were  going  to  have  the  farm 
again  or  not ;  and  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  find  out  on  what  terms  they 
would  get  a  renewal  of  the  lease.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  as  it  would 
go  yery  much  to  improve  the  position  of 
5ie  fiarmers  in  Scotland,  and  because 
it  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction, 
and  one  which,  at  all  events,  would  in- 
duce both  landlords  and  tenants  to  en- 
deavour to  put  the  tenure  of  land  in 
Scotland  on  a  more  satisfactory  footing. 
Db.  FAEQUHARSON  said,  he 
thought  he  miffht  say,  on  behalf  of  his 
constituents,  wno  adjoined  those  of  the 
hon.  and  g^lant  Baronet  (Sir  Alexander 
Oordon),  that  they  would  gladly  accept 
this  Bill  as  an  instalment  of  progress, 
because  it  really  only  touched  the  fringe 
of  a  question  which  must  be  considered 
ere  long.  Since  they  were  not  to  have 
a  Land  Bill  for  Scotland  introduced  into 
the  House  this  year,  he  was  quite  sure 
that  the  agriculturists  of  Scotland  would 
meantime  be  glad  to  accept  such  small 
mercies  as  they  could  get.  He  was  sure 
they  would  be  very  glad,  indeed,  to  be 
told  by  this  Bill  that  there  was  no 
longer  a  chance  of  their  being  turned 
out  of  their  holdings  at  short  notieo.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  be  told  that  few 
landlords  did  this  at  present ;  but  if  all 
the  landlords  were  good  thoy  should 
have  no  need  for  legislation  at  all.  It 
was  oonceiTable  that  under  the  existing 


law  O2)pro6sion  was  possible ;  and  they 
had  been  told  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  who  proposed  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Sill  that  such  cases  had 
occurred  in  connection  with  the  present 
arrangements.  Under  the  new  arrange- 
ment of  two  years'  notice,  facilities 
would  Jbe  given  to  tenants  and  to  the  land- 
lords to  arrange  between  themselves  for 
compensation  for  unexhausted  manures, 
which,  he  thought,  might  be  very  well 
arranged  in  that  way.  He  hoped  that, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigtownshire 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  had  only  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  the  BiU  that  morn- 
ing, further  consideration  and  study 
would  enable  him  to  alter  his  views  as 
to  its  provisions. 

Mr.  R.  PRESTON  BRUCE  must  say 
that  he  thought  there  was  considerable 
force  in  some  of  the  observations  re- 
garding this  Bill  made  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell). 
He  (Mr.  Bruce)  thought  it  was  very 
doubtful  whether  the  Bill,  if  passed, 
would  succeed  in  producing  the  good 
results  which  were  expected  by  the 
Mover.  The  idea  of  the  Bill  seemed  to 
be  that  the  giving  to  a  tenant  of  this 
two  years'  notice  would  enable  him  to 
know  whether  he  was  going  to  get  a 
new  lease  of  his  farm  or  not ;  but  he 
failed  to  see  how  the  mere  notice  would 
effect  the  purpose  desired.  The  inti- 
mation which  would  be  conveyed  to  the 
tenant  would  be  this — that  unless  he 
made  an  agreement  with  his  landlord 
within  the  two  years  he  would  be 
liable  to  have  to  quit  his  farm;  but 
that  was  telling  him  something  whicli 
he  was  perfectly  well  aware  of.  It 
was  possible  that  the  existence  of  a 
statutory  notice  of  this  kind  might  in 
some  cases  suggest  to  the  two  parties  the 
propriety  of  negotiating  rather  earlier 
than  they  might  otherwise  do.  If  it 
operated  in  that  way,  he  thought, 
so  far,  it  would  be  beneficial;  but  he 
thought  it  was  questionable  whether 
that  was  sufficient  reason  for  making 
a  new  law  on  the  subject.  It  had 
sometimes  appeared  to  him  that  a 
notice  of  this  kind  might  be  made  really 
useful  if  it  were  combined  with  a  simple 
and  workable  provision  for  compensation 
for  unexhausted  improvements.  If,  in 
the  event  of  a  new  lease  not  being  con- 
cluded within  a  certain  time  after  the 
service  of  such  a  notice,  then  a  statu- 
tory rate  of  compensation  for  artifioioii 
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manures  or  feeding  stuffs  used  or  con- 
sumed on  the  farm  should  come  into 
force — in  that  case  he  thought  such  an 
Act  as  this  might  really  be  operative 
and  useful.  A  good  deal  of  reference 
had  been  made  to  the  law  in  England 
and  Ireland  as  to  notice  to  quit ;  but  he 
must  say  it  appeared  to  him  that  argu- 
ments drawn  from  the  law  affecting 
tenants  from  year  to  year,  were  totally 
beside  the  point.  The  law  in  England, 
he  believed,  was,  that  a  tenant  under  a 
lease  for  19  years,  or  for  any  other  defi- 
nite term,  had  no  right  to  a  notice  to 
quit  at  all.  That  notice  was  only  re- 
quired in  cases  where  the  tenancies 
were  indefinite  in  duratiou.  In  such 
cases  the  tenant  was  unaware  when 
he  might  be  called  upon  to  quit  his 
farm,  and  therefore  the  law  rightly 
laid  down  that  a  certain  notice  should 
be  given.  He  thought,  if  this  Bill  was 
to  go  on,  it  would  be  worth  while  for 
the  learned  Lord  Advocate  to  examine 
the  relation  of  this  Bill  to  the  present 
law  in  Scotland  in  regard  to  notice  of 
removal.  That  law,  he  believed,  as  it 
stood,  was  somewhat  complicated,  and 
he  feared  the  present  Bill  would  in- 
troduce further  complications  and  dis- 
tinctions. He  also  believed  that  it  was 
uncertain  in  this  respect,  as  to  how  far 
the  condition  of  lease  by  which  the 
tenant  undertook  to  remove  without 
warning  was  operative  or  not.  If  legis- 
lation was  to  take  place  on  this  subject, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  opportunity 
might  be  taken  to  remedy  any  defects 
or  ambiguity  in  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  M'LAGAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wigtonshire  (Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well) had  told  them  that  he  had  only 
read  the  Bill  that  morning,  and  had  had 
no  time  to  consult  his  friends.  It  was  a 
great  pity  he  had  not  read  the  Bill  sooner, 
because  he  was  sure  they  should  have 
had  a  better  opinion  of  the  Bill  from  the 
hon.  Member,  and  they  should  not  have 
had  such  crude  ideas  as  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Bruce)  had  evidently 
intended  to  curse  the  Bill,  and  instead 
of  that  he  had  blessed  it.  He  believed 
some  of  the  remarks  the  hon.  Member 
had  made  would  make  a  waverer  against 
the  Bill  be  in  favour  of  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  would  be  to  make  proprietors  and 
tenants  endeavour,  before  the  end  of  the 
lease,  to  oome  to  terms  as  to  the  new 
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lease.     That  was  a  most  important  con- 
sideration ;  and  if  the  Bill  had  no  other 
effect  than  that,  it  ought  to  be  passed. 
In  regard  to  other  arguments  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  put  forward,  he  had 
to  point  out  that  the  law  had  already 
given  notice  to  quit  in  Scotland.    It  had 
acknowledged  the  principle  by  giving  40 
days'  notice  to  quit ;  and  this  Bill,  there- 
fore, was  not  introducing  a  new  prin- 
ciple at  all — it  was  simply  extending  a 
principle  which   was  already  acknow- 
ledged.   As  it  had  been  very  properly 
put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire 
(Mr.  Barclay),  if  it  Was  right  to  give  a 
40  days'  notice  where  there  was  a  lease 
at  the  present  time,  and  to  five  a  year's 
notice  where  there  was  no  lease,  surely 
it  was  far  better  and  far  more  necessary 
to  give  a  two  years'  notice  where  there 
was  a  19  or  21  years'  lease.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Wigtonshire  could  see  no 
use  for  the  Bill  at  all,  though  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Alexander  (Gor- 
don) had  stated  many  instances  in  which 
the  want  of  sufficient  notice  was  a  great 
hardship.     He    could  corroborate  the 
statement  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
behind  him  (Sir  Alexander  Gordon),  be- 
cause he  had  known  instances  in  whidi 
the  landlord  had  not  given  notice  to  the 
tenant  till  it  came  within  40  days  of  the 
termination  of  the  lease,  and  the  tenant 
had  been  put  to  very  great  loss  and  in- 
convenience.    The  landlord  had  even 
come  forward  and  told  the  tenant  that 
he  had  no  intention  whatever  of  parting 
with  him.  When  such  insufficient  notice 
was  given  the  farmer  might  not  be  able 
to  find  a  residence  for  his  family,  or  a 
farm,  and  would  be  compelled  to  sell  off 
his  stock  and  implements  at  a  g^reat  loss, 
besides  being  deprived  of  a  home.   This 
question  of  the  tenant's  residence  was 
too  much  neglected,  for  where  there  was 
a  demand  for  farms  he  might  be  left 
without  a  roof  to  cover  himself  and  his 
family.     He  cordially  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Barclay)  that  if  this 
Bill  became  law  it  would  be  a  veiy  good 
thing  to  join  with  it  some  system  of  com- 
pensation for  unexhausted  manures  that 
might  bo  made  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant.     He  would  like  veiy  well  if» 
instead  of  the  notice  extending  to  two 
years,  it  could  be  made  four  or  five  in 
certain  cases.     The  logical  conclusion  to 
which  they  must  come  in  this  matter  was 
that  notice  to  quit  should  be  given  ac- 
cording to  the  rotation  of  orops.   Where 
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the  oouTse  was  five  years  the  notice 
should  be  five  years.  Still,  he  did  not 
wish  to  push  legislation  too  far,  and,  of 
course,  there  were  many  instances  in 
which  the  courses  were  not  so  long ;  but 
he  agreed  with  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Aberdeen- 
shire and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Forfarshire  that  the  shortest  notice 
that  should  be  given  was  two  years.  He 
trusted  the  Government  would  support 
the  Bill,  and  would  carry  it,  as  had  been 
very  properly  said,  only  as  an  instal- 
ment of  that  large  question  which  was 
before  them — the  reform  of  the  Land 
Laws  in  Scotland.  He  had  much  plea- 
sure in  supporting  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  he  was 
not  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  thought  ms  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wigtonshire  (Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  had  said  enough  to  show  that 
he  also  recognized  the  object  which  the 

JTomoters  had  in  view  as  a  good  one. 
t  proposed,  in  fact,  to  legislate  in  favour 
of  what  had  been  the  usual  practice  of 
landlords ;  but  when  they  came  to  legis- 
late on  a  practice,  it  was  necessary  that 
the  legislation  should  be  accompanied 
with  proper  safeguards,  and  his  purpose 
in  rising  was  to  ask  some  explanation 
from  the  promoters  of  this  BUI  on  that 
point.  As  the  Bill  stood,  there  were 
only  two  cases  to  which  the  proposed 
measure  would  not  apply.  These  were 
the  case  of  a  tenant  being  sequestrated 
under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  and  the  case 
when  the  tenant  had  renounced  his  lease, 
and  the  renunciation  had  been  accepted 
by  the  landlord.  There  were,  however, 
other  cases  where  the  application  of  such 
an  Act  as  was  proposed  to  be  passed 
would  interfere  with  existing  contracts, 
and  introduce  considerable  complication 
and  difficulty.  He  would  give  one  in- 
stance. Two  years  ago,  an  Act  had  been 
passed  for  the  abolition  of  agricultural 
Hypothec  in  Scotland,  in  which  Act  there 
was  special  provision  made  to  enable 
landlords,  after  losing  the  right  of  hy- 
pothec, which  they  previously  held,  to 
get  their  land  out  of  the  hands  of  in- 
solvent tenants  in  a  more  summary  way 
than  had  been  possible  for  them  while 
they  enjoyed  the  right  of  hypothec. 
Now,  was  it  intended  by  this  Bill  to  re- 
peal those  provisions  ?  He  hoped  that 
on  that  point  they  would  have  some 
explanation.  Perhaps  there  might  be 
other  questions  of  a  similar  nature ;  but 


he  had  great  hopes  that  his  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  would  indi- 
cate some  improvements  which  he  would 
recommend  m  this  Bill,  and  with  im- 
provements he  thought  it  might  be  made 
a  useful  measure. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE 
thoroughly  concurred  as  to  the  expedi- 
ency of  a  long  period  of  notice,  because 
it  was  obviously  right  that  the  tenant 
should  know  whether  or  not  he  was  going 
to  have  a  renewal  of  his  lease ;  but  he 
had  considerable  doubt  whether  that 
object  would  be  advanced  in  any  percep- 
tible degree  by  a  compulsory  measure 
like  this,  requiring  landlords  in  all  cases 
to  give  two  years'  notice.  In  his  ex- 
perience the  difficulty  often  came  from 
the  side  of  the  tenant,  who,  when  a  farm 
was  likely  to  rise  in  value,  was  slow  to 
make  up  his  mind  whether  he  would 
give  an  increased  rental,  and  that  led  to 
uncertainty  being  prolonged  until  a  few 
months  before  the  lease  actually  expired. 
The  general  rule,  according  to  his  ex- 
perience, was  that  a  year  before  the 
lease  expired  the  parties  came  to  an  un- 
derstanding, and  the  lease  was  virtually 
renewed  at  the  time.  But  he  thought 
that  if  they  attempted  by  law  to  compel 
a  two  years'  notice,  the  results  would  be 
that  a  mere  formal  notice  would  be 
given,  and  the  tenant  would  be  no  better 
off  than  he  was  now.  Any  attempt  to 
force  an  earlier  period  than  12  months' 
notice  would  not  fall  in  with  the  usual 
practice ;  and,  therefore,  he  entertained 
great  doubts  as  to  its  efficiency.  At 
present  the  lease  was  a  notice  in  itself ; 
but,  of  course,  it  was  most  desirable 
that  the  parties  should  come  to  an  agree- 
ment some  time  beforehand.  That 
could  be  only  arrived  at  by  good  sense 
and  good  feeling  on  each  side  ;  and  the 
common  interest  of  both  was  that  the 
prolongation  of  the  lease  should  not  be 
put  off  indefinitely.  It  was  well  worth 
the  consideration  of  the  parties  whether 
the  law  might  not  be  extended  to  a 
notice  of  one  year.  That  notice  would 
not  degenerate  into  a  mere  formality, 
and  it  might  stimulate  the  parties  to 
come  to  terms  in  good  time  before  the 
expiration  of  the  lease.  He  hoped  that 
in  Committee  the  desirability  of  substi- 
tuting one  year's  notice  would  be  con- 
sidered 

Sir  DONALD  CURRIE  said,he  hoped 
the  Government  would  support  the  Bill. 
He    had  known  many  cases  in  which 
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the  tenants  were  kept  waiting  until  al- 
most the  end  of  the  lease  before  notice 
was  given  ;  and  he  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  accede  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East 
Aberdeenshire  (Sir  Alexander  Gordon), 
and  give  the  tenant  farmers  relief. 

Mr.  OER  EWING  said,  this  Bill 
would  have  been  especially  useful  if 
brought  forward  a  few  years  ago,  when 
there  was  a  great  demand  for  farms. 
The  Bill  was  entirely  in  the  right  direc- 
tion, and  he  believed  it  would  give  great 
satisfaction  if  carried.  It  was  conceived 
in  the  true  interests  of  agriculture.  A 
Bill  of  this  kind  was  only  necessary  for 
a  country  like  Scotland.  In  England, 
where  the  conditions  as  to  leases  were 
quite  different,  it  would  be  unnecessary. 
At  present  a  tenant  was  perfectly  at  a 
loss  to  know  whether  he  was  to  be  con- 
tinued in  his  farm  or  not.  The  Bill 
tended  to  bring  landlords  and  tenants 
together  in  order  that  they  might  make 
terms,  and  that  was  an  object  which  he 
heartily  supported.  Nowadays  a  land- 
lord was  anxious  to  keep  a  good  tenant 
and  make  terms  with  him. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  remarked 
that  since  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Fifeshire  (Mr.  Bruce),  who  had  given 
much  attention  to  the  subject,  expressed 
some  disappointment  with  the  Bill,  it 
might  be  well  that  a  Fifeshire  man  and 
a  Fifeshire  Member  should  express  his 
approval.  They  did  not  expect  too  much 
from  the  Bill ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  passing  of  a  law  of  this  kind  would 
certainly  do  good  by  introducing  a  prac- 
tice into  Scotland  of  making  renewals  of 
leases  a  considerable  time  before  their 
termination.  He  thought  the  measure 
would  be  an  advantage  to  the  farmers, 
and  would  do  no  harm  to  the  landlords. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  he  had  much  pleasure,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  in  assenting 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  As  he 
understood  the  Bill,  the  object  of  it  was 
to  fix  the  period  at  which,  if  a  landlord 
did  not  give  notice  that  he  intended  that 
the  lease  should  come  to  an  end,  what 
would  be  termed  in  the  law  of  Scotland 
"  tacit  re-location" — that  was,  "  tacit  re- 
letting''— would  take  place,  or,  in  other 
words,  that  the  lease  would  run  on  for 
another  year.  It  had  been  said  by  one 
or  two  hon.  Members  that  that  was  not 
necessary.  He  could  hardly  agree  in 
that  view.  His  hon.  Friends  the  Mem- 
Sir  Donafd  Carrie 


bers  for  Fifeshire  (Mr.  Bruce)  and  North 
I  Lanarkshire  (Sir  Edward   Colebrooke) 
both  seemed  to  think  that  such  a  notice 
would  be  telling  the  tenant  what  he 
knew  already,  and  that  the  tenant  had 
sufficient  notice  in  his  lease.     That  was 
not  quite  correct,  because  even  by  the 
present  law  40  days'  notice  was  neces- 
sary in  order  to  prevent  tacit  re-loca- 
tion from  taking  effect.    So  that,  he  took 
it,  the  question  really  came  to  be  whether 
the  40  days'  notice  which  now  was  re- 
quired by  the  law  was  adequate  or  not. 
He  thought  he  might  say  that  there  was 
practically  a  consensus  of  opinion  in  Scot- 
land that  that  period  was  too   short; 
and  he  might  very  well  appeal  to  what 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wie- 
tonshire    (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)   said 
in  support  of  that  view,  because  he  ob- 
served that  if  the  landlord  had  not  made 
any  approach  to  the  tenant  a  consider- 
able time  before  the  expiring  of  the 
lease,  the  tenant  might  understand  from 
that  silence  that  he  had  already  notice  to 
quit.     He  thought  that  was  testimony 
to  the  effect  that  40  days'  notice  was  not 
enough  to  enable  new  arrangements  to 
be  made  on  either  side,  under  the  condi- 
tions of  modem  agriculture.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  Bill  probably  would  not  be 
of  any  great  importance.      No  doubt,  it 
was  not  a  large  measure ;  but  so  far  as 
it  went  it  was  entirely  in  the  right  direc- 
tion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dumbarton- 
shire (Mr.  Orr  Ewing)  remarked  that  if 
it  had  been  enacted  some  years  ag^,  in  a 
time  of  greater  prosperity,  when  there 
was  a  great  demand  for  farms,  it  might 
have  been  of  greater  value.     He  (the 
Lord  Advocate)  hoped  they  should  soon 
see  a  return  to  that  time  of  prosperity  in 
Scottish  agriculture  which  would  g^ve 
that  vitality  to  the  Bill.     It  would  be, 
of  course,  entirely  open  to  the  Committee 
to  consider  the  period  at  which  notice 
should  be  given.  Some  Members  thought 
one  year  enough,  and,  of  course,  a  matter 
of  that  sort  would  be  duly  considered  in 
Committee.     With  respect  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Universities  of  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Campbell),  he  might  remark  that 
he  had  already  called  the  attention  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Sir  Alexander 
Gordon)  to  that  matter.      It  was  quite 
plain  that  there  were  various  particulars 
in  regard  to  which  it  would  be  necessary, 
in  order  to  make  the  Bill  a  workable  mea- 
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sure,  to  introduce  additional  provisions. 
For  example,  the  Bill  as  it  stood  might 
possibly  be  held  to  override  or  overrule 
Tarious  conditions  under  which  a  tenancy 
might  come  to  an  end — as  by  a  failure 
to  fulfil  the  conditions  of  the  lease,  or 
bj  the  operation  of  so  much  of  the  Law 
of  Hypothec  as  still  survived,  or  the 
compensatory  remedies  given  to  the  land- 
lord for  its  abolition  by  the  Act  of  1880. 
Bat  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Mover  of  the  Bill  at  once  indicated  his 
readiness  to  assent  to  any  Amendments 
in  that   direction.     He   did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  detain  the  House  by 
going  into  matters  of  detail ;   because 
he  was  quite  sure,  from  the  attention 
that  had  been  given  to  the  Bill  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  that  it  would  be  put 
into  such  a  shape  in  Committee  as  would 
give  it  the  maximum  utility  and  value. 

Motion  a^eed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  aud  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

CrVHi  IMPRISONMENT  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  19.] 

{Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Ramsay,  Mr,  Frater 

Mackintosh,) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

De.  CAMEEON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  he 
had  introduced  in  1880  a  Bill,  which 
was  passed  in  that  year,  and  which 
abolished  imprisonment  in  Scotland  in 
cases  of  ordinary  debts.  He  had  the 
honour  of  presiding  over  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  to  consider  the 
subject  at  that  time.  In  the  course  of 
their  investigations,  the  Committee  re- 
ceived a  considerable  amount  of  evidence 
regarding  civil  imprisonment  on  other 
grounds  than  for  ordinary  debt;  but  they 
passed  a  Resolution  declaring  it  to  be  in- 
expedient in  that  particular  Bill  to  deal 
with  those  other  matters.  Since  the  pass- 
ing of  that  Act  he  Iiad  had  his  attention 
drawn  to  the  operation  of  the  law  in  the 
excepted  cases ;  and  he  would  lay  before 
the  House  what  he  thought  was  a  case, 
if  not  for  the  passing  of  this  Bill  exactly 
as  it  stood,  at  least  for  a  Select  Commit- 
tee to  consider  the  matter  with  a  view 
to  reform.  In  the  evidence  which  came 
before  the  Committee  over  which  he  pre- 
sided, it  transpired  that  very  long  periods 
ol  civil  imprisonment  were  liable  to  be  in- 


curred ;  and  in  order  to  provide  against 
such  cruel  prolongation  of  imprisonment 
in  the  excepted  cases,  a  clause  was  in- 
serted in  the  Bill,  requiring  all  prisoners 
for  debt  to  have  their  cases  brought 
before  the  Sheriff  once  a  month,  and 
limiting  the  amount  of  imprisonment 
to  one  year.  These  provisions  had 
turned  out  a  dead  letter.  Although  on 
one  warrant  there  could  not  be  more 
than  one  year's  imprisonment,  another 
warrant  could  be  issued  for  another  in- 
stalment due,  which  involved  further 
imprisonment.  That  was  a  point  which 
he  hoped  the  House  would  carefully 
consider.  In  order  to  show  the  differ- 
ence between  the  old  and  new  systems, 
he  last  Session  moved  for  a  Eetum  of 
the  number  of  civil  prisoners  in  the 
various  prisons  in  Scotland,  and  various 

Earticulars  concerning  them.  He  found 
y  that  Eeturn  that  the  Act  of  1880  had 
had  the  effect  of  reducing  the  number  of 
civil  prisoners  in  Scotch  gaols,  in  round 
numbers,  by  two- thirds;  and  that  the 
large  majority  of  prisoners  still  remain- 
ing were  cases  of  alimentary  debts — that 
was,  orders  upon  putative  fathers  for  the 
maintenance  of  illegitimate  children.  So 
much  was  that  the  case,  that  out  of  a 
total  of  47  prisoners  in  Scotch  prisons 
on  the  30th  of  March  and  of  June  last, 
no  fewer  than  38  were  alimentary  cases, 
where  persons  had  been  imprisoned  for 
the  support  of  illegitimate  children,  two 
for  the  support  of  wives,  and  four  as 
being  in  meditatione  fcegu,  two  for  non- 
payment of  rates,  and  one  ad  factam  pre- 
standam.  He  knew  that  the  question  of 
doing  anything  for  the  prisoners  in  gaol 
for  the  non-payment  of  alimentary  debts 
was  unsavoury ;  and  he  should  certainly 
not  have  taken  it  in  hand  had  it  not 
been  for  the  manner  in  which  he  was 
connected  with  the  Scotch  Act  of  1880. 
His  connection  with  that  Act,  how- 
ever, had  brought  under  his  attention  a 
state  of  things  which  placed  him  in  this 
position — that,  however  unpleasant  and 
however  unsavoury  it  might  be,  he 
could  not  conscientiously  sit  still  with- 
out doing  something  on  his  part  to 
remedy  a  state  of  things  which  urgently 
required  reform.  Previous  reforms  had 
been  effected  in  the  Scotch  law  regard- 
ing the  treatment  of  civil  prisoners ;  but 
in  these  reforms  the  persons  imprisoned 
for  alimentary  debts  had  been  over- 
looked. In  1876,  imprisonment  for  debt 
in  Scotland  was  abolished  for  all  debts 
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under  £8  6«.  ^d. ;  but  an  exception  was 
made  against  alimentary  debts.  A  few 
years  ago,  his  hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  An- 
derson) passed  a  Bill,  tbe  effect  of 
which  was  to  abolish  the  arrestment 
of  wages  when  they  did  not  exceed  £1 
per  week.  Again,  in  that  Bill,  an  ex- 
ception was  made  against  alimentary 
debts;  and,  lastly,  the  Debtors  Act  of 
1880  made  a  similar  exception.  On 
the  other  hand,  during  this  whole 
period,  Scotch  Judges  had  been  push- 
ing legal  presumptions  against  the  unfor- 
tunate alimentary  debtor  with  more 
and  more  severity,  until  now  they  had 
arrived  at  such  a  position  as  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  was  a  disgrace  to  the 
Scotch  law.  Now,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  desire  to  deprive  the  mothers  in 
any  such  case  of  any  legitimate  remedy 
which  could  be  placed  in  their  hands ; 
but  for  alimentary  debts,  from  all  he 
could  learn,  civil  prosecution  was  no 
remedy.  As  the  law  at  present  stood, 
if  a  man  had  any  means,  by  the  pro- 
cess known  as  cessio  he  could  be  de- 
prived of  his  means  by  his  creditor. 
Amongst  the  witnesses  examined  by 
the  Select  Committee  was  a  local 
Judge  of  great  experience  —  Sheriff 
Clark  of  Glasgow — and  he  said  that  he 
never  knew  a  case  of  alimentary  debt 
in  which  imprisonment  was  resorted  to 
in  which  it  was  effectual,  except  so  far 
as  it  had  been  the  means  of  inducing 
the  friends  of  the  prisoner  to  advance 
the  funds  required  to  obtain  his  libera- 
tion. He  (Dr.  Cameron)  knew  it  had 
been  argued  that  imprisonment  for  such 
debt  was  a  fitting  punishment  for  im- 
morality. Now,  it  was  no  punishment 
for  immorality.  The  rich  seducer,  who 
was  by  far  the  most  immoral,  was  not 
punished  at  all,  but,  of  course,  paid  the 
aliment,  and  took  good  care  that  the 
case  never  came  before  the  Sheriff  Court. 
The  present  law  afforded  no  protection 
to  the  poor,  because  a  woman  could  not 
imprison  a  man  for  alimentary  debt  un- 
less she  was  in  a  position  to  afford  him 
aliment.  For,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  if  a 
woman  was  awarded  aliment  of  2«.  M.  a 
week,  unless  she  could  pay  3«.  Qd,  to  6«.  a 
week  she  could  not  keep  her  debtor  in 
prison.  The  absurdity  of  such  a  law  was 
apparent.  The  process  of  eessio  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  creditor  any  means  of 
which  the  debtor  was  possessed ;  ^  and 
the  creditor  in  alimentary  cases  was,  as 
he  had  explained,  entitled  to  arrest  all 
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the  wages.  Bat  as  lonff  as  the  debtor 
was  imprisoned  his  g^ds  could  not  be 
taken  to  be  applied  to  the  payment  of 
debts.  During  his  incarceration  the  man 
could  earn  no  wages,  so  that  the  woman 
was  not  only  obliged  to  pay  this  S«.  Qd, 
or  6«.  a  week ;  but  if  he  had  effects  they 
could  not  be  seized,  and  though  he  was 
capable  of  earning  wages  no  wages 
could  be  earned.  If  he  were  asked 
what  substitute  he  proposed  to  provide 
for  what  he  took  away,  he  would  answer 
that  none  was  necessary.  The  Act  of 
1880  placed  very  summary  powers  in 
the  hands  of  the  creditors  where  there 
were  effects ;  and  where  there  were  no 
effects,  imprisonment  could  not  enforce 
payment.  If  a  prisoner  were  to  attempt 
to  fly  he  could  be  seized  and  imprisoned 
on  9k  fctgu  warrant;  and  if  he  allowed 
his  child  to  come  upon  the  parish  the 
parochial  authorities  would  be  entitled 
to  proceed  against  him  criminally  as  a 
rogue  and  vagabond.  It  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  there  was  another  side 
of  the  question.  The  state  of  the 
affiiliation  law  in  Scotland  was  such 
that  if  a  young  man  of  the  working 
classes  courting  a  girl  of  the  working 
classes  discovered  that  she  had  been  un- 
faithful to  him  and  broke  off  the  engage- 
ment, if  that  girl  chose  to  swear  that 
that  man  was  the  flEtther  of  her  child, 
hardly  anything  in  the  world — so  he  was 
informed — could  save  him  from  having 
the  parentage  established  upon  him. 
Under  the  English  law  an  investigation 
took  place  in  the  absence  of  the  puta- 
tive father;  but  in  Scotland  a  decree 
might  be  given  in  absence  for  inly- 
ing expenses  and  the  first  quarter's 
aliment,  which  brought  the  total  up  to 
£12  or  £1 3,  and  unless  the  debtor  paid 
that  he  might  be  imprisoned.  It  he 
chose  to  contest  the  case  the  expenses 
would  be  £20  or  £30,  and  if  he  appealed 
they  might  amount  to  twice  as  muck. 
He  (Dr.  Cameron)  contended  that  though 
his  friends  through  his  imprisonment 
might  be  induced  to  pay  the  debt,  that 
was  not  a  healthy  thing.  There  was  no 
reason  why  the  struggling  mother  of  a 
man  who  had  lived  loosely  should  be 
compelled  to  pay  his  debts,  and  in  many 
cases  the  power  of  imprisonment  was 
used  as  a  compulsion  to  induce  the  re- 
puted father  to  marry  the  girl.  If  a 
man  had  no  effects  it  was  formerly  held 
that  it  was  absurd  to  detain  him  at  the 
cost  of  the  woman,  who  in  that  oaae 
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must  aliment  liim.  This  rule  had  been 
aboHahed,  and  a  rule  adopted  in  its  place 
that  the  debtor  should  not  be  released 
from  prison,  and  should  not  have  the 
benefit  of  esssiOf  until  he  had  given  secu- 
rity for  the  debt.  Civil  prisoners  were 
formerly  careless,  good-natured  fellows. 
They  clubbed  together,  and  if  one  had 
no  money  he  got  assistance  from  his 
fellow-prisoners.  But  now  a  man  might 
find  himself  in  prison  alone,  absolutely 
without  funds,  in  a  very  unpleasant 
position. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
uoners ; — 

The    House    went;— and    being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent 
U  three  Bills. 

Dr.  CAMEBON  said,  that  when  in- 
terrupted he  was  directing  attention  to 
the  case  of  the  civil  debtors  in  Scotland, 
whose  condition  had  been  growing  worse 
and  worse  in  recent  years.  He  had 
mentioned  that  they  were  deprived  of  the 
rights  they  formerly  possessed  of  obtain- 
ine  liberation  in  cases  where  they  had 
evidently  no  goods  like  other  debtors  ; 
and  he  had  mentioned  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  general  abolition  of  im- 
prisonment considerable  hardship  had 
been  entailed  upon  them.  The  prisoners 
had  been  compelled  by  circumstances  to 
club  together  in  numbers  in  order  to  live 
cheaply ;  and  when  one  of  their  number 
was  without  funds  he  received  assist- 
ance from  the  others.  Becently  they  had 
another  grievance  to  complain  of.  Since 
the  passing  of  the  Prisons  Act,  a  few 
years  ago,  it  had  seemed  good  to  the 
JPrisons  Commissioners  to  charge  these 
unfortunate  prisoners  Id.  a-day  for  the 
use  of  fire.  Now,  as  the  prisoners' 
allowances,  in  certain  cases,  did  not  ex- 
ceed 4d,  per  day,  and  in  the  great  ma- 
jority of  cases  did  not  exceed  6d.  per 
day,  this  docking  off  Id.  per  day  left 
them  in  such  a  position  that  they  were 
certainly  not  likely  to  get  fat.  Perhaps 
the  best  way  of  showing  the  House  the 
state  of  the  law  in  Scotland  would  be  to 
submit  a  few  practical  examples  of  cases 
which  had  absolutely  occurred.  The 
first  case  was  that  of  a  man  named 
Walker,  imprisoned  in  Ayr — and  he 
might  mention,  in  passing,  that  for  some 
reason  the  county  of  Ayr  seemed  to  be 
the  great  centre  of  these  cases.  Perhaps 


the  magistrates  in  Ayrshire  had  some 
peculiar  ideas  on  the  subject;  but,  at 
any  rate,  there  were  more  cases  of  im- 
prisonment for  alimentary  debts  in  Ayr- 
shire than  in  any  other  county.     One  of 
the  men  imprisoned  there  for  19  months 
was    named    William  Walker.     Now, 
he    did    not  want    to  say  a  word  in 
Mr.  Walker's  defence;   he  knew  little 
about  him,  and,  from  anything  he  could 
learn,  he  was  not  a  man  whose  habits 
and  peculiarities  were  calculated  to  ex- 
cite their  sympathy.   But  his  case  spoke 
for  itself.  He  was  arrested  on  Saturday, 
August  21,  1880,  and  when  apprehended 
he  had  a  farthing  in  his  pocket.   On  the 
same  day  he  applied  to  the  town  clerk 
for  aliment,  as  he  had  nothing  to  sup- 
port himself.     On  the  Sunday,  Monday, 
and  Tuesday  following,  he  tasted  no- 
thing.    On  Wednesday  an  acquaintance 
called  at  the  prison,  and  when  going  away 
left  him  is.    The  town  clerk  called  on 
him  towards  the  end  of  the  week  with  a 
petition  to  the  magistrate  for  aliment. 
The  petition  was  signed  by  Walker.  The 
town  clerk  informed  Walker  he  would 
require  to  pay  7*.  fees  before  any  ali- 
ment could  be  granted.     He  was  not 
able  to  pay  the  fees,  and,  consequently, 
he  received  no  aliment  until  the  begin- 
ning of  October ;  and  ]ie  would  not  have 
got  it  even  then  had  he  not  authorized 
the  gaoler  to  keep  the  fees  off  the  first 
of  the  aliment  out  of  his  allowance.  The 
allowance  was  7d.  with  Id.  deducted  for 
the  use  of  the  fire.  Before  receiving  the 
aliment  he  managed  to  live  on  a  pittance 
received  from  a   poor  sister,  who  was 
the  only  support  of  his  aged  mother, 
and  whose  wages  in  the  winter  amounted 
to  only  bs.  a-week.     Although  fees  had 
been  twice  abolished  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament the  practice  still  existed.     Mr. 
Walker  had  anticipated  that,  under  the 
Debtors  Act  of  1880,  he  would  be  entitled 
to  release  in  the  year  1881 ;   but  just  as 
he  was  expecting  to  be  released  he  was 
served  with  another  warrant,  and  laid 
by  the  heels  for  another  12  months.   He 
wrote    to   the  Lord   President  of   the 
Court  of  Session,  who  directed  the  case 
to  be  taken  up  by  the  law  agent  of  the 
poor;  and,  in  the  Outer  House,  Lord 
M'Laren,  who  was  Lord  Advocate  when 
the  Bill  passed,  held  that  the  clear  in- 
tention of  the  Legislature  was  that  im- 
prisonment in  such   cases  were  to   be 
limited  to  one  year,  and  that  that  inten- 
tion would  be   defeated   by  the  issue 
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of  new  warrants,  under  wliicli,  as  lie 
pointed  out,  a  debtor  might  be  kept 
in  gaol,  when  the  payments  were  to  be 
made  annually,  for  10  years,  and  in 
cases  where  the  money  was  to  be  paid 
in  quarterly  instalments,  for  40  years. 
The  case  was  carried  to'  the  Inner 
House — a  somewhat  expensive  luxury, 
as  an  appeal  costs  money — and  it  was 
there  hela  that  Lord  McLaren  was  mis- 
taken. They  admitted  that  a  man  im- 
prisoned in  this  manner  might  be  de- 
tained for  life ;  but  in  that  case  they 
said  the  remedy  for  a  prisoner,  if  he  was 
an  honest  debtor,  was  to  sue  out  for  eesiio 
— that  was  to  say,  to  apply  for  libera- 
tion on  making  a  declaration  that  he 
had  handed  over  all  his  goods.  This 
case  was  brought  to  his  notice,  and  he 
(Dr.  Cameron)  instructed  his  agent  to 
take  up  Walker's  case,  and  to  take  what 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion said  was  the  true  way  to  obtain 
liberation.  Walker,  accordingly,  ap* 
plied  to  the  Sheriff  Court  in  Ayr  for 
cessio.  His  agent  cited  the  old  law  on 
the  subject,  under  which  debtors  were 
entitled  to  liberation  on  giving  up  all 
their  goods;  but  the  Sheriff  intimated 
that  that  was  not  the  law  nowadays. 
Walker's  aliment  was  4«.  Id,  per  week, 
and  his  agent  'pointed  out  the  folly  on 
the  part  of  the  mother  of  the  child 
of  payinc^  this  allowance,  while  the 
aliment  she  was  entitled  to  for  her 
child  was  only  3«.  Id,  The  Sheriff  re- 
fused the  eMsio,  and  said  he  had  no 
sympathy  with  the  prisoner,  even  should 
he  be  kept  in  prison  all  his  life  for  not 
attempting  to  pay  his  debts.  Walker 
offered  to  pay  one-sixth  of  his  wages, 
but  he  was  asked  for  security ;  and  as 
ho  failed  to  find  security  his  offer  was 
not  accepted.  An  appeal  was  made  to  the 
Sheriff  Principal,  who  confirmed  the  de- 
cision, and  said  he  could  not  understand 
why  the  man's  relatives  would  not  be- 
come security.  It  might  be  a  very  inex- 
plicable thing  to  a  Judge  ;  but  the  man's 
relatives  knew  that  if,  through  sickness, 
Walker  was  unable  to  fulfil  his  obliga- 
tions they  might  be  called  upon  them- 
selves to  pay,  or  be  sent  to  prison  in 
default.  At  any  rate,  the  Sheriff  allowed 
Walker  a  fortnight  to  look  for  secu- 
rity ;  but  he  could  not  get  any,  and  was 
liable  to  be  sent  back  to  prison  when- 
ever his  creditor  thought  fit.  He  (Dr. 
Cameron)  wanted  to  test  if  that  was  the 
law,  and  he  instructed  his  agent  to  try 
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the  point  in  a  second  ease.  In  May  lust 
another  man,  a  travelling  draper,  was 
imprisoned  in  Ayr  on  a  decree  of  aliment 
on  the  12th  of  that  month.  He  received 
a  subsistence  allowance  of  M,  per  day. 
He  had  a  debt  of  £100  with  a  merchant. 
The  merchant  joined  the  prisoner  in  ap- 
plying for  a  sequestration ;  but  the  man 
was  still  kept  in  prison.  Lord  Eraser 
refused  to  let  him  oat.     He  offered  to 

Eay  £1  a  month  towards  aliment ;  but 
e  could  not  find  security,  and  that  offer 
was  refused.  He  was  a  bankrupt; 
every  farthing  was  in  the  hands  of  his 
trustees.  He  (Dr.  Cameron)  accordingly 
instructed  his  agent  to  apply  for  a  eesm 
for  him.  The  Sheriff  Substitute  dis- 
missed the  application.  If  the  man 
could  not  give  security  he  must  stay  in 
prison.  The  Sheriff  Rincipal,  to  whom 
the  case  was  appealed  by  him  (Dr. 
Cameron),  confirmed  the  decision,  and 
in  a  manner  which  was  rather  amusing. 
He  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
prisoner  himself  was  paying  the  ex- 
penses of  the  application,  instead  of 
giving  his  money  to  the  mother  of  the 
child  of  which  he  was  the  putative 
father,  and  this  roused  the  indignation 
of  the  Sheriff  Principal.  Again,  a 
married  man  in  Glasgow  had  an  action 
brought  against  him  by  the  mother  of 
twins.  He  protested  he  was  innocent, 
and  would  not  pay  the  aliment  awarded, 
and  was  sent  to  prison.  It  was  alleged 
that  he  was  the  proprietor  of  a  shop  and 
able  to  aliment  nimself,  and  the  result 
was  that  he  was  refused  aliment.  Oa 
the  other  hand,  his  wife,  naturally 
annoyed,  refused  to  aliment  him ;  and  as 
the  man  was  without  support  altogether, 
the  gaoler  had  ultimately  to  aliment 
him,  for  fear  of  being  held  responsible 
for  his  death.  Frank  Cosgrove,  now 
in  prison  at  Edinburgh,  was  alleged 
to  be  the  father  of  a  child  bom  in 
May,  1880.  He  went  to  Spain  on  the 
15th  of  November,  1880.  An  action  was 
raised  against  him  in  his  absence,  and 
when  he  returned  he  was  put  into  pri- 
son. He  received  an  allowance  of  ()«. 
per  week.  The  aliment  he  should  have 
paid  for  the  child  was  2«.  ^d, ;  so  that, 
for  the  sake  of  receiving  this  2«.  ^d.  a 
week,  the  mother  of  the  child  was  actu- 
ally contributing  6«.  per  week.  When 
the  case  was  brought  into  Court,  the 
amount  due,  incluoing  expenses,  was 
put  down  at  £  1 2.  He  had  not  £  1 2,  and 
could  not  get  security ;  so  still  remained 
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in  prison.  Another  man  was  imprisoned 
in  respect  of  a  child  bom  when  he  was 
15  years  old.  He  got  out  of  work,  be- 
came unable  to  continue  paying  aliment, 
and  was  put  in  prison.  He  contended 
that  if  a  debtor  was  in  prison  he  could 
not  be  reached  by  ces%io.  If  the  woman 
was  poor  she  could  not  aliment  him  and 
keep  him  in  prison ;  and  therefore  the  law, 
as  it  presently  stood,  was  no  remedy  for 
the  poor  woman.  If  the  woman  had 
friends  who  were  rich  enough  topay  3«.  6(/. 
a  week  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  a 
man  in  prison,  and  the  prisoner  had  no 
friends  to  become  security  for  him,  he 
might  be  kept  in  prison  his  whole  life, 
and  be  kept  there,  not  because  of  any 
immoral  act,  not  because  he  was  unwill- 
ing to  pay,  but  simply  because  he  had 
no  friends  and  could  not  find  security. 
Now,  it  had  been  said  if  he  took  away, 
as  he  proposed,  the  power  of  imprison- 
ment in  such  cases,  he  would  strike  a 
blow  at  Parochial  Boards.  He  denied 
that  altogether.  As  he  had  said,  paro- 
chial au&orities  could  prosecute  a  father 
as  a  rogue  and  a  vagabond  for  neglect- 
ing his  child,  and  punish  him  with  a 
definite  amount  of  hard  labour  as  a 
criminal.  He  had  nothing  to  say  against 
such  a  punishment  as  that.  What  he 
objectea  to  was  the  indefinite  imprison- 
ment at  the  hands  of  an  irresponsible 
party  actuated  by  vindictive  motives, 
whose  character,  by  the  very  fact  of  her 
position,  was  not  of  the  best.  H  e  wished 
to  abolish  this  sort  of  imprisonment  alto- 

f  ether.  The  details  could  be  considered 
y  a  Select  Committee.  The  next  ques- 
tion dealt  with  in  the  Bill  was  that 
of  rates.  He  proposed  to  limit  the  im- 
prisonment to  one  month.  It  might 
DO  necessary  to  have  a  compulsitor ; 
but  that  compulsitor  should  be  reason- 
ably equivalent  for  any  rates  that 
could  be  left  unpaid  by  persons  whose 
effects  were  not  more  than  sufficient  to 
cover  the  hypothec.  The  Act  of  1880 
modified  the  law  as  to  fuga  ;  but  these 
warrants  were  of  little  or  no  use  now  for 
their  purpose.  He  proposed  to  modify 
it,  so  at  once  to  mitigate  its  security  and 
restore  its  usefulness.  He  also  proposed 
to  abolish  the  Law  of  Lawburro ws,  which 
was  an  utterly  effete  process  of  Scotch 
law,  which  was  not  needed  nowadays, 
but  which  had  been  grossly  abused,  and 
which  consisted  in  allowing  any  person 
who  had  a  g^dge  against  any  other 
person;  and  who  ^hose  to  go  before  a 


magistrate  and  swear  that  he  was  in  fear 
of  the  action  of  another  person,  to  obtain 
a  warrant  against  that  person,  who, 
if  he  did  not  within  48  hours  produce 
security  against  any  breach  of  the  peace, 
would  be  sent  to  prison.  In  such  a  case 
a  person  might  oe  kept  in  prison  for 
years.  Sheriff  Barclay  was  the  greatest 
authority  in  Scotland  on  this  subject ; 
and  in  a  paper  which  he  read  at  the 
Social  Science  Congress  at  Aberdeen  he 
expressed  a  decided  opinion  that  some- 
thing must  be  done  by  legislation  to 
prevent  the  iniquitous  effects  of  this 
system.  He  mentioned  the  case  of  a 
woman  who  had  been  kept  in  prison  for 
five  years  under  Lawburrows  until  she 
became  insane.  No  proof  was  required 
of  reasonable  grounds  for  the  fear  enter- 
tained. The  only  means  of  checkmating 
the  operation  of  the  law  was  for  the 
accused  to  make  a  similar  complaint 
against  the  accuser.  In  Sheriff  Bar- 
clay's opinion  the  law  was  a  blot  on  the 
Statute  Book,  and  the  sooner  it  was 
wiped  out  the  better.  He  (Dr.  Cameron) 
proposed  no  substitute,  because  by  the 
law  of  Scotland  it  was  a  crime  to 
threaten,  and  he  did  not  think  any  addi- 
tional powers  were  required  by  the 
authorities.  Another  change  which  his 
Bill  contemplated  related  to  the  law  of 
imprisonment  ad  factam  prestandam.  If  a 
man  was  ordered  to  produce  or  sign  a  cer- 
tain document,  and  refused  to  do  so,  he 
was  committed  to  prison  for  contempt  as 
it  was  called  in  England — ad  factam 
prestandam,  as  it  was  called  in  Scotland. 
He  proposed  that  where  a  man  refused 
to  sign  a  document,  the  Court  should 
have  power  to  order  the  Clerk  of  Court 
to  sign  it,  and  that  the  signature  should 
be  held  valid  for  all  legal  purposes. 
These  were  the  details  of  his  Bill ;  but 
as  it  dealt  with  complicated  and  tech- 
nical matters,  he  was  not  wedded  to 
them.  He  thought  he  had  shown  to  the 
House  that  there  was  need  for  reform, 
and  that  he  had  made  out  a  distinct  case 
for  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time.  If 
that  were  done,  he  should  propose  the 
reference  of  the  measure  to  a  Select 
Committee.  In  conclusion,  he  had  to 
thank  the  House  for  the  patient  and 
attentive  hearing  which  it  had  so  kindly 
given  him. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (2V.  Cameron,) 
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Sib  HEEBEBT  MAXWELL,  after 
expressing  regret  for  the  absence  of 
Scottish  Members  who  sat  on  his  (the 
Conservative)  side  of  the  House,  ad- 
mitted that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow had  shown  considerable  grounds 
for  an  alteration  of  the  law — perhaps 
not  to  the  extent  he  proposed ;  but,  at 
all  events,  for  a  modification  of  the 
existing  law.  It  was  his  intention  on 
reading  the  Bill  to  have  moved  its  re- 
jection; because,  while  it  proposed  to 
remedy  certain  existing  abuses,  it  did 
not  seem  to  him  to  afford  any  adequate 
safeguard  against  other  abuses.  He 
was  a  Member  of  the  Committee  two 
years  ago,  presided  over  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  imprisonment  for  alimentary 
debts  was  considered.  That  Committee, 
by  8  votes  to  8,  resolved  to  retain  the 
power  of  imprisonment  for  such  debts. 

Dr.  CAmEEON:  The  Committee 
resolved  that  it  was  not  expedient  to 
abolish  the  power  of  imprisonment  in 
the  Bill  which  was  then  before  them. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said, 
that  that  was  no  doubt  so  ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  his  recollection  of  what  took 
place  was  that  the  sense  of  the  Commit- 
tee was  decidedly  against  any  alteration 
of  the  power  of  imprisonment  for  ali- 
mentary debts.  He  quite  admitted, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  had  made  out  a  very  strong 
case;  and  he  would  be  able  to  agree 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
on  the  condition,  which  he  understood 
would  be  accepted  by  the  Government, 
that  it  would  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  therefore  withdrew  his 
opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Dr.  WEBSTER  said,  he  was  glad  to 
find  that  there  was  no  opposition  to  the 
second  reading,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  Bill  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee.  He  confessed  that  but 
for  that  assurance,  he  should  have  found 
some  difficulty  in  agreeing  to  the  second 
reading.  It  was  true  that  almost  all  the 
questions — there  was  scarcely  an  excep- 
tion—  brought  forward  in  the  present 
Bill  were  before  a  Select  Committee  only 
two  years  ago.  That  Committee  delibe- 
rately considered  every  point  but  one 
that  was  embraced  in  the  present  Bill. 
Still,  there  were  differences  of  opinion 
in  that  Committee,  and  especially  upon 
the  point  of  aliment  for  the  affiliation  of 
natural  children,  and  he  thought  a  strong 


case  had  been  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  on  that  point. 
In  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to 
consider  abuses  in  the  law  of  Scotland 
imprisonment  for  aliment  must  deserve 
consideration.  It  would  not  have  escaped 
the  observation  of  the  House  that  almost 
the  whole  statements  and  arguments  of 
his  hon.  Friend  were  confined  to  argu- 
ments for  the  affiliation  of  illegitimate 
children.  He  proposed,  however,  to 
make  the  Bill  go  further  than  that.  He 
proposed  to  repeed  the  imprisonment  for 
aliment  in  all  oases,  which  included  also 
cases  of  aliment  for  which  judgment  was 
passed,  against  husbands  for  aliment  to 
their  wives  and  to  their  lawful  children. 
That  would  deserve  consideration.  He 
did  not  know  either  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made  out  a  sufficient  ease  with 
regard  to  other  cases  and  matters  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill.  Full  time  and  full 
opportunity  would,  no  doubt,  be  afforded 
to  the  trading,  commercial,  and  legal 
bodies  in  Scotland  to  consider  the  Bill, 
which  was  one  in  which  he  knew  they 
felt  considerable  interest.  It  also  de- 
served consideration  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member,  whether  some  information 
should  not  be  obtained  by  the  Committee 
in  regard  to  the  system  of  imprisonment 
for  debt  in  England.  That  question  was 
attracting  a  good  deal  of  interest,  and 
he  saw  there  was  set  down  for  to-day  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  subject.  It  would 
deserve  consideration  by  this  Committee 
whether  the  practice  of  the  law  in  Eng- 
land was  not  a  matter  which  might  re- 
quire attention  when  considering  civil 
imprisonment  in  Scotland.  With  these 
remarks  he  agreed  to  the  second  reading, 
on  the  imderstanding  that  the  Bill  was 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
should  have  had  considerable  hesitation 
in  consenting  to  the  second  reading  un- 
less the  Bill  were  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  had  made  out  a  strong  case 
in  favour  of  considerable  changes  in  the 
law.  At  the  same  time,  the  questions 
with  which  this  Bill  dealt  were  numer- 
ous and  important.  Important  legal 
questions  were  dealt  with,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  be  tho- 
roughly considered.  He  agreed  wiUi 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Dr. 
Webster)  that  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
time  would  be  given  to  hear  the  opinion 
of  traders  and  legal  gentlemen  ia  Scot* 
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land  who  were  in  a  position  to  jud^e  of 
the  necessitieB  of  the  ease.  His  objec- 
tion to  proceeding  with  the  Bill  now 
would  have  been  that  it  was  only  dis- 
tributed on  Thursday  last,  so  that  there 
had  been  no  opportunity  afforded  those 
in  Scotland  who  were  competent  to  do 
80  to  g^ye  an  opinion  on  its  merits.  He 
had  eyery  confidence  that,  with  the  aid 
of  a  Select  Committee,  considerable  im- 
proyements  would  be  introduced  in  the 
law  of  imprisonment,  and  on  that  ground 
he  agreed  to  the  second  reading. 

Ma.  A.  GBANT  said,  he  was  glad 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intended  to 
agree  to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
No  doubt  some  details  of  the  Bill  would 
require  to  be  looked  carefully  into,  and 
perhaps  altered ;  but  in  Committee  any 
changes  for  the  better  that  were  desir- 
able would  be  made.  The  principal  re- 
form which  the  Bill  proposed  to  deal 
with  was  the  abolition  of  imprisonment 
for  debts  in  alimentary  cases.  He  was 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee which,  two  years  ago,  sat  on  the 
abolition  of  debt  in  Scotland.  He  re- 
membered very  well  the  question  of  im- 
prisonment in  alimentary  cases  being 
b^ore  them,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigtonshire  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  had 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Com- 
mittee, by  a  majority,  decided  to  intro- 
duce into  their  Beport  a  recommendation 
that  imprisonment  for  alimentary  debts 
should  not  be  exempted  from  the  Bill. 
He  (Mr.  Grant)  happened  to  have  been 
one  of  the  minority  who  objected  to  that ; 
and  his  reasons  were  that  he  thought 
ample  evidence  had  been  placed  before 
the  Committee  to  the  effect  that  no  good 
whatever  was  done  by  imprisonment  for 
neglect  to  pay  aliment,  especially  in  the 
case  of  illegitimate  children.  It  was 
shown  to  them  very  clearly  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  that  no  good  was 
done  by  such  imprisonment.  In  the 
first  place,  no  doubt  the  majority  of  the 
cases  were  due  to  the  vindictiveness  of 
the  woman,  and  not  to  any  real  desire 
on  her  part  to  recover  the  money  due  as 
aliment.  In  many  other  cases,  the  im- 
prisonment was  resorted  to  in  order  to 
force  the  friends  of  the  imprisoned  per- 
son to  pay  the  money;  and  that,  of 
course,  was  not  a  legitimate  object  of  im- 
prisonment, and  ought  not  to  be  encour- 
aged. Then  they  had  to  consider  that  the 
men  so  imprisoned  had  usually  no  estate 
or  property  out  of  which  they  could  pay 


the  aliment,  or,  if  they  had,  it  might  be 
taken  from  them  by  the  ordinary  dili- 
gence of  the  law.  Imprisonment  did 
not  oblige  them  to  give  up  their  pro- 
perty ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  de- 
prived them  of  the  means  of  earning 
wages  or  a  salary  out  of  which  they 
might  otherwise  be  able  to  pay  the  ali- 
ment demanded  of  them.  On  these 
g^unds,  he  thought,  in  the  case  of  ali- 
mentary debts,  a  very  good  case  had 
been  made  out  for  the  abolition  of  im- 
prisonment. The  Select  Committee  de- 
cided on  the  general  principle  that  it  was 
desirable  to  abolish  imprisonment  for 
debt.  And  now  he  thought  that  the 
feeling  of  the  House  would  oe  in  favour 
of  the  principle  being  extended  to  those 
few  remaining  cases  which  were  ex- 
empted in  the  Bill  two  years  ago. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  wished  to  suggest,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time,  upon  the  under- 
standing that  by  agreeing  to  that  course 
the  House  was  not  assenting  to  the 
principle  of  total  abolition  of  imprison- 
ment for  alimentary  debts  ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  Bill  should  be  sent 
before  a  Select  Committee,  and  that  it 
should  be  entirely  open  to  that  Commit- 
tee, or  to  the  House  upon  its  Beport, 
to  consider  that  matter.  There  were 
various  points  in  the  Bill  as  to  which  he 
should  suppose  there  would  be  a  very 
general  assent — various  improvements 
upon  some  obscure  and  technical  legal 
proceedings,  which  would  be  quite  in- 
appropriate for  being  discussed  in  the 
House,  but  which  were  well  deserving  of 
consideration  in  the  Committee.  But 
the  main  principle  of  the  Bill  was  that 
imprisonment  for  alimentary  debts  should 
be  abolished.  While  he  was  perfectly 
alive  to  the  importance  of  much  that  had 
been  urged  on  that  point,  and  had,  like 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow, 
had  occasion  to  become  acquainted  with 
cases  of  great  hardship  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  existing  law,  he  should  not, 
as  at  present  advised,  feel  disposed  to 
assent  to  the  total  abolition  of  imprison- 
ment in  cases  of  that  particular  kind. 
He  thought  one  matter  well  deserving 
of  the  consideration  of  the  Committee 
would  be,  whether  somewhat  of  a  middle 
course  between  indefinite  imprisonment 
— imprisonment  that  might  practically 
become  perpetual— and  total  abolition 
might  not  be  adopted.    He  found  an  ex* 
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ample  of  such  a  course  in  tbe  clause 
of  the  present  Bill  providing  for  im- 
prisonment for  four  weeks  for  non- 
payment of  rates,  and  it  might  very 
well  be  considered  whether  some  similar 
provision  might  not  be  made  for 
the  case  of  alimentary  debts.  He  was 
afraid  it  was  true  there  were  persons 
who  incurred  the  liability  for  the  aliment 
of  illegitimate  children  who  had  not, 
perhaps,  much  property,  but  who,  from 
some  source  or  another,  found  means  to 
pay  their  other  debts,  and  whom  they 
could  not  reach,  to  make  them  fulfil 
their  obligations  without  some  such  com- 
puUitor  as  imprisonment.  But  it  might 
very  well  be  that  by  an  imprisonment, 
either  limited  in  duration,  proceeding 
upon  the  order  of  a  Judge,  not  upon  the 
option  of  the  pursuer  in  the  action,  they 
might  get  rid  of  the  evils  of  almost  per- 
petual imprisonment,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  preserve  the  eompulst'tor,  which 
might  be  useful,  and  almost  necessary. 
He  did  not  propose  to  argue  out  the 
question  now  ;  but  merely  indicated  that 
in  assenting  to  the  course  of  the  Bill 
being  read  a  second  time  he  desired 
that  all  these  questions  should  be  kept 
perfectly  open ;  and  they  were  very  much 
more  appropriate  for  being  discussed  in 
the  Committee  than  in  the  House. 

Sm  R.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  said,  he 
was  very  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  put  in  his  cau- 
tion ;  because  if  they  were  to  assent  to 
the  principle  that  imprisonment  was  to 
be  absolutely  abolished,  he  thought  the 
poor  women,  who  were  the  chief  sufferers 
m  the  cases  alluded  to,  might  very  often 
not  get  the  remedy  they  were  entitled 
to,  and  some  screw  was  necessary  in  order 
to  protect  their  interests.  He  asked  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  he  had  looked 
at  the  Bill  carefully,  so  as  to  see  whether 
it  affected  the  law  of  England  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  was  assured  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  that  the  Bill 
was  entirely  confined  to  Scotland — not 
that  he  himself  desired  to  express  any 
opinion  adversely  to  the  diminution,  to 
a  great  extent,  of  imprisonment  for  debts 
in  England. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
that  what  he  wished  to  be  assured  upon 
was,  that  if  they  passed  this  Bill  for 
Scotland  it  would  not  be  looked  upon  as 
an  argument  in  anv  way  for  a  similar 
measure  for  England. 

Th$  Lord  Advocate 


Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOXJRT  said, 
that  a  measure  for  a  particular  country 
did  not  advance  argument  in  respect  of 
applying  it  to  another  country. 

Dr.  CAMERON  assured  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  law  of  Scotland 
was  perfectly  different  in  respect  of  this 
subject  from  that  of  England ;  and  the 
proposed  reform  of  the  law  of  Scotland 
would  not  in  any  way  affect  the  law  of 
England. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommttted 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

COMMONABLE  RIGHTS  BILL.— [Bill  23.] 

(Afr.  Cheethamf  Mr.  Bryee^  Mr,  Buxton,) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  it  dealt  with  the  moneys  JMud 
by  Railway  Companies,  &o.,  to  Com- 
mittees of  the  commoners.  In  the  case 
of  Tottenham  Common,  £6,000  was  paid ; 
but  no  one  could  make  any  use  of  the 
proceeds.  A  similar  case  occurred  in 
regard  to  the  Malvern  Hilb.  The  money 
paid  was  lying  idle.  The  Bill  propoeed 
that  it  should  be  applied  in  improving 
the  remainder  of  the  common  land,  in 
defrajring  the  expenses  of  proceedings 
for  protection,  management,  reralationi 
and  preservation  of  common  land ;  in 
the  purchase  of  additional  land,  or  in 
the  purchase  of  recreation  ground.  In 
order  to  ascertain  the  views  of  the  com- 
moners, it  was  provided  that  a  meeting 
should  be  summoned  on  the  application 
of  a  certain  number  of  them,  and  the 
decision  of  the  majority  of  those  present 
should  bind  the  minority  and  toe  ab- 
sentees. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Cheetham.) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  was  very  happy  to  support  the  BilL 
He  had  consulted  the  Inclosure  Ckim- 
missioners,  who  said  they  were  favonr- 
able  to  the  Bill.  But  the  Bill  proposed 
to  vest  the  land  in  the  Indosure  Com- 
missioners. The  Inclosure  Commission- 
ers said  they  had  never  'been  incor- 
porated for  the  purpose  of  holding  land; 
and  he  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  fViend 
that  before  he  went  further  be  should 
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oommimicate  with  them  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  yestiDg  the  land  rather  in  some 
other  Trustees  than  in  the  Indosure 
Commissioners. 

Mb,  MORGAN  LLOYD  stated  that  in 
Committee  he  should  propose  Amend- 
ments to  meet  certain  cases  in  which  the 
proTisions  of  the  Bill  would  work  injus- 
tice to  owners  of  sheep-walks  with 
defined  limits.  

Sir  WALTEB  B.  BAETTELOT  felt 
bound  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
(Mr.  Cheatham)  had  made  a  statement 
that  few  in  the  House  understood,  and 
had  neither  shown  the  necessity  for  such 
a  measure,  or  how  the  money  was  pro- 
posed to  be  applied.  He  referred  the 
House  to  *the  provisions  of  the  Bill  with- 
out stating  his  views  on  them,  and  the 
reasons  that  induced  him  to  put  them  in 
the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  was 
quite  pleased  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Billy  with  the  exception  of  one  clause ; 
but  he  did  not  enlighten  the  House  at 
an  with  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  N'oWy  it  might  or  might 
not  be  important,  and  in  many  cases 
it  might  be  of  use,  as  in  the  case, 
the  only  case,  the  hon.  Member  men- 
tioned— that  of  the  Malvern  Hills ;  but 
the  Bill  went  a  great  deal  further, 
and  dealt  with  property  in  a  summary 
and  off-hand  way.  It  provided  that  at 
a  meeting  called,  a  decision  should  be 
taken  by  the  largest  number  of  people 
there,  though  those  people  might  be 
pemle  who  owned  a  very  small  portion 
of  right  in  the  common.  Tet  they  were 
to  bind  what  might  possibly  be  the  ma- 
jority of  copyholders  of  the  common  and 
the  lord  of  the  manor,  whether  they  were 
the  largest  representatives  of  property 
or  not.  They  were,  however,  to  g^ve  a 
binding  decision  for  all  time.  That 
provision  was  a  great  defect,  and 
would  require  very  careful  handling  in 
Committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  say  whether  the  Bill  would  apply  to 
commonable  as  well  as  common  land. 
He  mixed  the  two  together.  Common- 
able land  absolutely  belonged  only  to  a 
certain  number  of  owners,  and  must  be 
dealt  with  in  an  entirely  different  way 
from  common  land.  He  was  not  going 
to  oppoee  the  second  reading ;  but  he 
^  not  think  the  Bill  was  so  small  as 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman thought  it  was.      He  thought 
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there  was  a  great  deal  in  the  Bill  which 
would  require  revision;  and  he  hoped 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee 
would  be  put  down  for  some  distant  day, 
to  enable  those  who  were  interested  in 
these  matters  to  consider  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Tuesday  25th  April. 

BURIAL    FEES    BILL. --[Bill    24.] 
{Mr,  Brinton,  Sir  Alexander  Oordon.) 

SECOND    READINa. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  BRINTON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  explained 
that  he  should  wish  it  to  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  appointed  on  the 
previous  evening  to  inquire  into  the 
mortuary  fees.  His  Bill  was  not  framed 
in  the  interest  of  any  one  class,  either  of 
Churchmen  or  Nonconformists ;  but  was 
meant  to  promote  the  interests  of  the 
whole  community  by  regulating,  equal- 
izing, and  reducing  those  burial  charges 
which,  in  many  cases,  were  of  a  very 
onerous  character.  It  would  deal  not 
only  with  the  fees  for  interment  in  old 
parish  churchyards,  but  also  with  fees 
for  interment  in  public  cemeteries.  The 
Bill  would  affect  the  question  of  burial 
charges  and  the  question  of  fees  for 
monumental  inscriptions.  It,  however, 
did  not  seek  to  deprive  the  clergy  of 
their  control  over  inscriptions,  or  to  in- 
terfere with  the  rights  of  existing  in- 
cumbents. It  might  be  described  as  a 
fair  corollary  to  the  Burials  Bill ;  and  in 
it  it  was  proposed  that  no  fee  should  be 
exacted  except  for  services  actually  ren- 
dered. When  the  clergyman's  time  was 
taken  up  it  should  be  paid  for;  but 
where  no  service  was  rendered,  though 
the  church  and  churchyard  should  re- 
main in  the  hands  of  the  clergyman, 
he  should  not  be  allowed  to  obtain  fees 
for  matters  that  cost  him  personally  no- 
thing. Life  interests  would  be  reserved. 
Notification  of  the  charges  to  be  made 
should  be  put  up  in  a  suitable  place 
where  all  persons  applying  for  inter- 
ments could  see  what  they  had  to  pay. 
Very  often  fees  were  exacted  according 
to  the  supposed  circumstances  of  the  ap- 
plicant. The  status  of  non-parishioners 
was  not  to  be  altered  by  the  Bill.  After 
what  he  had  said  on  the  previous  night, 
he  would  not  unnecessarily  oc^v\Y^  Wv^ 
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time  of  the  House.  He  hoped  that  no 
opposition  would  he  shown  to  the  Bill, 
and  that  it  would  he  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•*  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Brinton.) 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  he  read  a  second  time  upon  that 
day  six  months,  said  the  Bill  was  ohjeo- 
tionahle,  hecause  it  was,  in  fact,  a  dis- 
turhance  of  a  settlement  arrived  at  some 
two  years  ago,  and  was  a  Bill  which 
might  he  caUed  a  Bill  for  the  partial  dis- 
endowment  of  the  Church  of  England. 
The  Burials  Act  was  passed  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  feelings  of  a  great  number  of 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House ; 
hut  the  decision  of  the  House  having 
been  arrived  at,  he  thought  they  might 
have  been  allowed  some  respite  before 
the  question  was  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment again.     The  effect  of  the  measure 
would  be  that  certain  pecuniary  rights 
would  be  taken  away  from  the  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England,  who  were  still 
the   guardians  of  the  freehold  of   the 
churchyards,  and  that  their  control  over 
the  churchyards  would  be  done  away 
with.  The  hon.  Member  who  had  moved 
the  second  reading  tried  to  gild  the  pill 
which  he  asked  the  House  to  swallow 
by  providing  that  the  measure  should 
not  affect  the  position  of  existing  incum- 
bents.    This,  however,  did  not  in  the 
least  diminish  the  force  of  the  fact  that 
the   Bill  was   a  disendowing  Bill.     It 
would  come  into  operation  whenever  a 
vacancy  should  occur  in  any  benefice, 
and  would,  therefore,  ultimately  dimi- 
nish the  incomes  of  the  clergymen  of  the 
Church  of  England  by  interfering  with 
the  present  practice  in  connection  with 
fees.     He  thought  the  2nd  section   of 
the  Bill  was  very  objectionable.    It  pro- 
posed to  enact  that  the  fee  for  reaaing 
the  Church  of  England  Burial  Service, 
applicable  to  cases  in  which  the  corpse 
was  taken  into  the  church,   should  be 
2«.  6d. ;    but  that    it   should    only  be 
li.  6d,  in  cases  in  which  the  corpse  was 
not  taken  to  the  church.     Surely  there 
seemed  to  be  contemplated  in  that  dis- 
tinction a  system  of  first   and  second 
class  burials.     It  seemed  a  questionable 
kind  of  arrangement  that  a  Service  in 
the  church  should  be  dispensed  with 
because  a  poor  parishioner  could  not 
afford  a  slightly  higher  fee.     There  was 
this  further  objection — that  such  a  provi- 
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sion  would  legalize  "lawlessness"  on 
the  part  of  the  clergy,  for,  by  the  direc- 
tions of  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  the 
body  of  every  person  over  whom  the 
Burial  Service  was  to  be  read  was  sup- 
posed to  be  taken  into  Church.  Nothing 
could  be  more  inconvenient  to  the  in- 
cumbent of  a  parish  than  that  a  church- 
yard authority  should  have  the  power 
to  fix  for  him  a  time  for  free  burials ; 
and  he  did  not  know  what  right  people 
had  to  say  that  a  clerg3rman  should  bury 
without  the  customary  fee.      Clause  6 
appeared  to  give  liberty  to  any  persons 
to  erect  tablets,  gravestones,  monuments, 
or  railings  at  their  own  will ;   and  he 
had  never  known  so  sweeping  a  propo* 
sition  made  with  so  little  ostentation. 
It  was  a  matter  affecting  sesthetic  con- 
siderations for  churchyards,  which  had 
too  often  been  neglected,  and  were  now 
being  turned  into  gardens  and  places  of 
beauty.    It  would  now  be  the  more  re- 
markable if  gravestones  and  monuments 
were  allowea  to  he  erected  without  con- 
trol.  It  would  he  a  novelty  in  a  church- 
yard to  set  up  a  board  stating  the  fees, 
as  required  by  Clause  7.     Clause  9  in- 
troduced the  odium  theohgieum,  by  pro- 
viding that  there  should  be  no  restric- 
tion to  the  free  selection  of  a  grave  on 
account  of  the  religious  or  other  opi- 
nions of  the  deceased  person.   Had  sudi 
a  restriction    ever   been    made  ?     He 
never    heard    of   Liberals    being   put 
in  one  part  of  a  churchyard  ana  don- 
servatives  in  another,  or  Dissenters  in 
one  part  of  a  churchyard  and  Church- 
men in  another.    It  was  one  thing  to 
appoint  a  Committee  to  inquire,  as  the 
House  did  last  evening ;  but  it  was  an- 
other thing  to  affirm  the  principle  of  a 
Bill  by  giving  it  a  second  reading,  and 
to  interfere  in  an  uncalled-for  way  with 
existing  arrangements    as    to   chuidi* 
yards. 

Colonel  MAKINS,  in  seconding  tlis 
Amendment,  said,  it  was  inconsistent  to 
appoint  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  aiid 
then  to  attempt  to  legislate  before  that 
inquiry  had  been  opened.  The  Bill 
had  been  described  as  a  corollary  to  die 
Burials  Act ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  to 
go  a  great  deal  further  than  that  As/L 
And,  within  two  Sessions  of  fiie  pass* 
ing  of  that  Act  to  remove  grievaaoas 
which  some  deemed  imaginary,  it  wai 
very  early  to  bring  in  another  Bill  not 
dealing  with  difficulties  of  conscience,  hot 
touching  the  endowments  of  the  Ohnndl 
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If  it  were  anythine  at  all  the  Bill  was 
a  Disendowment  Bill,  for  although  it 
preserYed  exlBting  rights,  it  neverthe- 
less cnt  off  fees  in  future,  which  were 
an  essential  part  of  the  clergyman's  in- 
come where  the  endowment  was  small. 
There  was  no  analogy  between  burial 
fees  and  baptismal  fees,  because  the 
latter  were  payable  in  respect  of  a  Sa- 
crament of  the  Church  of  England,  and, 
therefore,  might  be  conscientiously  ob- 
jected to  by  Nonconformists.  This  was 
^eoemeal  disendowment.  The  question 
of  the  disendowment  of  the  Church  of 
England  should  be  dealt  with  openly, 
ind  by  means  of  a  comprehensive  scheme 
to  be  brought  forward  on  the  responsi- 
bilitj  of  the  Gbvemment.  Seeing  that 
the  whole  subject  of  ecclesiastical  fees 
had  been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
he  thought  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
be  content  with  the  discussion  that  had 
taken  place,  and  should  withdraw  his  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ^*  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  John  Talbot) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  ILLING WORTH  remarked, 
that,  after  what  had  taken  place  in  re- 
gard to  the  extension  of  public  rights 
in  these  ecclesiastical  matters,  nothing 
could  be  dearer  than  this — that  Parlia- 
ment had  made  up  its  mind  that  no 
class  of  people  in  this  country  should  be 
debarred  of  their  civil  rights  on  the 
ground  of  any  ecclesiastical  fancy  or 
caprice.  Although  it  might  be  admitted 
that  in  most  cases  clergymen  were  rea- 
sonable and  considerate  towards  the 
poorer  portion  of  the  population,  yet, 
unfortunately,  there  were  many  noto- 
riouB  cases  in  which  clergymen  had 
acted  in  a  most  inconsiderate  manner, 
and,  he  would  venture  to  say,  in  a 
wholly  un-Christian  spirit  towards  their 
parishioners,  in  order  to  exhibit  that 
petty  spirit  of  objection  on  ecclesiastical 
grrounds  which  that  House  had  so  gene- 
rally regarded  as  reprehensible.  All  the 
BUI  did  was  to  complete  the  work  of  the 
measure  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Judge  Advocate  General  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  of  two  years  ago.  Be- 
yond queetion  the  tendency  of  public 
opinion  in  this  country  in  regard  to  the 
Embliahed  Church  was  that  the  people's 
rights  must  be  asserted  and  vindicated ; 


and  it  was  too  much  to  ask  that  in  all  the 
parishes  of  the  country  the  parishioners 
should  rest  merely  iipon  tne  goodwill 
of  the  clergyman.  He  was  a  public 
servant  and  State  officer — [Mr.  Warton  : 
No! J — and  nothing  was  more  obvious 
than  that  public  servants  were  subject 
to  public  and  defined  regulations.  There- 
fore the  clergyman,  whatever  had  been 
his  position  in  the  State  in  the  past, 
must  take  his  account,  with  the  certainty 
that  Parliament  would  not  hesitate  to 
define  his  true  and  legal  position,  so  that 
his  assumed  privileges  might  not  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  the  public.  He  pointed 
out  that,  unless  the  Bill  were  read  a 
second  time,  it  could  not  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  Ecclesiastical 
and  Mortuary  Fees  which  within  the 
last  24  hours  had  been  agreed  to  by  the 
House.  If  it  were  then  shown  that  there 
were  objectionable  features  in  the  Bill, 
the  House  would  by  no  means  be  com- 
mitted to  its  main  proposals. 

Mb.  salt  must  acknowledge  that  he 
could  not  regard  the  question  before  the 
House  as  a  very  large  question.  It  was 
simply  this — should  they  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time  and  refer  it  to  the  Select 
Committee  already  appointed,  or  allow 
the  matter  to  rest  upon  the  Committee 
only  ?  On  the  whole,  he'  was  disposed 
to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  who  ob- 
jected to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  thought  that  hon.  Memoers  opposite 
should  be  content  to  wait  until  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  consider  the  question 
of  Ecclesiastical  Fees  had  made  their 
Beport  before  proceeding  further  in  this 
direction.  It  was  a  most  unusual  course 
for  any  Party  in  that  House  to  attempt 
to  carry  out  their  views  at  once  by  Reso- 
lution and  by  a  Bill.  He  was  not  alto- 
gether sorry  that  a  settlement  of  a  vexed 
question  had  been  arrived  at  by  means 
of  the  Act  of  1880  ;  but  he  objected  to 
the  whole  question  being  re-opened  by 
a  Bill  like  the  present  before  two 
years  had  elapsed  since  the  passing  of 
that  measure.  There  was  a  third  reason 
why  the  Bill  should  not  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  that  was  that  in  reading  it  a 
second  time  the  House  committed  itself 
to  its  principle.  In  a  few  years  another 
Bill,  a  ''corollary"  of  that  BiU,  might 
be  brought  forward,  and  the  House  told 
that  in  reading  the  Bill  of  1882  a  second 
time  it  had  assented  to  the  principle  em- 
bodied in  that  future  Bill.  Besides, 
that  Bill  went  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
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Besolution  af^reed  to  on  the  previous 
night.  The  Select  Committee  then  ag^ed 
to  was — 

"  To  inquire  into  the  Law  which  authorises 
the  demanding  of  Mortuar}'  Fees,  and  into  the 
Ecclesiastical  Fees  levied  by  Ministers  of  Reli- 
gion upon  the  occasion  of  Burials  and  the  erec- 
tion of  Monuments  in  Cemeteries  and  Parish 
Church>'ards ;  and  to  report  to  the  House  whe- 
ther any  legislation  is  desirable  with  a  view  to 
their  regulation  or  reduction/* 

The  Bill  went  into  other  questions  than 
those  into  which  the  Select  Committee 
was  to  iaquire.  It  went  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  time  of  burial  in  the  most 
awkward  and  difficult  manner;  and  if 
he  was  to  criticize  the  Bill,  he  should 
say  that  the  clause  relating  to  the  time 
of  burial  was  a  very  unfortunate,  if  not 
impracticable,  clause.  He  thought  the 
wisest  course  to  adopt  was  to  remain  by 
the  Committee  which  had  already  been 
appointed,  and  to  put  the  BiU  on  one 
side,  as  he  thought  much  good  might 
come  of  the  inquiry  by  the  Committee. 
Before  sitting  down  he  would  like  to 
refer  to  two  points.  First,  he  objected 
to  Clauses  6  and  9,  which  did  away,  if 
ho  read  them  correctly,  with  all  the 
power  of  the  authorities  who  had  to  deal 
with  churchyards  in  respect  to  what 
monuments  should  be  put  in  church- 
yards, where  they  should  be  placed,  and 
what  space  they  should  occupy.  Under 
those  clauses  someone  who  had  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  the  parish — ex- 
cepting parishioners'  rights,  which  he 
fully  acknowledged — might  go  in  and 
say — **  Please  let  me  have  three-quarters 
of  the  churchyard."  He  thought  that 
must  have  been  an  oversight  on  the  part 
of  the  draftsman  of  the  Bill.  Whoever 
the  churchyard  belonged  to — whether 
the  clergyman,  or  parishioners,  or  any- 
one else — they  must  have  some  autho- 
rity ;  and  the  clause,  in  its  present  form, 
would  do  away  with  all  authority,  and 
did  not  substitute  a  new  authority.  His 
second  point  was  rather  a  peculiar  one. 
He  had  noticed  for  some  years  that  Bills 
which  were  suggested  for  consideration 
on  Wednesday  afternoons  always  did  one 
of  two  things — they  either  desired  to  take 
away  from  somebody  something  that  be- 
longed to  them,  in  order  to  hand  it  to 
someone  else,  or  they  proposed  to  lay 
additional  burdens  upon  someone.  After 
a  fashion,  it  might  be  argued  that 
this  Bill  indirectly  did  both.  It  was 
proposed   to  take   away  the  fees  very 
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largely,  and  churchyards  required  to  be 
supported.  They  had  already  taken  away 
the  church  rates;  so  that  if  they  took 
away  the  fees,  one  of  two  things  must 
happen — either  the  churchyards  must  be 
entirely  supported  by  the  Church  people 
for  the  benefit  of  others,  or  they  must 
fall  into  disuse,  and  they  must  have 
parish  cemeteries.  But  they  could  not 
create  parish  cemeteries  without  expense 
to  the  ratepayers;  and  if  they  were 
moving  in  that  direction,  then  he  would 
go  further,  and  say  that  a  ereat  deal 
was  to  be  said  in  favour  of  closing  the 
churchyards  and  having  parish  ceme- 
teries. But  the  great  difficulty  about  it 
was  the  expense;  and  he  would  warn 
the  House  not  to  do  that  without  know- 
ing what  they  were  about,  and  seeing 
where  they  were  going  to.  Let  them 
understand  that  in  closing  the  church- 
yards more  or  less  they  had  the  sooner 
or  later  to  go  to  the  ratepayers.  It  might 
be  perfectly  right ;  but  do  not  let  them 
do  it  without  distinctly  saying  and  know- 
ing that  such  a  change  was  proposed. 

thk  judge  advocate  gene- 

RAL  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  said,  he 
was  more  disposed  to  agree  with  the 
earlier  than  the  later  remarks  of  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  just  spoken.  His 
hon.  Friend  treated  die  matter  at  first 
as  a  smaU  matter ;  but  in  his  hands  it 
soon  became  a  burning  question.  He 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  Besolutioii 
appointing  the  special  Committee  to 
which  he  assented  on  the  previous  even- 
ing, the  words  of  which  were  that  the 
Committee  was  to  inquire  whether  any 
legislation  was  desirable,  with  a  view  to 
the  regulation  or  reduction  of  eodesias- 
tical  and  mortuary  fees.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  this  Bill  both  regulated  and  re- 
duced them.  The  ground  on  which  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Alexander 
Gordon)  proposed  to  do  so,  and  on  which 
he,  on  the  part  of  the  Gt)yemment, 
agreed  to  the  proposition,  was  the  ex- 
treme uncertainty  and  the  absolute  want 
of  uniformity  which  existed  in  regard 
to  this  question  of  mortuary  and  bnriil 
fees.  Burial  fees  were  authorized  neither 
by  the  Common  Law  nor  by  the  Osnoii 
Law.  The  clergyman  must  rest  hii 
payment  upon  tne  custom  of  the  par- 
ticular parish,  and  the  result  was  that 
they  had  different  fees  for  every  pariih« 
and  different  fees  in  some  cases  in  the 
Fame  parish.    The  Burials  Acts  intrQ* 


365 


burial 


(Maiich29,  1882] 


Fees  Bill. 


266 


duced  a  second  ByBtem,  and  an  Act 
passed  about  three  years  ago  another 
sjstem,  so  that  they  had  got  confusion 
worse  confounded.  With  regard  to  the 
Borials  Amendment  Act,  1880,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
TJiuTersily  of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  would  agree  with  him  in  saying 
that  there  was  never  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  had  so  completely  falsified 
the  predictions  made  about  it  at  the 
time  it  was  passed.  He  believed  that 
the  admirable  result  of  its  working  was 
dae  in  a  great  measure  to  the  excellent 

r'  *t  in  which  it  had  been  received  by 
clergy  of  the  Church  of  England. 
But  that  excellent  spirit  had  not  been 
umversally  shown.  When  the  amount 
of  fees  depended  upon  custom,  and  there 
was  no  fiuLod  law,  there  were  cases  in 
which  the  clersyman  charged  whatever 
he  liked  or  whatever  the  parishioners 
could  pay.  There  had  been  cases  since 
the  Burials  Act  in  which  the  clergyman 
had  demanded  one  fee  for  the  burial 
according  to  the  Service  of  the  Church 
of  Englandy  and  another  foe  if  the 
burial  took  place  imder  the  Amendment 
Act  of  1880.  That  was  what  had 
prompted  many  persons  to  give  their 
support  to  the  present  Bill. .  With  this 
explanation,  he  came  to  the  Bill  itself ; 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  did  not,  ex- 
cept in  one  respect,  go  beyond  the  iteso- 
lution  passed  for  the  appointment  of  a 
special  Committee.  This  bill  both  regu- 
lated and  reduced  the  fees;  but  it  did 
not  take  them  away  altogether.  From  his 
own  experience  the  effect  would  be,  in 
some  cases,  so  far  from  reducing  the  in- 
comes of  the  clergy,  to  very  considerably 
increase  them.  There  was  no  such  thing 
as  a  burial  fee  which  could  be  enforced 
in  most  parts  of  Wales.  The  custom 
there  was  to  make  an  offering.  There 
was  one  clause  in  the  Bill  which  cer- 
tainly did  travel  beyond  the  limits 
of  the  Besolution  passed  the  previous 
evening,  and  that  was  the  9th  clause. 
That  ^nse  had  reference  to  the  kind  of 
religious  service  to  be  held  at  burials. 
But  a  provision  of  that  kind  had  become 
absolutely  necessary.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford (Mx.  J.  G.  Talbot)  had  said  that  ho 
never  heard  of  a  case  where  a  clergyman 
was  influenced  in  his  conduct  by  the  re- 
ligious opinions  of  the  deceased  or  his 
nlativM.  But  everyone  knew  of  a 
xtoent  case  in  which  the  clergyman  re- 


fused to  allow  a  Diiisenter  to  bo  buried 
by  the  side  of  his  deceased  wife,  who 
had  been  a  Churchwoman,  simply  be- 
cause he  had  been  a  Dissenter.  With 
regard  to  this  Bill,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  it  could  not  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  unless  it  was  read  a 
second  time.  The  reasonable  thing  was 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  then 
allow  it  to  go  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee which  had  charge  of  the  subject. 
Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  felt  obliged 
to  refer  to  the  good-humoured  manner  in 
which  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  had  referred  to 
the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1880.  He 
was  not  to  be  drawn  out  into  expressing 
an  opinion  as  to  the  failure  or  success  of 
that  Act.  But  assuming  that  all  the 
prophecies  about  the  Act  had  failed — 
which,  however,  was  onlv  a  supposition 
— he  had  always  contended,  ana  would 
contend,  that  it  was  the  pertinacious  and 
unswerving  resistance  to  that  Act  which 
took  away  its  fangs.  If  the  opponents 
of  that  measure  had  allowed  themselves 
to  have  been  won  over  by  the  dulcet 
notes  of  hisright  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Church  would  at  the  present  time 
have  been  in  a  highly  disturbed  state. 
He  had  seen  many  curious  situations 
in  that  House ;  but  never  a  more 
curious  one  than  had  that  day  pre- 
sented itself.  The  night  before  a  Select 
Committee  on  the  question  had  been 
agreed  upon  without  prejudice  to  future 
action,  and  within  24  hours  a  Bill  was 
brought  on  for  a  second  reading  which 
proposed  to  solve  the  question  in  a  par- 
ticular way,  making  particular  and  de- 
tailed provisions  in  respect  of  fees  and 
other  matters.  Of  all  the  corrupt  prac- 
tices in  respect  of  legislation  which  had 
come  into  use  of  late  years  in  that  House, 
he  thought  the  practice  on  that  occasion 
was  the  most  corrupt.  Nothing  could 
be  more  indefensible  than  the  growing 
practice  of  bringing  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Bill  into  the  category  of  things 
indifferent,  and  thus  encouraging  crude 
attempts  at  legislation  by  private  Mem- 
bers. It  was  an  extraordinary  thing  that 
the  name  of  the  Mover  of  the  Resolution 
was  the  second  name  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill,  while  the  Seconder  of  the  Resolu- 
tion was  the  same  person  who  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  so  that  they 
reminded  him  of  a  firm  which  should 
be  known  in  town  as  Dodson  and  Fogg, 
and  at  Liverpool  as  Fogg  and  Dodsou« 
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The  Bill  would  make  a  clean  sweep  of  the 
right  of  the  parishioner  to  interment  in 
the  parish  churchyard,  because  it  would 
introduce  uniform  fees  for  all,  which 
would  destroy  the  special  rights  of  the 
parishioner.  [Mr.  Osborne  Morguj:  The 
Bill  does  not  touch  the  right  of  burial.] 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  could 
hardly  have  read  the  Bill  when  he  con- 
tended that  it  made  a  difference  between 
a  funeral  conducted  by  a  clergyman  and 
one  by  any  other  person,  interring  one 
at  2s.  6d,,  and  the  other  at  1«.  TVlhat  it 
said  was  that  the  fee  for  the  full  service 
— including  bringing  the  body  into 
church — was  to  be  2«.  6d. ;  and  that  for 
the  mutilated  service  only  in  the  church- 
yard— a  bad  legacy  of  an  age  of  indif- 
ference— was  to  be  Is.  6d.  He  could 
not  too  strongly  protest  against  the  en- 
couragement g^ven  to  the  latter  corrup- 
tion. As  to  the  provision  for  doing 
away  with  the  clergyman's  fees  on 
monuments,  it  was  the  exacting  of  high 
fees  that  had  operated  as  a  check  upon 
the  introduction  into  churchyards  of  un- 
sightly monuments ;  and  if  that  check 
were  removed  they  would  have  an  in- 
crease of  offensive  constructions  and  in- 
scriptions. Everything  that  could  fairly 
be  asked  had  been  conceded  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee ;  and  he, 
therefore,  trusted  the  House  would  not 
assent  to  the  second  reading. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
no  reason  at  all  had  been  shown  why 
the  Bill  should  not  be  sent  to  the  Select 
Committee.  The  House  had  determined 
that  the  subject  deserved  inquiry ;  that 
was  an  expression  of  opinion  that  there 
was  a  grievance,  and  it  would  assist  the 
Committee  to  have  before  it  the  method 

Proposed  for  redressing  the  grievance, 
t  was  quite  in  accordance  with  Parlia- 
mentary practice  to  read  a  Bill  a  second 
time  for  the  purpose  of  referring  it  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  this  was  sub- 
stantially what  would  be  done  on  the 
subject  of  the  Law  of  Distress;  a  Com- 
mittee had  been  appointed,  and  there 
would  be  referred  to  it  two  Bills,  one 
proposing  abolition  and  another  sub- 
mitting an  alternative  scheme.  There 
was  no  ground  for  the  notion  that  they 
prejudiced  a  case  by  sending  to  a  Com- 
mittee a  scheme  for  dealing  with  a 
practical  grievance.  He  would  say 
nothing  of  the  merits  of  the  Bill ;  but 
would  leave  the  Committee  to  judge  of 
them.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 

Mr.  Beresford  Uop^ 


Beresford  Hope)  said  that  the  reason 
why  the  Burials  Act  had  not  done  harm 
was  because  it  had  been  resisted  so  long. 
No  doubt  it  did  take  a  long  time  to 
remove  the  alarm  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  those  whom  he  represented. 
After  declaring  for  10  or  12  years  that 
the  Church  would  be  destroyed,  the 
thing  was  done,  and  the  Church  had  not 
been  destroyed  at  all.  They  had  to  be 
treated  like  horses  of  nnoertain  disposi- 
tion and  temper,  which  felt  g^reat  alarm 
at  the  first  sight  of  a  strange  object;  but 
which,  having  been  frequently  taken  up 
to  it,  and  having  by  degrees  found  that 
it  was  not  mischievous,  entirely  over- 
came their  first  alarm,  and  beo&me  as 
good  tempered  as  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man always  was. 

Sm  JOHN  MOWBRAY  contended 
that  the  arguments  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretiuy  were 
irreconcilable  with  each  other.  It  was 
undoubtedly  in  accordance  with  Parlia- 
mentary practice  to  read  a  Bill  a  second 
time  for  the  purpose  of  referring  it  to  a 
Committee.  But  that  was  preoisdy 
what  had  not  been  done  in  the  case  cited 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  A  Oooi- 
mittee  had  been  appointed  on  the  Lav 
of  Distress.  The  House  had  two  Bills 
before  it  —  one  had  not  been  read  a 
second  time,  and  was  never  likely  to 
reach  that  stage;  the  other  had  been 
read  a  second  time,  but  was  not  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee.  He  thought 
that  the  House  had  great  reason  to 
complain  of  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  this  matter.  Most  sincerely 
and  cordially  he  wished  to  recognixe 
the  conciliatory  and  able  manner  in 
which  the  Judge  Advocate  General  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  conducted  the  Bnriali 
Act  in  its  passage  through  the  House; 
but  he  also  claimed  credit  for  the  loyal 
way  in  which  the  clergy  of  the  Ohoich  of 
England  had  accepted  it.  With  every  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  Nonoonformiat 
papers  to  make  up  grievances  there  was 
not  one  case  in  1 ,000 — not  1 5  in  all  Eng- 
land  and  Wales — where  any  real  g^und 
of  complaint  against  the  conduct  of 
clergymen  with  reference  to  this  Act 
could  be  shown.  After  a  Committee  had 
been  appointed  last  night  without  objec- 
tion on  that  side  of  the  House,  it  was 
not  fair  to  come  down  that  day  and 
insist  upon  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  Everything  that  oould  with  fair- 
ness be  asked  hf^  been  attained  by  As 
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appointment  of  a  Oommittee,  and  this 
Bill  oould  only  be  necessary  as  an  in- 
stalment—a first  step  in  what  had  been 
called  a  burning  question — the  disen- 
dowment  of  the  Church  of  England.  He 
could  not  conceive  a  more  offensive  term 
by  which  to  designate  a  clergyman  than 
that  used  by  an  hon.  Member  below  the 
Gangway  (Mr.  Blingworth) — namely,  a 
"  State  official."  The  clergy  were  in  no 
sense  "State  officials."  They  did  not 
derive  their  order  from  the  State ;  they 
were  neither  appointed  by  nor  were  they 
paid  by  the  State.  When  they  heard  lan- 

gaage  of  that  sort  used  in  favour  of  the 
ill,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  those  who 
supported  it  had  already  obtained  all 
they  could  fairly  desire,  he  considered 
that  pressing  the  Bill  to  a  second  read- 
ing was  nothing  more  than  simple 
tyranny   and  insult  to  the  Church   of 

EDgland. 

Mr.  LYTJLPH  STANLEY  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John 
Mowbray)  was  singularly  unfortunate 
in  maintaining  that  the  clergy  were 
not  State  officials,  when  they  had  seen 
within  a  week  reports  in  the  news- 
papers of  a  clergyman  in  Derbyshire 
who  had  been  compelled,  by  a  peremp- 
tory mandamus,  to  register  the  burial 
of  a  Nonconformist  in  his  parish  after 
having  tried  every  means  in  his  power 
to  de&at  the  law  imposed  upon  him 
as  a  State  official.  The  clergyman  was 
distinctly  a  State  official  ;  therefore, 
liable  to  the  most  severe  penalties  if 
he  made  false  entries  in  his  registers, 
and  as  long  as  the  Church  of  England 
remained  an  Established  Church  he  would 
remain  an  official  of  the  State.  There 
had  been  several  discoveries  made  of 
mistakes  in  this  Bill  which  had  no 
foundation,  and  among  them  was  pointed 
out  the  case  of  hideous  monuments. 
Now,  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  for 
permitting  any  monuments.  All  that 
waa  done  in  the  Bill  was  the  abolition  of 
tilie  right  to  receive  a  fee  for  the  erection 
of  a  monument.  The  legal  course 
was  to  obtain  a  faculty  for  the  erection 
of  a  monument.  The  clergyman  him- 
self had  no  ri^ht  to  grant  permission  for 
the  erection  of  a  monument ;  he  might, 
by  custom,  have  power  to  receive  a  cer- 
tain fee.  The  Ordinary  could  grant  a 
faculty  in  the  teeth  of  any  opposition. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  House  whether 
it  waa  more  likely  that  under  the  Bill 
there  would  be  more  chance  of  having 


the  churchyards  disBgured  with  large, 
sprawling,  vulgar  monuments  than  there 
was  now  ?    At  present  99  out  of  100  of 
the  monuments  were  erected  without  any 
faculty  at  all.     It  was  done  by  an  agree- 
ment with  the  clergyman ;  and  the  more 
liberal  the  donation  the  more  likely  was 
the  clergyman  to  acquiesce  in  the  erec- 
tion of  the  monument.  It  was  necessary, 
as  this  Bill  proposed,  that  there  should 
be  some  check  upon  the  discretion  of  the 
clergyman  in  allotting  places  for  burials. 
When  they  were  told  that  there  were  no 
grievances  it  was  remarkable  that  there 
should  be  two  such  cases  as  that  in  Derby- 
shire, and  the  case  of  the  incumbent  at 
Helmsley,  who  not  only  refused  to  bury 
a  Nonconformist  by  the  side  of  his  wife 
in  consecrated  ground,  but  went  so  far 
as  to  force  the  mourners  with  the  body 
to  enter  by  a  side  gate,  because,  he  said, 
the  feelings  of  the  Church  of  England 
people  would  be  outraged  by  the  body  of 
a  Dissenter  passing  over  the  consecrated 
ground.      But  there  were,   no  doubt, 
many  other  cases  of  oppression  and  sub- 
mission which  had  not  come  to  light ; 
because  the  Dissenters,  being  of  com- 
paratively humble  station,  were  not  in 
a  position  to  quarrel  with  the  parson 
and  the  squire.     It  was  necessary,  there- 
fore, to  have  some  protection  in  those 
cases.     The  Burials  Act  recognized  the 
right  of  every  parishioner  to  be  buried 
in  his  own  churchyard ;  and  this  Bill  was 
consequent  upon  it,  and  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  vest  the  management  of  the 
churchyard  in  impartial  hands.     It  was 
quite   true  that  a  great  many  of  the 
clergy  had  honourably  acquiesced  in  the 
new  state  of  things,  yet  there  had  been 
no  measure  the  opposition  to  which  was 
more  distinctly  ecclesiastical   than   the 
Burials  Act.     If  they  wanted  to  get  rid 
of  the  bickerings  of  parochial  jealousy 
these  matters  should  be  taken  out  of  the 
control  of  the  clergy,  who  had  imported 
so  much  bad  feeling  into  their  opposi- 
tion. 

Mb.  STUAET-WORTLEY  reminded 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Burials  Act 
was  first  passed  in  the  House  of  Lords 
by  a  majority  of  the  occupants  of  the 
Episcopal  Bench.  If  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  1880  had  expected  that  the 
Burials  Act  would  be  followed  by  such 
a  "  corollary  "  as  this  it  would  not  have 
given  its  assent  to  it.  In  being  invited 
as  a  matter  of  Parliamentary  precedent 
to  consent  to  the  second  reading  of  this. 
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hannless  littlb  Bill,  they  were  ssked  to 

ooueent  to  a  larger  meaBure  of  diBendow- 

ment  than  its  advocates  sefmed  to  realize, 

Xhe  Home  Secretary  said  they  ought  to 

read  the  Bill  a  second  time  because  it 

vas  the  Parliamentary  custom  to  do  so ;  , 

but  this  was  one  of  the  inatanoes  which  ,  ">e  I*"'  relating  to  the  applioalion  of  money* 


even  a  Parliamentary  custom  might  have 
inconveniences.  If  a  Select  Committea 
was  to  examine  the  Bill  hon.  Members 
who  supported  it  would  have  an  ample 
cmportunity  of  proposing  it  as  a  draft 
fieport ;  and  if  the  Committee  accepted 
it  vtrhatim  »t  liUralim  that  Report  would 
oome  to  the  House,  and  the  House  could 
give  to  the  principle  a  consent  which 
had  not  been  obtained  for  it  in  the  dark. 
He  used  that  expression  advisedly ;  be- 
cause, as  he  remarked  last  night,  the 
En>eeches  which  bad  been  made  only 
dealt  with  one  side  of  the  subject,  and 
there  was  a  strong  probability  that  ma- 
terial  facte  on  the  other  side  would  be 
elicited  by  the  inquiry.  Ho  therefore 
oppoeed  the  second  reading. 

Mk.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  that 
no  doubt  the  clergy  were  State  officials  , 
tliough  it  was,  perbape,  an  offensive 
way  of  speaking  of  their  position.  In 
the  main,  they  were  like  the  ministers 
of  any  otiier  denomination — a  relinoua 
body — and  accidentally  they  fulfilled 
certain  functions  cast  upon  them  by  the 
State.  But  what  they  had  to  consider 
was  this  Bill,  and  he  maintained  that 
the  Committee  appointed  on  Tuesday 
night  had  the  amplest  powers  to  con- 
sider the  best  mode  of  regulating  burial 
fees.  He  thought  many  of  the  clausee 
of  the  Bill  went  in  an  entirely  wrong 
direction.  Por  instance,  he  thought  no 
provision  should  be  made  whereby  2».  &d. 
oould  be  paid  for  a  first-class  funeral 
with  a  full  serrioe,  and  \».  Gd.  for  a  se- 
oond-claes  funeral  with  a  mutilated  aer- 
vice.  The  Bill,  being  full  of  demerits, 
on  what  ground  should  it  be  read  a 
second  time  and  sent  to  the  Committee, 
whom  it  must  bias  in  a  wrong  sense  ? 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
joumed  till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 
PDBLio  HEALTH  {Scotland)  act  amknd- 

ITEKT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  CAMiBoy,   Bill  to  amend 
"The  Pnhlio  Health  (Sootland)   Act,   1B67," 
Mr.  Stturt-  WbrtUj/ 


tlATTaBW    RlSLST. 

Bill;>rMm«Nf,and  read  the  fint  time.  [BiU116.] 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
T%wrtiaj/,  ZOth  Xarok,  1862. 


MINTITES.]— Public  Bills— Km*  Seeiiia- 
Elemontary  Education  Provinonal  Ordcn 
Confinofttion  (West  Ham,  tc)»  (M) ;  El». 
mentaty  Education  Proviaional  Order  Con' 
firmation  (London)  *  (£6) :  Local  OorenmHot 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orden  (BalljmsDa, 
&cO  *  {61) ;  Dnkeof  AltNuiy  (Eatabliahmsnt)* 
{68). 

REPBESEKTATITE  PEERS  OF 
IBELAKD. 
The  Lord  Ohancbllob  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  I'arliameDta 
had  received  (by  post)  &om  the  Clerk 
of  the  Crown  and  Hanaper  in  Ireland 
(pursuant  to  order  of  Monday  last)  Be- 
tum  respecting  the  electioa  of  Bepre- 
eentative  Peers  of  Ireland  :  OrJOTcd, 
That  the  said  Beturu  be  itrtiiM.  (No. 
54.) 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BA8UT0LASD. 
QUBBTIOV. 

ViaoouNT  BTJE.Y :  Seeing  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  in  his  place,  I  wish  to  ask  wke- 
ther  he  has  received  any  confinuttiOD  <d 
the  telegram  which  has  appeared  in  the 
morning  papers  ? 

The  Earl  op  KIMBEBLEY:  My 
Lords,  in  reply  to  the  Question  asked 
by  my  noble  Friend  opposite,  I  hare  to 
say  that  Her  Maieety's  Government 
have  received  intelligence  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  will  read  a  telegram  reoeived  at 
the  Colonial  OfRce  from  Sir  HerculM 
Etobinson,  dated  the  28lb  of  Haroh.  It 
is  as  follows  : — 
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"The  Fremieraiiiiouiiced  last  night  in  House 
Basato  policy  determined  on  by  GoTemment. 
It  is  briefly  this : — That  there  shall  be  no  aban- 
donment nnder  any  circumstances ;  that  there 
shsll  be  no  renetial  of  the  war,  nor  confisca- 
ti(m,  except  as  a  last  resource;  that  the  dis- 
annament  proclamation  shall  be  forthwiUi  re- 
pealed; and  that  a  Commission  shall  be  ap- 
pointed to  assess  the  injury  done  to  loyals  and 
traders,  and  to  pa^  for  it  in  money ;  that  Com- 
mission will  also  inquire  into  and  report  on  the 
idrisability  of  establishing  local  self-govern- 
ment, and  as  to  propriety  of  giving  the  people 
some  measure  of  representation  in  Parliament. 
With  these  concessions,  and  an  efficient  police, 
it  is  hoped  disaffection  may  be  subdued  and  law 
and  order  gradually  re-established  throughout 
tiie  whole  of  Basutoland." 

I  have  to  add  that  Her  Majeety's  GK>- 
Ternment  have  received  with  much  satis- 
faction this  intelligence,  in  the  hope 
that  it  will  put  an  end  to  the  difficulties 
in  that  country. 

PETVATB    AND     PEOVISIONAL    ORDBB    CON- 
FIBMATION    BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  92.  and 
93.  be  suspended ;  and  that  the  time  for  deposit- 
ing petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  Pri- 
vate and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bills, 
whidi  would  otherwise  expire  during  the  ad. 
joomment  of  the  House  at  Easter,  be  extended 
to  tiie  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit 
after  the  recess. 

POLICE  PROTECTION  (IRELAND). 
MOTION   FOB  PAPE&S. 

The  Earl  of  COUETOWN,  in  rising 
to  move  for  the  Correspondence  between 
the  Irish  Executive  and  the  Director  of 
the  Property  Defence  Association  on  the 
Bubject  of  police  protection  to  caretakers, 
said,  in  moving  for  these  Papers,  his 
main  object  was  to  justify  the  Property 
Defence  Association  publicly  in  the  steps 
vhich  they  had  taken.  He  thought  this 
was  more  especially  necessary  if  it  should 
turn  out,  as  he  thought  very  likely,  see- 
ing that  many  of  the  peasantry  were 
armed,  that  some  of  the  men  employed 
bj  the  Property  Defence  Association 
should  lose  their  lives  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duty.  Some  time  ago,  when  the 
Property  Defence  Association  asked  for 
protection,  the  Government  not  only 
ffranted  it,  but  promised  to  give  them 
nill  protection,  and  even  tried  to  persuade 
them  from  arming  their  men  with  pistols ; 
but  now,  OS  the  Correspondence  would 
show,  thej  were  encouraged  to  arm  their 
men,  aad,  of  course,  arming  men  meant 
thai  thejr  were  to  use  their  arms.  Captain 
Mftxwdiy  the  Direotor  of  the  Associationi 


had  solemnly  warned  the  Government 
of  the  responsibility  they  would  incur 
should  a  collision  arise  between  the  men 
in  their  employment  and  the  inhabitants 
of  the  districts  in  which  they  were  called 
upon  to  perform,  not  only  the  simple 
duty  of  caretakers,  but  also  to  use  fire- 
arms in  case  of  need.  On  a  former 
occasion  he  (the  Earl  of  Courtown)  had 
expressed  strongly  his  sense  of  the  re- 
sponsibility that  devolved  upon  the  Pro- 
perty Defence  Association  in  consequence 
of  that  policy  of  the  Government.  How- 
ever, he  was  glad  to  see  that  since  the 
intention  to  remove  police  protection 
from  caretakers  and  houses  was  first 
announced,  that  intention  had  been  to  a 
certain  extent  modified,  and  that  protec- 
tion would  be  afforded  in  certain  cases. 
An  understanding  had  been  arrived  at 
that  should  protection  be  withdrawn 
from  houses  a  notice  would  be  given  to 
the  Director  of  the  Property  Defence 
Association.  But  that  arrangement  did 
not  always  work  satisfactorily,  for  infor- 
mation had  lately  reached  him  that  in 
one  case  where  notice  was  served  that 
the  police  protection  of  a  house  would 
be  removed,  the  County  Inspector  would 
not  wait  for  an  additional  number  of 
caretakers  to  be  sent,  but  withdrew  the 
police  on  the  20th  of  last  month,  and 
on  the  night  of  the  24th  the  house  was 
burnt.  The  Property  Defence  Associa- 
tion had  heretofore  chosen  trustworthy 
men  as  caretakers ;  but  now  they  had  to 
look  out  for  men  who  had  the  additional 
qualifications  of  discretion,  judgment, 
and  experience  in  the  use  of  firearms. 
They  were  told  it  was  justifiable,  in 
certain  circumstances,  to  repel  force  by 
force,  and,  if  occasion  required,  even 
to  take  life ;  but  they  all  knew  that 
magistrates  had  made  mistakes  in  that 
matter,  and  that  where  police  officers 
had  fired  on  a  mob  it  had  been 
afterwards  decided  that  they  were  not 
justified  in  doing  so.  How  much  more 
likely  was  that  to  happen  with 
caretakers?  It  was  a  very  nice  point 
for  those  men  to  say  how  far  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  would  justify  the 
taking  of  life.  It  was  said  they  might 
obtain  additional  protection  from  police 
patrob ;  but  that  very  much  depended 
upon  how  the  patrolling  was  carried  out, 
and  on  the  number  of  men  employed. 
The  mere  perfunctorily  marching  along 
one  road  at  a  stated  hour,  and  returning 
by  another,    might  easily  be   evaded 
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by  the  strategy  of  lawless  men.     He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  the  officers  in  com- 
mand of  stations  would  be  men  who  were 
capable  of  meeting  strategy  by  strategy. 
The  question  of  police  protection  to  care- 
takers was  daily  acquiring  increased  im- 
portance from  the  policy  of  the  Land 
League.    Last  year  tenants  were  told  by 
the  agents  of  the  Land  League  that  if 
the   landlords  chose  to  evict  them,  let 
them — that  they  would  find  no  one  to 
take  their  land.    That  was  found  to  be 
true;  for  when  landlords  had  evicted 
they  had  barely  found  tenants  to  take 
their  land.    Even  when  the  farms  were 
taken   by  the   landlords,  the    tenants, 
even  when  they  had  the  money,  had  al- 
lowed the  interest  of  their  farms  to  go 
for  a  merely  nominal  price.     One  womd 
have  supposed   that  they  would  have 
strained    every  nerve  to    retain    their 
farms ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  they  allowed 
them  to  go  in  the  most  careless  way. 
He  had  known  cases  in  which  the  ten- 
ant's interest  had  been  sold  for  £5.    It 
was  very  hard  to  see  what  would  be  the 
result  of  this  kind  of  policy ;  but  it  cer- 
tainly caused  the  landlords  great  incon- 
venience.    Some    active    young  ladies 
were  going  about  the  country  advising 
tenants  not  to  pay  their  rents,  and  they 
would  see   that  themselves  and  their 
families  would  be  well  taken  care  of. 
These  people  were  causing  a  great  deal 
of  harm.     He    believed  these  associa- 
tions, of  which  these  young  ladies  were 
the  agents,  were  very  liberal  in  their 
dealings  towards  themselves,  and  were 
making  a  good  living  out  of  it ;  but  that 
their  payments  to  the  labourer  or  the 
farmer  were  most  parsimonious.     It  was 
to  be  expected  that  an  increasing  num- 
ber of  farms  would  fall  into  the  hands 
of  the  landlords,  or  of  the  Defence  Asso- 
ciation as  trustees.     Those  farms  might 
ultimately  be  taken  by  tenants ;  but,  in 
the  first  instance,  they  must  be  occupied 
by  caretakers.     In  those  circumstances, 
he  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  afford  protection  to  caretakers 
and  houses.     The   Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had,  he  observed,  in  the  other 
House,  the  other  night,  described  the 
state  of  things  in  that  country  as  a  ter- 
rible state  of  things,  and  spoke  of  the 
great  struggle  now  going  on  between 
lawlessness  and  order.     The  Property 
Defence  Association  were  prepared  to 
bear  their  part  in  that  struggle.     They 
hoped  that  what  they  had  done  in  the  I 

The  Earl  of  Courtown 


past  had  not  been  without  effect,  and 
they  proposed  to  carry  it  further.     He 
did  not  charge  the   Oovemment  with 
acting  in  a  hostile  manner  towards  the 
Association  in  withdrawing  police  pro- 
tection ;  but,  undoubtedly,  their  course 
had  had  the  effect  of  increasing  the  ex- 
penses of  that  body,  and  also  embar- 
rassed its  operations.     He  hoped  that 
the  Association  would  be  able  to  give 
support  to  law  and  order;  and  he  thought 
that  as  long  as  they  did  it  in  the  manner 
they  had  done  it  in  the  past  they  had 
a  right  to  count  upon  the  support  of 
the    Gt>vemment,   and  there  was  very 
little  doubt  they  could  count  upon  the 
support  of  the  public  feeling  of  the 
country. 

Moved  for,  ''Correspondence  between  the 
Irish  Executive  and  the  Director  of  liie  Pro* 
perty  Defence  Association  on  the  subject  of 
police  protection  to  caretakers." — {The  Earl  of 
Courtown.) 

Lord  CARLINQFORD :  I  have  lis- 
tened with  pleasure  to  the  very  fair  and 
interesting  speech  of  the  noble  £arl  on 
behalf  of  the  Property  Defence  Associa- 
tion, especially  as  he  has  expressed  a 
desire  not  to  make  any  charge  against 
the  Government  in  the  matter.     1  con 
only  say  that  the  Irish  Q-ovemment  had, 
and  still  have,  a  very  strong  opinion, 
founded  upon  the  best  possible  informa- 
tion at  their  disposal,  that  it  was  their 
duty  to  make  the  change  referred  to, 
and  to  employ  a  number  of  police,  who 
had  been  told  off  in  small  bodies,  for 
the  personal  and  immediate  protection 
of  caretakers  for  other  duties — patrolling 
and  other  things — in  the  disturbed  dis- 
tricts, in  the  performance  of  which  they 
believed  the  police  would  render  more 
effectual  assistance  in  carrying  on  that 
struggle  of  law  and  order  a^^ainst  crime 
and  outrage  of  which  the  Ofaief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  spoke  in  such  strong 
terms  the  other  night.    I  may  add,  with 
respect  to  this  change  of  system,  that 
the  Government  have  been  in  ftdl  con- 
sultation with  the  special  resident  magis- 
trates who  are  in  charge  of  the  most 
disturbed  districts  in  Ireland,  and  their 
opinion  has  been  most  strongly  given  in 
favour  of  that  change.    It  is  also  their 
hope  and  belief  that  they  will  be  able 
by  other  means — means  less  direct,  but 
they  hope  not  less  effectual — to  give  that 
protection  to  caretakers  which  we  noble 
Earl  and  the  Property  Defence  Asaooia- 
tion  naturally  and  properly  look  fur. 
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The  Irisli  Gt>Temment  is  very  sensible 
of  the  valuable  services  rendered  by  the 
Aseociation  with  which  the  noble  Earl 
is  connected.  There  have  been  services 
performed,  and  work  done  by  it,  which, 
on  the  one  hand,  could  not  be  done  in 
many  cases  by  individuals,  and  which 
was,  on  the  other  hand,  beyond  the 
power  and  duties  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. In  the  feeling  of  gratitude 
we  owe  to  the  Association  I  heartily 
concur. 

Motion  a^eed  to. 

Correspondence  ordered   to  be    laid 
before  the  House. 

PRECOGNITIONS  (SCOTLAND). 
QUESnOir.      OBSEBVATIOirS. 

The  Eabl  of  MINTO  rose  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Q-ovemment,  Whether 
any  instructions  have  been  g^ven,  in 
conformity  with  their  intentions  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  House  of  Lords  on  the 
8th  of  last  July,  relative  to  the  periodi- 
cal production  by  the  authorities  of  the 
Crown  Office  in  Scotland  of  the  number 
of  investigations  by  procurators  fiscal 
in  each  county  of  Scotland  into  cases  of 
sudden  death  and  death  under  suspicious 
circumstances,  with  the  result  of  each 
inquiry;  also  of  investigations  in  cases 
of  accident  and  of  incendiarism  ?  The 
noble  Earl  said,  there  were  very  serious 
cases  constantly  occurring,  and  he  thought 
it  not  only  desirable,  but  necessary,  that 
some  such  proposal  as  he  had  indicated 
should  be  earned  into  effect.     He  com- 

Elained  that  hitherto  the  public  had 
een  kept  in  ignorance,  in  many  cases, 
of  the  investigations  which  had  been 
made  in  various  parts  of  the  country  as 
to  suspicious  and  other  deaths.  He  con- 
tended that  in  all  such  instances  there 
should  be  prompt  communication  made 
to  the  chief  officials  of  the  county  in 
which  a  death  took  place,  and  that  every 
facility  should  be  given  to  enable  the 
public  to  acquire  full  information  with 
regard  to  it.  He  had  before  now  stated 
that  he  was  in  favour  of  the  names  of 
the  deceased  persons  being  published 
officially ;  but  he  learnt  that  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  approve  the  adoption 
of  such  a  course,  on  the  fi^round  that 
pain  and  annoyance  would  be  caused  to 
the  surviving  relatives  of  dead  persons. 
He  had,  tnerefore,  relinquished  that 
part  of  his  proposition;  but  he  could 


not  impress  too  strongly  upon  the  House 
the  vital  importance  of  taking  imme- 
diate steps  in  reference  to  this  matter, 
which  he  conceived  to  be  of  immediate 
consequence.  What  he  mainly  desired 
to  insist  upon  was,  that  the  chief  officials 
in  each  county  should  be  instantly  ap- 
piised  of  all  investigations  takine  place 
in  such  county,  and  that  the  public  at 
large  should  be  placed  in  such  a  position 
that  they  might  have  full  opportunity 
for  the  acquisition  of  information  on 
matters  which,  to  many  of  tiiiem,  were 
of  serious  and  grave  moment.  He  had 
on  a  former  occasion,  as  their  Lordships 
knew,  brought  this  question  before  the 
House ;  but  the  answer  he  received  upon 
that  occasion  was,  he  was  afraid,  not  so 
satisfactory  as  he  could  have  wished. 
He  hoped  that  the  answer  he  might 
now  receive  would  be  a  satisfactory  one  ; 
and  that  whatever  action  was  taken 
would  be  taken  promptly  and  without 
delay. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY:  I  am 
sure  everybody  is  extremely  indebted  to 
the  noble  Earl  for  the  trouble  he  has 
taken  with  reference  to  this  subject,  and 
the  means  he  has  taken,  both  inside  and 
outside  the  House,  to  bring  his  exertions 
to  a  satisfactory  conclusion.  I  think  my 
noble  Friend  will  consider  that  the  an- 
swer I  have  to  give  him  to-night  is  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  to  the  exertions 
he  has  made.  Instructions  have  been 
given  to  the  Crown  Agents  and  the 
Sheriff  Clerks  in  counties,  and  to  Town 
Clerks  in  burghs,  to  make  a  Return  of 
the  cases  reported  to  them  under  the 
heads  —  first,  of  sudden  deaths  and 
deaths  under  suspicious  circumstances ; 
second,  fires  and  explosions ;  and  third, 
accidents.  They  are  also  to  specify  those 
cases  in  which  there  is  reason  to  suspect 
crime  and  culpability,  and  to  state  the 
number  in  each  county.  These  Returns 
will  be  open  to  public  inspection,  and 
care  will  be  taken  that  they  shall  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  parties  who 
may  be  supposed  to  be  more  immediately 
interested.  As  regards  the  question  of 
names,  the  noble  Earl  has  correctly  stated 
the  reasons  which  disincline  the  Govern- 
ment to  publish  them ;  and,  as  regards 
the  promptitude  with  which  these  mea- 
sures I  have  indicated  will  be  carried 
out,  I  can  assure  him  that  the  ar- 
rangements made  will  insure  their 
being  carried  into  effect  without  any 
delay. 
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TURKEY  —  PASSAGE    IN    THE    BOS- 
PHORUS— RUSSIAN  ARMED  SHIPS. 

OBSERVATIONS.      QUESTION. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  The  statements  I  refer  to  in  the 
Question  I  am  about  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  proceeded 
from  the  Constantinople  Correspondents 
of  The  Times  and  The  Standard,  March 
11,  from  the  Constantinople  Correspon- 
dents of  The  Times  and  The  Standard, 
March  24,  and  from  the  Constantinople 
Correspondent  of  The  Times,  March  27. 
The  most  important  of  them  is  that  the 
Porte  had  entered  a  formal  protest 
against  the  passage  of  the  Moskowa  with 
700  soldiers  on  board  through  the  Bos- 
phorus.  The  Moskowa  is  described  as 
one  of  the  Volunteer  Fleet,  used  in 
time  of  peace  as  a  merchantman.  She 
was  bound  from  NicolaiefiP,  the  naval 
arsenal  in  the  Black  Sea,  to  Yladivostock, 
on  the  East  Coast  of  Siberia.  There  is 
a  statement  with  regard  to  another 
vessel  for  which  a  Firman  had  been 
asked  for  and  conceded.  The  necessity 
of  maintaining  the  Bosphorus  and  Dar- 
danelles against  ships  of  war  has  been 
recognized  in  many  Treaties.  It  is 
specifically  laid  down  in  the  1st  Article 
of  the  Treaty  of  1841,  by  which  the 
Egyptian  difficulty  of  that  period  was 
settled.  No  doubt  the  Black  Sea  Con- 
ference of  1871  enabled  ships  of  war  to 
ascend  the  Bosphorus  and  Dardanelles, 
but  only  at  the  desire  of  the  Sultan. 
The  allegations  I  have  mentioned  may 
be  perfectly  unfounded ;  but,  if  correct, 
ought  not  to  be  entirely  passed  over. 
The  circumstances  of  the  late  war ;  the 
particular  relations  of  the  Treaty  of  San 
Stefano  to  the  Congress  of  Berlin  ;  the 
mysterious  accession  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  to  the  Offices  he  holds, 
create  in  Eussia  a  not  unnatural  desire 
to  surmount  the  barriers  which,  speak- 
ing roughly,  guard  the  Mediterranean 
from  the  Black  Sea,  and  which  a  few 
years  back  had  nearly  vanished  alto- 
gether. A  merchantman  develops  into 
a  ship  of  war  by  easy  stages.  What- 
ever goes  through  the  Bosphorus  may 
possibly  remain  there  for  a  considerable 
period.  In  this  way,  a  naval  occupation 
may  be  silently  effected  so  as  to  add  no 
little  force  to  the  Embassy  with  which 
it  is  connected.  I  have  but  one  more 
remark  to  offer.  Of  all  the  fallacies  the 
Eastern  Question  has  createdi  possiblj 


the  greatest  lies  in  the  assumption  that 
whatever  the  Sublime  Porte  is  led  to 
ratify  should  cease  to  be  an  object  of 
distrust  among  the  Powers  which  main- 
tain its  independence.  Those  Powers 
maintain  its  independence  not  for  Otto- 
man, but  European  interests  and  ob- 
jects. There  are  many  instances  in 
which  the  diplomatic  influence  of  Eussia 
may  lead  the  Porte  to  ratify  what  it  is 
anxious  to  oppose,  and  what,  at  least, 
ought  not  to  be  conceded.  In  the 
Treaty  of  Unkiar  Skelessi,  by  which,  in 
1833,  Bussia  and  the  Porte  were  bound 
for  eight  years  to  defend  one  another — 
a  Treaty  which  drew  forth  a  protest 
from  France  and  Great  Britain — this 
truth  received  a  well-known  illustration. 
But  I  will  add  no  further  preface  to  the 
Question.  I  have  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  Whether  they  are  pre- 
pared to  g^ve  any  information  as  to  the 
allegod  passage  of  Bussian  ships  with 
armed  men  through  the  Bosphorus  and 
Dardanelles  ? 

Earl  GBANVILLE:  We  are  in- 
formed  that  a  Bussian  transport  called 
the  Moskowa  anchored  at  the  beginning 
of  the  month  of  March  in  the  Bosphorus 
with  700  soldiers  on  board,  whom  she 
was  transporting  from  Nicolaieff,  in  the 
Black  Sea,  to  Yladivostock,  on  the 
Eastern  Coast  of  Siberia.  This  arrival, 
without  previous  communication  with 
the  Porte,  caused  considerable  dissatis- 
faction to  the  Sultan,  and  the  Moekewa 
was  requested  immediately  to  proceed 
upon  her  voyage.  She  had,  however, 
started  before  the  order  reached  her. 
The  Bussian  Embassy  contended  that 
the  soldiers  were  passengers  and  un- 
armed, and  that  it  was,  therefore,  not 
necessary  to  obtain  the  previous  assent 
of  the  Turkish  Gt>vemment  to  the  an- 
chorage of  the  vessel.  An  application 
was  subsequently  made  to  the  Ottoman 
Government  from  the  Bussian  Govern- 
ment for  permission  for  another  ship  to 
pass  through  with  exiles  destined  for 
the  Pacific  Coast  in  charge  of  a  military 
guard.  The  Foreign  Minister  objected. 
We  have  not  yet  heard  offidallv  how 
the  matter  has  been  decided.  There  is 
no  doubt  whatever  that  with  regard  to 
men-of-war  and  to  merchant  vessels 
containing  armed  men  the  permission  of 
the  Ottoman  Government  would  have  to 
be  obtained.  I  should  not  like  to  give 
off-hand  an  opinion  with  regard  to  Gk>- 
vemment  vessels,  which  do  not  answer 
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exactly  to  tha  deBoription  of  the  abore-  |  Joint  Oommittee  of  both  HoasoB  of  Par- 
mentioned  veuelB,  without  knowing  all  :  liament  which  sat  last  Session  to  c — 


the  facte  of  each  caee. 

Thb  Makqcmb  of  SALISBUBT  : 
Are  we  to  nndentand  that  the  question 
whether  any  communication  b  will  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  Hussian  GoTemment  is 
under  the  oondderation  of  Her  Ma- 
jwtj'e  QoTemment  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  Womuetobtain 
farther  informatioD  before  we  decide 
whether  we  shall  send  any  further  oom- 
nunications  or  not. 

ROYAL  PARKS— EICHMOND  PARK— 
THE  ROEHAMPTON  GATE. 

QUESTION. 

The  Eaki.  of  DUNRAVEN  asked 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  Whether 
the  Boehampton  Gate  of  Bicbmond  Park 
ia  barred  to  the  public  by  a  barrier 
wroBS  the  road,  within  a  few  yards  of 
the  gate ;  and,  if  bo,  whether  it  is  not 
idTieable  to  close  the  Roehampton  Gate 
UDtil  such  time  as  the  public  are 
allowed  access  to  that  gat«  ? 

Lord  8TJDELET :  I  am  sony  that  I 
am  unable  to  give  the  noble  £arl  much 
information  on  this  subject  at  present. 
It  is  quite  true  that  a  barrier  has  been 
placed  across  the  lane  by  Mrs.  Frescott, 
the  lady  who  owns  that  property,  thus 
preventing  the  public  having  access  to 
the  Roohampton  Gate.  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  is  in  communication 
with  His  Royal  Highness  the  Banger, 
and  the  whole  matter  is  now  under  con- 
sideration. 

LoED  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
said,  ha  thought  that  the  public  would 
be  glad  to  buy  up  the  lady's  rights 
if  she  were  willing  to  sell  tjiem.  He 
understood  that  a  few  years  back  she 
would  have  accepted  £2,000— a  small 
snm,  considering  that  the  Boehampton 
Gate  gave  an  access  to  Richmond  Park 
two  miles  nearer  than  any  other  gate. 
Besides  that,  it  was  within  half  a  mile  of 
arailwaystationatBamesCommon.  He 
was  Bure  that  the  opening  of  the  gate 
would  be  a  great  boon  to  every  class  of 
the  public. 

STATIONEET  OFFICB  (CONTEOLLER'S 
REPORT).— RBSOLTJTIONS. 
Lord    THtJRLOW,    in    asking  the 
House  to  concur  in  the  Resolutions  em- 
bodying the  recommendations   of   the 


aider  the  first  Report  of  the  Controller  of 
Her  Majesty's  Stationery  OflSoe,  said, 
that  they  were  brief  but  important. 
The  Treasury  and  the  Stationery  Office 
considered  that,  if  carried  out,  they 
would  not  only  lead  to  considerable 
economies  being  effected,  but  would  also 
expedite  and  simplify  all  matters  con- 
nected with  the  printing,  storage,  and 
distribution  of  Parliamentary  Papers. 
There  was  only  one  other  point  to  wbiob 
he  should  allude — it  was  toe  promulga- 
tion list,  to  which  a  noble  Lord  ^Lord 
Monteagle)  referred  last  year.  This  list 
was  now  under  revision  by  the  Home 
Office  and  Treasury  ;  and  when  it 
emerged  &om  that  process  it  would  be 
found  that  the  names  of  obsolete  Offices 
and  officials  supposed  to  be  supplied 
with  copies  of  the  Statutes  had  been  ex- 
punged. He  would  only  add  that  these 
Resolutions  had  already  received  the 
approval  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  agree  to  them.  He  begged  to 
move  the  following  Resolutions  : — 

'■  (1.)  That  the  presont  sjatem,  under  which 
this  House  employ*  (or  ita  ordinary  work  a 
Bopsrate  priater.  wocking  independently  of,  and 
without  reference  to,  other  Government  oon- 
tracts,  is  inexpedient,  and  he  at  the  first  conv»- 
niout  opportunity  diacontinued : 

"  (2.)  That  the  Lords  CommiBmonoTB  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  he  authoriaed  to  mslie  ^ra- 
liminarj'  arrangements,  and  at  the  proper  time 
to  lay  opeu  to  public  competition, and  enteriuto 
contrapU  to  provide,  in  such  manner  as  they 
may  think  beat,  tor  all  the  printing  of  this 
House,  other  than  the  printing  of  the  Minutes 
of  Proceedings  and  Journals  ;  provided  that 
such  contracts  made,  either  separately  or  in 
connoiiOD  with  other  printing  for  the  Public 
Serviee,  shall  be  laid  before  the  House  not  less 
than  forty  days,  and  shall  then  take  effect, 
unless  disapproved  by  the  House  : 

"  {3J  That  all  Papers  printed  by  order  of 
this  House,  or  presented  by  Command  of  Her 
Klajest}-,  other  than  those  required  for  the  use 
of  Loiils  or  officers  of  this  Uause,  be  placed 
under  the  custody  of  the  Stationery  OfBce  ;  all 
such  Pupera  to  he  as  far  as  possible  made  easily 
accessible  to  the  public  by  purchase,  and  the 
proceeds  to  be  paid  into  the  Eichequcr." 

BesolutionB  agreed  to. 

ELEMENTAKT  EDUCATIOH  PB0VI8IOKAL  OR- 
DERS coNPiRitATioN  (west  ham,  So.) 
BILL  [u.L.]  [No.  55.)  A  BiU  to  con- 
firm certain  Proiiaional  Orders  made  by  the 
Education  Dopartmant  under  "The  Ele. 
tnontary  Educution  Act,  1B70,"  U>  enable  the 
School  Boards  for  Wcat  Htun,  Enex,  and 
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Terrington  St.  John,  Norfolk,  to  pnt  in  force 
the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845, 
and  the  Acts  amending  the  same :  And 

ELEMSNTABY  EDUOATION  PROVISIONAL  OR- 
DER CONFIRMATION  (loNDON)  BILL  [h.L.] 

rNo.  56.)  A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional 
Order  made  by  the  Education  Department 
under  "The  Elementary  Education  Act, 
1870,*'  to  enable  the  School  Board  for  London 
to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolida- 
tion Act,  1 845,  and  the  Acts  amending  the 
same: 

Were  presented    by    The    Lord    Sandhurst; 
read  1",  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

LOCAL  OOYERNMENT  (iRELAND)  PROVI- 
sional orders  (ballymenay  &c.)  bill 
[h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board  for  Ireland 
relating  to  the  towns  of  Ballymena,  Clonmel, 
Fermoy,  and  Letterkenny — Was  preaented  by 
The  Lord  Pri^t  Seal;  read  1*,  and  re/erred 
to  the  Examiners.     (No.  67.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
nunday,  SOth  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— New  Member  Sworn— Thomas 
Love  Buncombe  Jones-Parry,  esquire, /or  the 
Borough  of  Carnarvon. 

Select  Committee — Turnpike  Acts  Continu- 
ance Act,  1881,  appointed  and  nominated. 

Private  Bill  —  Select  Committee  —  Regent's 
Canal,  City,  and  Docks  Railway,*  nominated. 

Public  BiJjLB^Ordered—Firtt  Beading — Com- 
mons Regulation  Provisional  Orders  •  [117] ; 
Corrupt  Practices  (DiBfranchisement)  •  [HSl ; 
Copynght  (Works  of  Pine  Art,  &c.)*  [119J. 

Third  Jieadina—BillB  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment [108 J,  andpasied. 

PRIVATE   BUSINESS. 


BEOENT^B   CANAL,    CITY,    AND   DOCKS 
BAILWAY  BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  the  Regent's  Canal, 
City,  and  Docks  Railway  Bill  nominated: — 
Mr.  Peel,  ^Ir.  Gilbert  Leigh,  Mr.  David 
Jekkhts,  ^Ir.  Round,  and  Colonel  Milne 
Home  ;  and  Four  to  be  added  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection. — (Jfr.  Athley.) 


{AuxUuuy  Hfrm), 
QUESTIONS. 
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LAW    AND    POLICE    (METROPOLIS)  — 
ALLEGED  DETECTIVE  CONSPIRACY. 

Mb.  BTTET  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  callea  to  the  case  of 
alleged  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  several 
officers  of  the  Westminster  detective 
police  force  to  deprive  a  man  named 
William  Cook  of  his  liberty ;  to  a  state- 
ment made  by  a  convict  named  Laurence 
(alias  Bri^s)  at  the  Surrey  Sessions  on 
the  8th  of  April  1881,  and  repeated 
subsequently  to  a  solicitor  employed  by 
the  Police  Commissioners;  to  a  letter 
from  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Colonies  pur- 
porting to  be  signed  by  a  late  officer  of 
the  Westminster  detective  police;  and 
also  to  a  statement  made  by  the  wife  of 
the  last-mentioned  detective,  all  making 
serious  charges  against  the  detective 
police ;  whether,  after  investigation,  one 
of  the  detective  officers  in  question  has 
been  dismissed  from  the  force  without  a 
pension,  and  another  removed  to  a  dif- 
ferent district ;  and,  whether,  if  the  facts 
be  as  alleged,  he  will  institute  a  public 
inquiry  or  prosecute  the  offenders  ? 

Sib  WIlilAM  HAECOUET:  Sir, 
this  matter  has  been  carefully  investi- 
gated by  me,  and  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  is  no  evidence  to 
show  that  this  is  a  case  of  conspiraoj 
which  could  properly  be  the  subject  of  a 
criminal  prosecution.  I  have  also  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  has  been 
carelessness  amoimting  to  recklessness  in 
proceeding  upon  evidence  of  an  unre- 
liable character.  The  parties  have  com- 
mitted a  most  serious  offence,  and  have 
been  severely  punished. 

ARMY      ORGANIZATION    (AUXILIARY 
FORCES)— MILITIA  UNIFORMS. 

SiB  JOSEPH  BAILEY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  How  many 
Militia  Battalions  have  to  adopt  an  en- 
tire change  of  uniform  this  year,  and 
what  is  the  total  estimated  amount  of 
compensation  to  the  officers  of  those 
Battalions  at  twenty-five  pounds  each  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES:  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
toted  number  of  Militia  battalions  which 
will  be  compelled  to  change  to  or 
from  red,  green,  and  Highland  uniforms 
is  81.    Of  these  I  am  not  certain  whe« 
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ther  more  than  24  will  have  to  change  promised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 

daring  the  next  financial  year.     If  81  would  be  forthcoming  ? 

change,  the  allowance  to  be  paid  to  offi-  Mb.  W.  E.  FOHSTEE  said,  he  did 

cere  will  be  £  1 5, 1 75 .    If  24  only  change  not  remember  the  promise ;  but  he  would 

it  will  be  £12,475.  refer  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  if 
the  occupation  of  the  "  suspects  "  would 

THE  IRISH  LAND  C0MMI8SI0N-THE  be  stated  in  the  Return  ? 

APPEAL  COURT.  Mr.    W.    E.    FORSTER  said,   that 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  asked  Mr.  At-  would  be  by  no  means  an  easy  Return 

torney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  to  make, 
considering  the  great  inconvenience  and 

expense  incurred  by  Irish  landlords  and  STATE  OF  IRELAND— COMPENSATION 

tenants  in  attending  at  the  towns  where  FOR  MALICIOUS  INJURIES, 

the  Court  of  Appeal  of  Irish  Land  Com-  ^^   HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

mission  at  present  hold  their  sittings  for  ^       ^  ^^^  j^^  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

the  purpose  of    hearing  appeals  from  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  1^^^  ^     ^^^ 

the  decisions  of  the  Sub- Commissions,  q^^^^  j^^j^g  ^^  j^^^  ^j^^^^  ^^^  g^^^ 

arrangements  cannot  be  made  for  hold-  ^^^^^^3  ^^  Limerick  and  Tipperary  ioun- 

mg  sittings  of  the  appeal  court  in  the  ^^^^^  arson  and  malicious  injuries ;  and 

Msizetownofeachcounty  soas  to  di-  ^^^^^    ^^^^^^    ^^     ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^ 

numsh  as  much  as  possible  that  mcon-  brought  to  trial  or  arrested  on  reason- 

Temence  and  exnense  which  is  now  se-  able  suspicion    of  having    caused    the 

nooaly  felt  by  landlords,  tenants,  wit-  ^^^jj^q  p 

"•^S  A^BNEy'^oSrAL  fob  ^''-  "^-  ^-  F0E8TEB,  in  reply,  said, 

T»S  *  ^^/Yr^  «  T            N    1°  "  levied  "  was  not  the  correct  expression, 

IRELAND  (Mr  W.  M  JoHKsoN) :  Sir,  y^^^^^  ^^^  q^^^^  j^^^^  ^t      ^^^^^t  ^^ 

I  am  informed  by jflie  Secretary  to  the  ^^t  levy  these  sums.    The  founts  in 

Land  Commission  that,  looking  at  the  ^^j^t  y,^  q^^^^  j^^^g  ^^  tl^^  Tjyj^t^, 

tune  at  the  disiwsal  of  the  Commission,  ^^^  g  ^ng  Assizes  had  condemned  the 

It  18  alwolutely  impracticable  for  them  to  counties  of  Limerick  and  Tipperary  were 

hold  sittings  in  every  Assize  town  to  £3^288   and  £2,013,   respectively.    At 

hear  appeals.  Limerick  three  persons,  and  at  Kppe- 

rary  two  persons,  were  arrested  on  sus- 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO-  picion  of  having  committed  the  crimes 

PERTY    (IRELAND)   ACT,   1881— PER-  of  arson   and  malicious  injury  to  pro- 

SONS  ARRESTED  UNDER  THE  ACT.  perty.    In  neither  case  were  any  brought 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  ^  *"**" 

taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  PROTECTION   OF  PERSON   AND   PRO- 

I's'  :rted^  ?n'  K"ant  the"'  IZ  ^?^J  H^^.^.L^l L^'  l?!i:;l«l^^„- 

number  of  persons  from  the  date  of  the 

first  arrest  in  1881,  to  the  corresponding 

date  in  1882  ?  Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said,  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

he  was  not  able  to  give  the  exact  number  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  upon  Catholic 

of  arrests  in  1866;  but,  as  he  supposed  holidays,    visits    have  been  stopped  to 

the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  was  to  the  suspects  in  Clonmel  Gaol ;  whether 

compare  the  number  of  that  year  with  he  is  aware  that  the   suspects  are  not 

that  of  the  past  year,  he  could  give  him  allowed  to  dine  together,  although  they 

some  informationwhich  would  assist  him.  allege  that  the  expense  would  be  di- 

From  the   19th  of  February,   1866,  to  minished  by  one-half,    and  the  meals 

the  1st  of  March,  1867,  the  arrests  were  much  more  comfortably  served,  if  this 

961.     Between  the  same  dates  in  1881  were  allowed;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact 

and   1882  respectively  the  number  was  that,  in  the  association  room,  out  of  107 

858,  16  of  which  were  re-  arrests,  making  suspects,  chairs  are  only  provided  for  20, 

a  net  total  of  843.  and  that,  for  the  same  number  of  sus- 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  when  the  Return  pects,  the  total  number  of  visits  per  day 

be  had  moved  for,  and  which  had  been  is  limited  to  28  ? 


MENT   OF  PRISONERS   UNDER  THE 
ACT. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
be  found  that  visits  had  been  stopped  on 
Catholic  holidays  in  Clonmel  Gaol  owing 
to  a  misrepresentation  of  the  rules  by  the 
Governor  ;  but  the  matter  had  been  put 
right,  and  would  not  occur  again.  The 
"  suspects  "  did  not  take  their  dinner 
together  in  any  prison,  and  no  complaint 
on  the  subject  nad  been  received,  ex- 
cept from  one  prisoner.  There  were  91 
**  suspects"  now  in  the  prison  at  Clon- 
mel. There  were  39  chairs  and  some 
forms  in  the  association  rooms.  As  many 
were  admitted  to  the  visiting  rooms  as 
could  be  accommodated  each  day,  and  an 
additional  room  was  being  got  ready. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  directions  that  in 
future  ''  suspects  ''  should  not  be  con- 
fined in  any  prison  which  did  not  afford 
sufficient  room  for  the  accommodation  of 
visitors  and  for  the  prisoners  during  the 
hours  of  association  r 

Mb.  AV.  E.  FORSTER  eaid,  he  could 
only  repeat  that  he  had  been  endeavour- 
ing, and  should  endeavour,  to  carry  out 
the  rules  as  much  as  could  be  done  in 
accordance  with  good  discipline  and  the 
safety  of  the  prisoners. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  if  it  was  true 
that  in  Kilmaiuham  the  time  spent  in 
religious  exercises  was  deducted  from 
the  hours  of  association  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  be- 
lieved  that  was  not  so ;  but  if  it  were, 
the  matter  would  be  set  right. 

Mb.   HEALY:    I   am  informed  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman [  Cr\e%  of 

''Order!  "J 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  put  a  Question,  and  has  received 
an  answer,  and  is  not  entitled  to  speak 
now. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lioutontint  of  Ireland, 
Whether  two  brothers  named  Daniel  and 
Edward  Flanagan  were,  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  one  Molloy,  a  farm-servant 
about  sixteen  years  old,  convicted  in 
January  last,  at  the  Munster  Winter 
Assizes,  of  having  fired  into  the  house 
of  one  James  Moloney,  and  were  sen- 
tenced by  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  to  seven 
and  five  years'  penal  servitude  respec- 
tively ;  whether  the  learned  Judge  in 
charging  the  jury  warned  them  that  the 
case  was  one  ''requiring  considerable 
caution  "  on  their  part ;  that  "  the  whole 
case  rested  upon  the  evidence  of  Molloy ;" 
and,  that  "  it  was  for  the  jury  to  exa- 


mine, with  suspicion,  with  oarefol  som- 
tiny,  the  statements  "  he  had  made ; 
whether  the  said  Molloy,  since  the  trial, 
has  been  living  in  tne  Ennis  Police 
Barrack ;  and,  whether,  a  few  days  since, 
he  was  accused  of  stealing  a  silver  watch 
from  a  constable,  and  of  representing  to 
a  local  watchmaker  that  he  had  won  it 
at  a  raffle,  and  of  obtaining  another 
watch  in  exchange;  and,  whether  the 
Gk>vemment  will  examine  the  charge 
against  Molloy,  and  review  the  evidence, 
verdict,  and  sentence  in  the  case  of  the 
brothers  Flanagan  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Flanagans,  who  were  brothers, 
were  convicted  at  the  Winter  Aflsixes  at 
Cork  of  having  fired  into  the  house  of 
a  man  named  Moloney  in  Clare.  Molloy 
was  not  the  only  witness  examined  for 
the  Crown,  and  no  witness  appeared  to 
have  been  examined  for  the  defence. 
It  was  a  fact  that  the  learned  Judge  was 
reported  to  have  made  use  of  the  words 
attributed  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member ; 
but  after  the  prisoners  were  oonvioted 
he  not  only  expressed  his  approval  of  the 
verdict,  but  he  was  reported  to  have 
said  that  the  indictment  against  Daniel 
Flanagan  could  have  been  for  the  higher 
crime  of  shooting  with  intent  to  murder 
his  father-in-law.  It  was  true  that  the 
lad  Molloy  had  since  been  accused  of 
stealing  a  silver  watch  from  a  constable ; 
but  as  there  were  other  witnesses  against 
the  Flanagans,  he  saw  no  reason  tot  re- 
considering the  case. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  if  it  was  not 
true  that  Molloy  had  since  restored  the 
watch  to  the  constable  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
not  heard  that. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Martin 
O'Sullivan,  who  was  arrested  on  tiie 
23rd  June  1881,  was  deprived  by  the 
Governor  of  Limerick  Qaol  of  his  nedc- 
tie  ;  whether,  although  Mr.  O'Sullivan 
demanded  it  several  times,  the  Goyemor 
refused  to  g^ve  it  up  ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  flags  in  one  of  the  yards  in 
Limerick  Prison  on  a  wet  day  are  so 
covered  with  water  that  the  yard  cannot 
be  exercised  in,  and  that  in  another  yard 
there  is  a  closet  which  sometimes  emits 
such  an  odour  as  to  prevent  the  suspects 
from  going  within  a  long  distance  of  it ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  when  letters 
are  stopped  by  the  Governor  of  Liiii9- 
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rick  GFaol,  he  will  not  return  to  the  sus- 
pects the  penny  stamps  on  the  back  of 
the  envelopes;  and,  whether  it  is  true 
that,  in  this  and  other  gaols,  suspects  are 
chai^^ed  for  having  their  cells  cleaned  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  directed  a  report  to  be  made 
upon  this  matter. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  Mr.  Thomas  H.  McCarthy, 
formerly  a  monitor  in  the  Millstreet 
Male  National  School,  was  arrested 
imder  the  Coercion  Act  on  the  2l8t  No- 
Tember  last,  and  is  still  detained  a  pri- 
soner in  Clonmel  Ghaol ;  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  Mr.  McCarthy,  on  con- 
dading  his  term  of  three  years  as 
monitor,  obtained  from  the  National 
Education  Board  a  classification  as  third- 
dass  teacher,  and  was  thereby  deprived 
of  his  employment  in  the  Millstreet 
National  l%hool,  because  the  principal 
of  the  school  was  only  a  tmrd-class 
teacher,  and  a  rule  of  the  Board  forbade 
the  employment  under  him  of  a  teacher 
of  the  same  grade;  whether  Mr. 
McCarthy,  having  a  family  of  three 
dependent  upon  him,  and  having  re- 
mained a  year  and  a-half  without  em- 
ployment, opened  a  private  school  at 
MiUstreet  in  April  of  last  year,  the 
result  being  a  large  and  constant  at- 
tendance of  pupils,  and  the  almost  com- 
plete desertion  of  the  Millstreet  Na- 
tional School;  whether,  in  November 
last,  the  Hon.  Captain  Flunkett,  B.M. 
of  the  Millstreet  District,  sent  for  Mr. 
McCarthy,  informed  him  that  he  was 
doing  an  illegal  act  in  teaching  a  pri- 
vate school,  and  threatened,  unless  he 
gave  it  up,  to  have  him  arrested  under 
ike  Coercion  Act,  at  the  scune  time  re- 
fusing to  give  any  further  explanation ; 
whether  Mr.  McCarthy,  having  con- 
tinued to  teach  his  school,  the  local  sub- 
inspector  and  police  dispersed  the  chil- 
dren on  several  successive  days  from 
the  school,  and  subsequently  from  Mr. 
McCarthy's  private  residence,  where 
he  endeavoured,  when  harassed  by  the 
police,  to  conduct  the  work  of  teaching ; 
and,  whether,  about  a  fortnight  after 
the  intimation  by  Captain  Flimkett,  Mr. 
McCarthy's  school  was  finally  broken  up 
by  his  arrest  under  the  Coercion  Act ; 
whether  it  is  an  illegal  act  to  teach  a 
private  school  in  Lrelfimd ;  and,  whether 
the  Ghyyemment  will  now  order  the  re- 
lease of  Mr.  McCarthy  ? 

VOL.  CCUCVm.    [thied  series.] 


Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  Thomas  E.  McCarthy  was 
arrested  on  the  2l8t  of  November  last. 
He  was  a  teacher  in  the  lower  division 
of  the  third  class.  In  the  examination 
his  answers  were  very  poor,  and  did  not 
entitle  him  to  promotion ;  but  he  was 
not  precluded  m>m  obtaining  employ- 
ment in  national  schools.  M'Carthy 
being  out  of  employment,  having  left 
the  Millstreet  National  School,  opened  a 
school  in  Mill  Street.  To  the  best  of 
the  Chief  Secretary's  belief,  he  inti- 
midated not  only  children,  but  parents 
into  leaving  the  Millstreet  National 
School  and  attending  his  own  school. 
McCarthy's  school  was  a  Land  League 
school,  and  Land  League  doctrines  were 
taught  in  it.  Captain  Flunkett  dent  for 
him,  and  warned  him  that  if  he  persisted 
in  these  illegal  practices  he  was  liable 
to  prosecution.  Notwithstanding  this, 
he  continued  to  hold  what  were  prac- 
tically Land  League  meetings  in  the 
rooms  of  the  Land  League  in  Mill- 
street,  and  eventually  he  was  arrested. 
The  question  of  his  release  was  now 
under  consideration.  He  need  not  say 
that  it  was  a  perfectly  legal  act  to  teach 
a  private  school  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  PC  WEE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  will  now  consider 
the  advisability  of  recommending  the 
release  of  Messrs.  Thomas  Lydon,  John 
Sheridan,  Patrick  J.  Craig,  and  Thomas 
Dunleavy,  all  of  Kilmonee,  county  of 
Mayo,  and  now  detained  as  suspects  in 
Galway  Gaol,  the  district  to  which  they 
belong  being  in  its  usual  state  of  tran- 
quillity ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  question  of  the  release  of  the 
prisoners  mentioned  in  the  first  part  of 
the  Question  was  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  him- 
self. They  had  consented  to  the  release 
of  the  gentlemen  referred  to  in  the  se- 
cond part  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Abraham, 
at  present  a  suspect  in  Kilmainham 
Gaol,  complains  that,  on  being  first  ar- 
rested and  convejed  to  Limerick  Gaol, 
he  was  placed  in  a  dark  cell,  where  he 
had  to  sloep  on  a  filthy  matress,  which 
in  the  morning  was  found  covered  with 
vermin ;  and,  whether  an  inquiry  into 
this  matter  will  be  granted  ? 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  statement  in  the  Question  was  not 
true.  There  was  no  dark  cell  in  lime- 
rick Prison,  and  Mr.  Abraham  had  a 
mattress  supplied  by  his  friends,  and, 
when  visited  by  a  member  of  the  iSdsons 
Board,  made  no  complaint  of  his  treat- 
ment. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  further  letter  from  Mr.  Nicholas  H. 
Devine,  recently  released  from  Armagh 
Gaol,  in  which  he  asserts  that  the  hos- 
pital in  that  gaol  is  occupied  by  the 
chief  warder  and  is  not  available  for 
use  of  the  prisoners ;  and,  whether 
proper  hospital  treatment  is  afifbrded  to 
suspects  who  have  become  invalided  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  not  seen  the  letter,  but  he 
had  received  a  report  from  the  Prisons 
Board  on  the  subject,  which  stated  that 
the  hospital  accommodation  was  ample. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretanr  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  received  an  affidavit 
sworn  by  Mr.  James  Dooley,  a  suspect 
in  Clonmel  Gaol,  asserting  his  inno- 
cence of  the  charge  upon  which  he  was 
arrested;  and,  whether  the  district  in 
which  Mr.  Dooley  resides  is  in  a  peace- 
ful condition  ;  and,  under  these  circum- 
stances, whether  he  will  order  his  re- 
lease  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  received  from  Mr.  James 
Dooley  a  declaration  to  the  effect  stated 
in  the  Question.  Mr.  Dooley  was  re- 
leased on  parole  on  26th  of  February.  The 
district  in  which  Mr.  Dooley  resided  was 
quiet,  and  he  waa  glad  to  say  that  Mr. 
Dooley  had  since  received  his  order  of 
discharge. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  MAGISTRACY 
— NEWCASTLE-ON.  TYNE— SEVERE 
SENTENCE. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
'*  Newcastle  Daily  Chronicle"  of  the 
22nd  instant,  that,  at  the  Newcastle 
Police  Court,  Patrick  Murray,  a  boy  of 
13,  was,  on  the  21st  instant,  sentenced 
to  receive  twelve  stripes  of  the  birch 
for  having  stolen  four  scarfs,  value  one 
shilling  and  sixpence,  from  the  door  of 
a  shop,  the  committing  magistrate, 
Alderman  Milvain,  observing  that  the 


lad  had  been  twice  whipped  before,  and 
it  was  evident  that  he  had  not  been 
whipped  severelv  enough,  or  he  would 
not  have  come  back,  and  he  therefore 
ordered  the  police  to  lay  on  the  strokes 
till  the  blood  should  come  from  the  boy's 
back? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  that  he  was  in  communication 
with  the  Newcastle  magistrates  on  the 
subject. 

NAVY— THE  "  SATELLITE  ••  CLASS. 

Captaut  price  asked  the  Secretaiy 
to  the  Admiralty,  What  is  to  be  the  speed 
of  the  vessels  of  the  ''Satellite"  class 
now  building,  and  for  what  purpose  are 
they  intended;  and,  have  any  of  this 
class  been  tested  for  stability ;  and  with 
what  result? 

Mb.  TREYELTAN  :  Sir,  the  esti- 
mated speed  of  the  SateUtU  class  is  11 
knots,  and  this  they  will  doubtless  re- 
alize. They  were  designed  as  an  im- 
provement on  the  CormoTMHt,  in  respect 
that  they  have  much  more  accommoda- 
tion and  two  more  guns,  and  that  thej 
have  a  steel  deck  protecting  their  engines 
and  boilers.  No  vessel  of  this  class  has 
yet  been  inclined ;  but  there  are  no  ap- 
prehensions as  to  their  stability. 

ARMY  —  RUMOURED  ABOLITION  OF 
CHELSEA  HOSPITAL— ADMISSION  OF 
THE  PUBLIC  TO  THE  GARDENS. 

Mb.  firth  asked  the  Secretazy  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  a  rumour  current  in  Western 
London,  and  which  has  been  reoentlj 
made  the  subject  of  an  official  report  to 
the  Vestry  of  Chelsea,  to  the  effect  that  it 
is  in  contemplation  to  remove  or  abolish 
Chelsea  Hospital;  and,  if  so,  whetiber 
the  hospital  gardens  will  be  preserred 
for  the  use  and  recreation  of  the  public; 
whether,  in  order  to  such  preserration, 
it  will  be  needful  for  them  to  be  pur- 
chased on  beha]f  of  the  public;  and, 
whether,  in  this  latter  event,  a  right 
of  pre-emption  will  be  accorded  to  any 
public  authority  willing  to  purchase  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  a  Oom- 
mittee,  of  which  Lord  Morley  ia  Chair- 
man, and  the  Members  of  which  I  ga?e 
to  the  House  on  the  16th  instant,  is  in- 
quiring into  the  prospective  effect  of 
short  service  on  the  gpreat  pensioner 
establishments  at  Chelsea  and  Kilmain- 
ham  and  the  two  schools,  the  Duke  of 
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York's  and  the  Hibernian,  for  poldiers'  Lobd  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH  : 

children.     I  hare  not  limited  their  in-  Sir,   the   land   in   question  forms  part 

qoiry ;  but  I  cannot  conceive  that  they  of  the  Crown  Estates  in  charge  of  the 

vill  recommend  any  restriction  on  the  Commissioner  of  Woods.  Adyertisements 

present  use  by  the  pubb'o  of  the  hospital  haye  recently  been  issued  for  proposals 

grounds  at  Chelsea,  and  certainly  I  should  for  building  leases  of  it,  and  the  replies 

not  confirm  any  proposal  to  that  effect.  are  now  under  the  consideration  or  the 

Office  of  Woods,  who  will  report  to  the 

MERCHANT   SHIPPING  ACTS— LODG-  Treasury  upon  them.     The  formation, 

ING- HOUSE   TOUTS   AT  QUEENS-  in  1873,  of  the  public  garden  on  that 

TOWN.  part  of  the  Crown  land  which  abuts  on 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  asked  the  President  the  Embankment  inyolyed  the  abandon- 

of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  at-  ment  of  Sir  James  Pennethome's  scheme 

tention  has  been  drawn  to  the  yiolence  of  a  street  from  the  Horse  Guards  to  the 

and  ill-treatment  to  which  emigrants  are  Embankment. 

subjected  at  Queenstown  by  runners  and 

touts  belonging  to  the  different  lodging-  THE  HALL  OF  SCIENCE,  OLD  STREET, 

houses ;  whether  his  attention  has  oeen  e.C. NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

giria,  who  were  dea&ois  of  spendiig  thi  f  ^,  ®  Member  for  Harwich,   If  he  will 

Sight  at  Mii»  O'Brien's  Emi^t  Home,  ^^^^  immediate  steps  to  bnng  before  the 

wi^  seized  and  detained  until  a  sum  of  ??""«  '^ll!, ^?,^°  '*'**'°?  ^  ^'^^  ^"^^  °^ 

money  was  paid  for  its  recoTery,  which,  2f ^«°<'®'  Old  Street,  or  otherwise  remove 

soone^  thanVse  their  passages,  the  emi-  S^."*""*  i*  J**"*   ^"^  .?°l°5?*J  ^^^ 

gnnts  wore  oompeUed  topl^ ;  and,  whe-  Notices  of  Motions,  seeing  that  the  terms 

ther  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  conjunction  °^  *^®  Notice  contain  grave  insinuations 

with  the  Irish  Government,  '.fill  take  a|rain8t  the  charactws  of  several  persons, 

steps  to  prevent  such  violence  and  extor-  S^'  ^/^^,  ^^'^  \-  ^'"'^f«Au  ^^^ 

tion  in  future  ?  Besant,  and  the  daughters  of  Charles 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  Sir,  my  at-  &*t!S*"8  /  esquire,  junior  Member  for 

tention  has  been  drawn  to  the  subject  □"'^^^ll^V  nrrm^x,  a-  •  i 
of  this  Question  by  letters  from  Miss  ,  ^'R  HENEY  TYLER :  Sir.  in  reply 
O'Brien  and  in  other  ways,  and  I  am  *«  the  former  pwt  of  the  hon  Mem- 
afraid  it  is  a  fact  that  the  conduct  of  ^®' «  Question  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
runners  and  touts  belonging  to  the  dif-  *"r«  been  waiting  for  an  opportunity 
ferent  lodging-houses  in  Queenstown  has  ^^^"^  ^f  H?."««  ^"".^f,  debvored  from 
been  oxtrlmily  bad  in  some  cases.  I  *^®  obs  ructive  Eesolutions  which  are 
have  communicated  with  the  Irish  Office,  constantly  before  it,  and  shall  have 
and  I  am  informed  that  it  is  a  fact  that  fe^umed  its  ordinary  position.  I  do 
some  young  girU  have  been  detained  in  'f  «°^  *°  ^^"°«  ^o'T"*!    *}f.  M«*'«"^ 

the  way  menfioned  by  the  hon.  Member,  ^  ^^'"^  ,\  ^f^?  ,9^«°  /"*'*'•!,.  "iw 

and  a  charge  of  5..  demanded.    That  Easter,  and  to  ballot  for  a  day  with  that 

sum  was  afterwards  reduced  to  2*.,  which  J}^^-    In  "ply  to  the  latter  part  of  the 

was  paid,  but  afterwards  returned.  The  Question,  I  cannot  admit  that  my  Motion 

wholVmatter  is  under  investigation.  •'?°**i^«  any  insinuations  to  damage  the 

°  characters  of  the  individuals  referred  to 

METROPOLIS— THE  THAMES  EMBANK-  compared  with  their  own  connection  with 

l^£y*P  an  infamous  and  blasphemous  publica- 

Mr.  Au)KRMAir  W. "  LA WEENCE  ^'^"^  ^"°'i  »djocat«s,  week  by  week,  the 

asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  abominable  doctrines  of  Atheism  and 

Whether  the  Und  on  the  Embankment  Malthusmnism  and   the  disloyal  prm- 

in  front  of  Scotland  Yard  has  been  let ;  '''P^®  <>f  Eepubhcanism. 
whether  the  plans  and  elevation  of  the 

proposed  buifiings  have  been  submitted  ^^^  ^^  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)-CASE 

to  himT  and/wlether  the  new  street  ^^  ROBERT  WEBSTER. 

(projected  bj  the  late  architect  and  sur-  Mk.  EEDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 

TSjor,  l£r.  ^ennethome)  from  the  Horse  General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 

Onards  to  the  Embankment  has  been  Uiat,  in  May  last  year,  Eobert  Webster 

definitely  abandoned  ?  was  summoned  before  the  Gorey  magis- 

L  2 
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trates  on  a  char^  of  intimidating  men 
from  bidding  at  an  auction  held  upon 
his  farm,  from  which  he  had  been 
evicted ;  whether  the  case  was  sent  for 
trial  at  the  next  sessions ;  whether,  at 
the  July  Sessions,  in  spite  of  the  objec- 
tions raised  by  Webster's  counsel,  the 
hearing  of  the  case  was  postponed  to 
the  Winter  Assizes;  whether  the  case 
was  not  called  at  the  Winter  Assizes ; 
and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Webster 
has  recently  received  notice  that  the 
prosecution  has  been  abandoned ;  and, 
if  so,  if  he  would  explain  to  the  House 
what  justification  exists  for  a  course 
which  has  entailed  considerable  loss  and 
inconyenience  to  the  defendant?  He 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  answer  the  Question 
in  English.     [''Order!"] 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  rMr.  W.  M.  Jonxsos)  :  Sir, 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  not  consider 
it  necessary  that  I  should  notice  the  last 
observation  of  the  hon.  Member.  In 
reply  to  his  Question  on  the  Paper, 
I  have  to  state  that  in  May  last  Webster 
was  committed  for  trial  by  the  Gk)rey 
Bench.  At  the  instance  of  the  then 
Attorney  General,  the  case  was  sent 
on  to  the  Summer  Assize,  1881,  where 
a  true  bill  was  found;  but  owing  to 
the  absence  of  some  necessary  docu- 
mentary evidence  the  trial  was  post- 
poned, and  the  Crown  paid  the  costs  of 
Webster's  solicitor.  The  trial  could  not 
have  taken  place  at  the  Winter  Assize, 
inasmuch  as  County  Wexford  was  not 
included  in  the  Winter  Assize  Order. 
When,  after  this  long  interval,  the  case 
came  before  me  as  Attorney  General  for 
directions  as  to  the  Spring  Assize,  I 
found  that  Webster  had  not  further  in- 
terfered in  reference  to  the  farm  in 
question,  and  had  conducted  himself 
peaceably  since  last  summer.  I  there- 
fore directed  that  he  should  not  be 
further  prosecuted,  and  should  be  in- 
formed of  the  reason  for  my  decision. 
This  was  done,  and,  in  my  opinion,  Mr. 
Webster  has  been  very  leniently  dealt 
with,  and  has  nothing  to  complain  of. 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— BOARD 
SCHOOL  GRANTS. 

Mr.  CHARLES  PHIPPS  asked  the 
Vice  Pre^dent  of  the  Council,  If  he  can 
give  any  reason  for  retaining,  now  that 
the  payment  on  result  of  examination  is 

Mr.  Redmond 


fully  admitted,  a  role  which  may  prove 
so  prejudicial  to  the  oontinned  d  evelop- 
ment  of  good  schools  in  rural  districts 
as  that  by  which  the  total  annual  grant, 
exclusive  of  any  special  grant,  mwle  in 
consequence  of  the  smallnesa  of  the 
population,  may  not  exceed  a  sum  equal 
to  lis.  6d.  for  each  unit  of  average 
attendance,  or  the  total  income  of  the 
school  from  all  sources  whatever  other 
than  the  grant,  and  from  any  special 
grant  made  to  nay  the  school  fees  for 
the  year,  of  scnolars  holding  honour 
certificates  obtained  before  the  Ist  of 
January  1882? 

Mr.  MXJNDELLA:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  asks  me  the  reason  for  retain- 
ing the  rule  limiting  the  annual  grant 
to  17«.  6^.  per  scholar  in  average  attend- 
ance where  the  local  managers  are  not 
called  upon  for  a  larger  contribution. 
My  answer  is,  that  the  restriction  is  not 
imposed  by  the  Code,  but  by  Section  19 
of  the  Education  Act  of  1876. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIOXS 
ACT  —  THE  MAGISTRACY  —  MR. 
CHENEY  GARFIT. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Cheney  Ghirfit,  whose  name 
was  removed  from  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace  for  the  division  of  Holland,  . 
on  account  of  his  connection  with  the 
bribery  that  took  place  at  the  last  Gene- 
ral Election,  is  still  on  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  for  the  division  of  Lindsey  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hexbt  JxsfEs),  in  reply,  said,  he  was 
not  awaro  that  Mr.  Cheney  Garfit  wasstill 
on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for  the 
division  of  Lindsey.  If  he  had  not  yet 
been  removed  it  was  through  inadver- 
tence. He  would  inquire  into  the  matter. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  Mr. 
Robert  William  Staniland,  holding  the 
judicial  office  of  registrar  of  the  Boston 
County  Court,  was  the  same  Mr.  Stani- 
land who  was  scheduled^  for  bribery  by 
the  Boston  Election  Commissioners? 

The  ATTORNEY   GENERAL  fSir 


(Sir 
had 


Henry  James),  in  reply,  said,  he 
no  knowledge  of  the  matter  except  the 
similarity  of  names,  which  would  lead 
him  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Staniland 
who  was  scheduled  for  bribery  was  the 
registrar  of  the  County  Court.  The 
matter  was  now,  however,  the  subject 
of  consideration.  / 
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PREVENTION  OF  FIRES  IN  THEATRES 
AND  MUSIC  HALLS  (METROPOLIS)— 
METROPOLITAN  BUILDINGS  ACT, 
1878,  SEC.   11. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  asked  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
If  he  can  state  wnj  the  appointment  of 
persons  to  inspect  and  report  upon  the 
means  of  exit  from  theatres  and  other 
places  of  public  amusement,  in  case  of 
fire,  was  delayed  from  the  22nd  July 
1878,  the  date  upon  which  the  Act  was 
passed,  to  the  13th  January  1882  ? 

SiE  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG  :  Sir, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg 
to  state  that  in  the  first  instance  it  was 
considered  that  the  existing  staff  in  the 
department  of  the  Superintending  Archi- 
tect was  sufficient  for  the  gradual  in- 
spection of  theatres  and  other  places  of 
public  amusement ;  but  experience  has 
shown  the  pressure  to  be  so  heavy  that 
it  has  been  necessary  to  employ  the 
additional  assistance  referred  to  in  the 
Question,  with  a  view  to  obtaining  re- 
ports on  structural  defects,  which,  in  the 
words  of  the  Act,  can  be  remedied  at  a 
moderate  expense. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE— PROPOSED 
SHIPPING  COUNCIL. 

Mb.  GOUBLEY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  letter,  which  recently 
appeared  in  the  ''  Times,"  from  Mr. 
John  Bums  (Messrs.  Cunard  and  Co.), 
of  Glasgow,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  a 
draft  Bill,  enuinating  from  the  Board 
of  Trade,  has  been  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  the  shipping  interest 
throughout  the  CSountry,  the  object  of 
which  is  to  establish  a  Shipping  Council 
to  assist  the  Board  of  Traae  in  making 
new  roles  for  the  preyention  of  loss  of 
Hfe  and  property  at  sea,  and  in  the  carry- 
ing out  of  the  rules  already  in  existence ; 
if  it  is  his  intention  to  introduce  such  a 
Bill ;  and,  whether  the  constitution  of 
the  proposed  Council  is  to  be  centralised, 
or  otherwise,  in  its  authority  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Sir,  I  have 
seen  the  letter  from  Mr.  John  Burns, 
and  it  is  true  that  the  heads  of  a  Bill, 
having  for  its  object  the  establishment 
of  a  Shipping  Council,  have  been  sub- 
mitted by  my  direction  to  the  Eepre- 
sentatiyes  of  the  shipping  interest  for 
their  suggestions  and  criticisms,  and 
whenever  the  state  of  Public  Business 


permits  I  shall  be  glad  to  introduce  such 
a  Bill.  At  present,  however,  it  cannot 
be  considered  that  the  details  of  the 
measure  are  finally  settled. 

ARMY— BATTALION   ESTABLISH- 
MENTS. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  would  have  any  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  statement  showing  the 
increase  in  the  establishments  of  the 
twelve  battalions  now  at  the  head  of 
the  roster,  and  of  the  six  battalions  in 
the  Mediterranean,  from  the  1st  July 
last  to  the  Ist  March  instant? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  If  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  move  for  such  a  Return  I 
shall  be  happy  to  give  it. 

POST  OFFICE -THE  PARCELS  POST. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he  has 
considered  the  necessity  which  will  arise, 
should  his  scheme  for  a  parcels  post  be 
carried  out,  for  the  provision  of  riding 
or  driving,  instead  of  walking,  postmen, 
especially  in  rural  districts  where  the 
distances  are  great ;  and,  whether  such 
a  provision  will  form  a  portion  of  his 
scheme  r 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
introduction  of  a  parcels  post  wHl,  in 
many  instances,  render  it  necessary  to 
employ  riding  or  driving  postmen  in- 
stead of  foot  postmen. 

Colonel  MAKINS  asked,  whether  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  persons  send- 
ing parcels  to  register  them  in  the  same 
way  that  letters  were  registered  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT :  I  would  rather  defer 
giving  an  answer  to  that  Question. 

YOUNG  IRELAND  LITERARY  SOCIETY, 
DUBLIN— ALLEGED  INTRUSION  OP 
THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on  the 
25th  instant,  a  body  of  policemen  again 
forced  themselves  into  the  room  where  a 
meeting  of  the  Young  Ireland  Society 
was  being  held  in  Dublin,  and  insisted 
upon  obtcdning  the  names  of  the  per- 
sons present ;  whether  the  Young  Ire- 
land Society  is  a  purely  literary  one; 
whether  the  police  have  general  power 
to  use  their  discretion  to  break  into  any 
meeting  they  please,  no  matter  what  its 
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object  may  be;  and,  whether  he  will 
protect  this  literary  Society  from  inter- 
ference f 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOTtSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  police  had  entered  a  meeting  of 
the  Young  Ireland  Society  in  Dublin 
because  tney  had  been  informed  that 
another  meeting  was  to  be  held.  They 
did  not  insist  upon  haying  the  names 
of  those  present.  It  was  impossible 
to  know  the  nature  of  those  meetings 
without  making  inquirieSi  and  the  police 
had  confined  themselves  to  making  such 
inquiries  in  a  civil  manner. 

Mr.  REDMOND  :  I  feel  bound,  in 
consequence  of  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemani  to  give  Notice  that  I 
shall  advise  members  of  the  Young  Ire- 
land Society  to  forcibly  resist  in  future 
any  illegal  entrances  by  the  police. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— POLICE 
PROTECTION  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  ION  HAMILTON  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  WheUier  Mr.  Tilson  Shaen 
Carter  did  at  any  time  apply  for  police 
protection  for  himself,  or  for  any  addi- 
tional force  of  police  to  be  located  in  his 
neighbourhood;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  state  the  grounds  upon  which  such 
application  was  refused  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  replied,  that  he 
need  not  say  how  much  he  sympathized 
with  the  family  of  Mr.  Carter.  Mr. 
Carter  did  not  apply  for  personal  pro- 
tection, but  he  advised  the  Government 
to  have  a  police  station  placed  in  the 
locality,  and  that  would  have  been  done 
in  November,  1880,  had  not  Mr.  Carter 
changed  his  mind,  and  said  it  would  not 
be  required.  In  November  last,  how- 
ever, he  made  fresh  representations  to 
the  Government  on  the  subject,  in  con- 
sequence of  which  a  police  station  with 
10  men  was  formed  there. 

OFFICIAL  APPOINTMENTS  — PRIVATE 
SECRETARIES  TO  CABINET  MINIS- 
TERS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Return 
showing  the  number  and  names  of  clerks 
in  the  Treasury,  and  of  other  gentlemen 
who  have  been  private  secretaries  to 
Prime  Ministers  and  to  Chancellors  of 

Mr.  Redmond 
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the  Exchequer,  who  have,  within  the  past 
fifteen  years,  been  advanced  to  Commis- 
sionersliips  of  Customs  and  of  Inland 
Revenue,  or  other  superior  posts  in  De- 
partments other  than  the  Treasury? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  should  ob- 
ject  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Return  asked 
for  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  should  object 
to  the  Return  on  account  of  its  incom- 
pleteness and  on  the  ground  that  it  does 
not  select  a  particular  Department,  but 
relates  to  the  general  subject  of  the  pro- 
motion of  private  secretaries,  which  will 
be  a  fair  question  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  open  if  he  pleases.  Besides,  such 
a  Return  would  not  notice  by  whom 
the  offices  had  been  conferred,  so  that 
supposing,  for  example,  my  Predecessor 
had  an  admirable  private  secretary,  and 
that  I  promoted  nim  to  a  high  office 
without  consultation  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  inference  from  the  Return 
would  be  that  my  Predecessor  made  the 
appointment. 

Mr.    ARTHUR   O'CONNOR    gare 
Notice  that  on  Monday  he  would  ask  the 
FirstLord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Mr. 
Herbert  Murray,  at  one  time  clerk  in 
the  Treasury  and  private  secretary  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was 
appointed  Assistant  Paymaster  G^eral 
ana  Queen's  Remembrancer  in  Ireland, 
and  was  now  Secretary  of  Customs  at  a 
salary  of  £1,400;  whether  Mr.  Alg«^ 
non  West,  at  one  time  private  seoretaiy 
to  the  present  Prime  Minister,  was  ap- 
pointea  Commissioner  of  Inland  Revenve 
and  recently  promoted  to  be  chairman 
of  that  Board,  at  a  salary  of  £2,000 
a-year ;  whether  Mr.  Charles  G.  Turner, 
a  derk  in  the  Treasury,  was  appointed 
Accountant  and  Controller  Qeneral  of 
Inland  Revenue,  at  a  salary  of  £1,000; 
whether  Mr.  Stevenson  Arthur  Black- 
wood, clerk  in  the  Treasury,  was  ap- 
pointed Secretary  to  the  General  Post 
Office,  at  a  salary  of  £2,000;  whether 
Mr.  Rivers  Wilson,  derk  in  the  Trea- 
sury and  private  secretary  to  Mr.  Lowe, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was  ap- 
pointed Controller  of  the  National  De^ 
at  a  salary  of  £1,800  ;  and  whether  Mr. 
C.  L.  Ryan,  clerk  in  the  Treasury  and 
private  secretary  to  the  present  Prime 
Minister,  was  appointed  Assistant  Con- 
troller and  Auditor  General,  at  a  salary 
of  £1,600? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  answer,  at  a  moment's  nottoe, 
the  part  of  the  Question  dealing  with 
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the  appointments  for  whioh  I  am  per- 
sonally responsible.  It  illustrates  what 
I  hare  just  stated,  that  gentlemen  who 
hare  been  private  secretaries  to  Mi- 
nisters of  one  political  Party,  frequently 
have  their  merits  recognized  by  the 
other  political  Party.  Mr.  Herbert 
Murray  was,  at  one  time,  priyate  se- 
cretary to  Lord  Derby,  I  believe ;  I  am 
not  quite  sure,  but  he  was  private  secre- 
tary to  a  Minister  in  the  Party  opposite ; 
and  he  was  appointed  by  me  to  a  secre- 
taryship in  the  Customs  on  account  of 
his  singular  capacity  and  the  great  ser- 
rices  which  he  had  performed.  Mr. 
West  was  my  private  secretary,  and  was 
appointed  by  me  to  be  a  Commissioner 
of  Customs,  and  he  was  promoted  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  for  his  merits,  to  be 
deputy  chairman  of  the  Board  of  In- 
land Hevenue,  and  he  has  now  again, 
upon  a  vacancy  in  the  chairmanship, 
been  appointed  by  me  to  be  chairman, 
because  he  was  the  best  man  I  could 
find.  I  will  not  go  through  the  details  of 
the  other  appointments  ;  but  it  is  within 
my  knowledge  that  this  is  one  of  the 
series  of  answers  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman frill  get  if  he  puts  his  Question. 

Mb.  O'DOnNELL  said,  he  had  riven 
Notice  that  he  would  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  tibie  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that,  for  the  past  six  months,  during  the 
absence  of  Mr.  Smith,  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  Customs,  on  the  ground  of  ill 
health,  the  duties  of  that  post  have  been 
performed  by  Mr.  F.  G.  Walpole,  the 
assistant-secretary,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Board ;  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
Mr.  Walpole  was  recommended  to  the 
Prime  Minister  by  Sir  Charles  DuCane, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Customs, 
as  the  fittest  person  to  succed  Mr.  Smith ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Herbert 
Murray,  Assistant  Paymaster  General 
and  Queen's  Bemembrancer  in  Ireland, 
has  been  appointed  to  the  post  of  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Customs;  and,  if 
so,  upon  what  ground,  having  regard  to 
the  special  recommendation  made  to  the 
Prime  Minister  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board  of  Customs  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Walpole  ;  and,  whether  at  any  time  Mr. 
Murray  was  a  derk  in  the  Treasury? 
The  Prime  Minister  had  answered  this 
Question  when  replying  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Queen's  County ;  but  he 
wished  to  know  if  the  facts  as  r^arded 
the  valuable  services  of  Mr.  Walpole 
as  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  stated? 


Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  Murray's  appointment  to  the 
post  of  Secretaiy  to  the  Board  of  Cus- 
toms was  due  to  his  eminent  qualifica- 
tions for  that  post ;  but  he  ought  to  say 
that  the  appointment  was  a  peculiar 
one,  because  important  changes  which 
were  greatly  desired  by  the  mercantile 
community,  and  which  lay  quite  outside 
the  ordinary  experience  of  the  Customs 
Department,  were  either  in  progress  or 
under  consideration.  That  was  the  main 
reason  why  a  person  had  been  sought 
outside  the  Department.  The  Govern- 
ment highly  appreciated  the  services  of 
Mr.  Walpole,  who  was  a  very  valuable 
public  officer,  and  they  had  thought  it 
right,  imder  the  circumstances,  that  a 
Minute  should  be  passed  by  the  Trea- 
sury awarding  him  at  once  the  maximum 
salanr  of  £1,000  a-year,  and  a  grant 
equal  to  the  minimum  salary  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Board  diiring  the  time 
that  he  discharged  the  duties  of  that 
post  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Smith,  the 
late  Secretary. 

CLOTHING  CONTRACTS  (ARMY  AND 
POST  OFFICE). 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether,  since  the  rule 
requiring  the  made-up  clothing  to  be 
sent  over  here  from  Ireland  for  inspec- 
tion and  approval  is  no  longer  insisted 
on,  the  Contract  recently  entered  into 
has  been  given  to  an  Irish  firm ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  the  rejection  of  all  tenders 
from  Irish  firms  is  caused  by  the  ques- 
tion raised  as  to  the  hardship  of  requir- 
ing the  clothing  to  be  sent  to  London 
for  inspection  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Postmaster  General  has  asked 
me  to  answer  this  Question,  I  presume 
because  the  War  Department  actually 
accepts  these  tenders  in  consultation 
with  the  Post  Office.  I  must  confess 
that  I  cannot  understand  the  second  half 
of  the  Question,  which  refers  to  the 
'^  hardship  of  requiring  the  clothing  to 
be  sent  to  London  for  inspection,"  inas- 
much as  the  tender  from  the  only  Irish 
firm  which  desired  inspection  in  Ireland 
was  made  on  the  basis  of  inspection  in 
Dublin.  This  tender,  however,  was  not 
accepted,  because  it  was  at  the  rate  of 
above  £700  a-year,  or  £2,200  in  all 
above  the  tender  actually  accepted.  I 
could  not  advise  the  Postmaster  General 
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to  incur  this  extra  expense  merely  for  the  >  relates   to  home  and  foreign  animals 

sake  of  the  work  being  done  in  Ireland,  together.     Animals   ftom   beland  are 

not    under  any  restrictions    excepting 

INDIA— THE  RAJPUTAXA  RAILWAY,  such   as    apply,   for  the    time    being, 

•»r      ATjffiTT-rro   a -oxTrkT  t\      t-  J  xi.^  to  homo  stock.      Auimals  from  Spain, 

Me  ARTHim  ARNOLD  aAed  the  ^              ^^    H^y^^    ^    ^^f^^ 

Sea*ta^  of  State  for  India.  Whether  It  j^^^^  ^^  ^    ^^^j       ^^^^,    ^j^ 

IB  true  iJtat  Messrs.  Eothschild  have  p^-  ^^  ^^^^^^  ^  ^^»^  therefrom  alive, 

chased  the  Bajputana  Railway  reputed  consequently  they  cannot  be  taken  to 

to  be  wyen  hundred  miles  inleng:^;ttat  ^^^  for 'daughter.    Animale    from 

they  haye  paid  £4,500  000;  and,  whe-  ^^^  Denmali,  Sweden,  and  Norway 

ther  that  sum  is  correcUy  stated  to  le-  ^  ^^  ^^^^^^  ^  ^^^  ^  ^^ain  pre- 

present  the  total  cost  of  the  Lne  up  to  ^feed^rto,  and  if  passed  ae  fa«e  from 

the  dose  of  the  official  ye"  1879-80  ?  ^j,,^  ^  ^  inspectoroifthe  port  where 

The  Mabquess  OF  HARITOGTON:  ^       .^^^ landedroease  to  £^  deemed 

Sir,  it  18  not  true  that  Meswe.  Rothschild  ^^J.          .^^^  '^^           ^  ^^^^  ^ 

have  purchased  the  Eajputana  Railway.  ^^^^  .^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^  „  ^^^ 

Negotiations  have,  however  been  opened  ^^  ^^  ^^^^   ^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^j^^j, 

with  the  promoters  of  a  Company  for  ^           jjj        ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^g.^^„j 

completing  .«d  working  a  system  of  rf^^j  j^  ^^^   those  which    regulate 

radways  in  Rfjputana  of  about  1  400  V     p^,eeedings  of  the  Privy  CouncU  in 

miles  ,n  length ;    but  no  arrangement  ^         ^       ^^^^jj^  ^^^^^  ^j 

will  be  come  to  until  the  Government  of  „i^„„i,|.^^  i,«„-^ 

India  have  been  consulted  on  the  subject.  Bia«g^«e>^-nou8es. 

The  cost  of  these  lines  up  to  the  close  of  ^^,^^  ^     «,^^^  *  ^    -aai^i^m  *  ^  xr«v  t^t 

the  official  year,  ISSO-l"  may  be  taken  INDIA-BENGA^MOBTALITY  IN 

at  £8,000,000.  PRISONS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Seen- 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  tarj  ©^  State  for  India,  What  stops  he 

ACTS-THE  CREWE  CATTLE  MARKET  ^^  Utkfsa,  if  any,  to  aaoertain  the  le- 

,,     ■^-.-r^-^^-^-^^     ,    ,   ,     -rr.     T.    "  sponsible  persons  for  the  excess  mor- 

Me.  KNOWLES  asked  the  Vice  Pre-  ^^^   j^  ^^  g^^^  q^oIs  during  the 

ffldent  of  the  Council,  with  reference  to  ^j  reduced  dietary ;  and,  what  steps, 

the  proposed  cattle  mark^and  abat-  jf          ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^  Ij^ng  such  per- 

toirs  at  Orewe,  Would  the  Pnvy Council  ^^^g-^  j^al  and  punishment? 

refuse  their  sanction  to  cattle  being  sent  ^^  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 

to  Crewe  for  sale   or   slaughter  from  gj,  j  ^^^^  ^^^^  j^  communication  with 

any  or  all  of  the  following  places,  viz.,  ^^^  Government  of  India  as  to  the  causes 

Canada,  Ireland,  Spain,  France,  Hoi-  „j  mortaUty  in  Indian  gaols,  and  espeoi- 

land,  Denmark,  Sweden  and  Norway,  ^j    j„  thoM  of  Bengal  during  the  year 

or  from  any  other  places  that  have  power  j  379  ^^^  despatehes  on  the  subject  have 


any  reason  to  suppose  that  the  proposed  ^^  j,^^^  inquired  carefuUy  into  the  qui- 

Crewe    Cattle    Market    and    Abattoirs  tion,  and  intheiropinion.istatodin  their 

Company,  which  is  expected  to  confer  a  Resolution  of  the  3rd  of  February  last- 
great  boon  on  Cheshire    and  the  sur-  "^ 

roundiDjr  counties,   will   be   treated  by       "There  is  norea«,nto  beUeve  that  thepri- 

.,      -D  •       n^ «:i   :«    »*.»,«««  AifF^^^^4^  Boners  anywhere  died  in  excess  numbers  dnnng 

the  Pnvy  Council  in  any  way  different  jg^g  ^^^^  ^     ^^^  insufficientiy  fed." 

to  the  places  mentioned  above  and  all  .       .«        ,       » 

all  other  similar  places  throughout  the  The  matter,  however,  is  stiU  under  the 

kingdom ;  and,  w5l  he  answer  the  ques-  consideration  of  the  Secretary  of  State 

tion  as  fully  as  he  can,  as  the  previous  ^^  Council. 

Question  and  answer  has  created  a  stood 

2eal  of  false  alarm  and  is  prejudicing  PARLIAMENT-  BUSINESS     OP    THE 

the  proposed  Company?         ^  HOUSE-OPPOSITION  TO  MOTIONS 

Ife.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  the  former       Mr.  RYLAND3  asked  the  honourable 

Question  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Member  for  Waterford,  Whether,  having 

Cheshire  (Mr.  H.  Tollemache)  referred  regard  to  the  serious  inconvenience  oooa- 

to  foreign  animals  only.    The  present  sioned  by  the  delay  in  tiie  appointmeiit 

Mr.  CMldtrs 
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of  the  Pnblio  Accounts  Committee,  he  of  all  gaols  in  which  prisoners  were  de- 
will  withdraw  his  Notice  of  opposition  tained  under  the  Coercion  Act.  Omagh 
to  such  appointment  ?  Gaol  was  in  a  satisfactory  state  on 
Mb.  B.  power,  in  reply,  said,  that  the  whole,  but  that  was  not  the  case 
he  would  rather  be  excused  answering  as  regards  that  part  of  the  prison  in 
that  Question  until  he  heard  the  reply  which  the  "suspects  "  were  confined, 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Bath 

fSir  Arthur  Hayter)  with  reference  to  a      STREET  ACCIDENTS  (METROPOLIS). 
Ju^on  of  a  rimilar  kind  which  he  (Mr.        ^^  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 

fi.  Power)  had  put  on  the  Paper.  ^^  g^^^  ^^^  ^^  jj^^^  Department,  If 

Subsequently,  it  be  correct  that  the  nuniber  of  fatal 

Mb.  R.  power  asked  the  honourable  accidents  in  the  streets  of  the  Metropolis 

Member  for  Bath,  Whether,  having  re-  amounted  last  year  to  two  himdred  and 

gard  to  the  serious  inconvenience  caused  fifty- two  ;  and,  if  so,  what  measures  he 

by  him  in  opposing  the  Motions  regard-  intends  to   adopt  in  order  that  street 

ing  "The  Grand  Jury  System  (Ireland),"  traffic  may  be  more  efficiently  regulated, 

'*The Protection  of  Persons  and  Property  ^^^  ^^^^  enormous  loss  of  life  lessened  ? 
(Ireland)  Act  Arrests,"  **  The  conduct  of       Sib    WILLIAM     HARCOURT,     in 

the  Police  (Ballina),"  *' TheMeath  Sub-  reply,  said,  that  the  Home  Office  had 

Commission,"    '*  The  Munster  Winter  ^Oi^®  ^  ^^J  could  with  the  view  of 

Assizes,"  he  will  withdraw  his  Notices  lessening  the  number  of  street  accidents 

of  opposition  to  these  Motions  ?  ^^  t*^®  Metropolis,  by  sending  Circulars 

iln.  W.  E.  FORSTER  (for  Sir  Arthur  o^  the  subj  ect  to  Vestries  and  other  local 

Hayter)  said,  that  two  of  the  Motions  authorities,  and  more  or  less  good  had 

were  put  down  for  that  evening  and  resulted.     The  accidents  were  less  in 

could  scarcely    be  discussed  after  the  number  than  was  the  case  some  years 

Prime  Minister's  Resolution  had  been  ago  in  proportion  to  the  population.    It 

diroosed  of;    and  others  were  Motions  ^^    absolutely  impossible   entirely  to 

for  Returns,  the  granting  of  which  was  prevent  these  accidents ;  and  he  might 

under  consideration.      On  Monday  he  remark  that  one-fourth  of  the  accidents 

would  be  able  to  say  whether  they  could  <^^at  did  occur  happened  to  the  drivers 

be  moved  for  as  unopposed  Returns.  But  <^l  vehicles  themselves  and  persons  m 

with  respect  to  the  principal  Question—  charge  of  horses,  and  not  to  passengers, 
the  Protection  of  Persons  and  Property 

(Ireland)  Arrests  Bill— he  did  not  think  INLAND  REVENUE— DUTY  ON  SILVER 
it  would  be  reasonable  or  convenient  PLATE, 

that  it  should  be  withdrawn  as  several        ^^^  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  the 

hon.  Gentlemen  desired  to  take  part  in  ^^^^  ^o^^  ^^  ^^  Treasury,  Whether, 

the  dis^sMon  of  It.  ^.^^^  ^  ^^^  ^  ^^  ultimate  abolition  of 

Mr.  R.  power  :  My  answer,  then,  ^^^  j^^^    ^^  ^^^^^^    1^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^ 

to  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr  of  alleviating  the  present  depres- 

RylandB),  in  regard  to  the  withdrawal  of  ^.^^  .^  ^^^  manufacturing  trade  in  silver 
my  Motion,  wiU  be  the  sameas  that  just        ^^     ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  i^^  consideration 

given  to  me  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  f^^^  expediency  of  permitting  new  silver 

^^^^-  plate    to    be    "hall-marked"    without 

Duty,  on  the  defacement  and  reduction 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)-OMAGH  GAOL.  ^o  the  condition  of  bar  silver  of  an  equal 

Mb.    REDMOND    asked    the    Chief  weight  of  old  hall-marked  Duty-paid 

Secretary  to   the  Lord  Lieutenant    of  plate? 

Ireland,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  serious        The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 

defect  in  the  sanitary  arrangements  of  QUER  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  reply,  said, 

Omagh  Qaol,  disclosed  in  the  Report  of  that  the   question   of  the  abolition  of 

Dr.  Cruise,  he  will  order  an  inspection  the  duty  on  silver   plato  was   difficult 


to  be  made  into  the  condition  of  all 
gaols  where  prisoners  under  the  Coercion 
Act  are  at  present  detained  in  Ireland  ? 
Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  arranged  for  an  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  sanitary  condition 


and  complicated.  He  could  not  say  that 
he  was  prepared  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  conveyed  in 
the  Question ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man wished  to  have  his  views  carefully 
considered,  he  would  recommend  him  to 
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send  him  a  written  statement,  setting 
forth  the  recommendations  he  wished  to 
make,  and  the  reasons  by  which  he  sup- 
ported them. 

SOUTH    WALES— ROAD     ACTS— MAIN- 
TENANCE OF  MAIN  ROADS. 

Sm  JOSEPH  BAILEY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in 
relieving  the  ratepayers  from  the  charge 
of  maintaining  main  roads,  it  is  his  in- 
tention to  include  in  such  measure  of 
relief  the  six  counties  of  South  Wales 
now  administered  under  ''The  South 
Wales  Roads  Act,  1844,"  7th  and  8th 
Vic.  c.  91  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  case  of  the  six  Welsh  counties 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
peculiar,  and  would  require  special  at- 
tention when  the  whole  subject  was  con- 
sidered. 

ENGLAND  AND  FRANCE— THE  CHAN- 
NEL TUNNEL  SCHEME  —  CROWN 
RIGHTS  TO  THE  FORESHORE. 

Mb.  hicks  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  at  once 
take  steps  to  have  the  rights  of  the 
Crown  to  the  foreshore  at  Dover  de- 
cided by  a  Court  of  Law ;  and,  whether 
he  will  apply  for  an  injimction  to  re- 
strain the  persons,  if  any,  who  are 
making,  or  are  about  to  make,  a  tunnel 
under  such  foreshore  until  the  rights  of 
the  Crown  shall  have  been  determined  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  Sir,  by  the 
desire  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  with 
the  permission  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
will  answer  this  Question.  I  have  been 
in  communication  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Hythe  and  Chairman  of 
the  South -Eastern  Kail  way  Company 
(Sir  Edward  Watkin)  with  respect  to 
this  matter,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
very  frankly  offered  to  place  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Government  all  the  docu- 
ments upon  which  he  founds  his  claim 
to  the  foreshore.  I  have  directed  the 
legal  advisers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
confer  with  the  solicitors  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  in  the  matter  and  to  report 
upon  the  case.  As  soon  as  they  have 
been  able  to  do  this  the  case  will  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
for  their  opinion.  Until  that  opinion 
has  been  received  I  cannot  say  what 
course  the  Gh>vemment  will  take  in  the 
matter;  but,  in  the  meantime,  I  may  add 

Ihe  Chancellor  oj  tho  JSxehsquor 


that  the  hon.  Baronet  has  been  warned 
that  the  Gh>Temment  claim  the  bed  of 
the  sea  below  low  water  mark  and  for 
three  miles  beyond,  and  that  they  will 
hold  themselves  free  to  use  any  powers 
at  their  disposal  in  suoh  a  manner  as 
Parliament  may  decide,  or  as  the  gene- 
ral interests  of  the  country  may  seem  to 
them  to  require. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE    FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— LOCAL  TAXATION. 

Mb.  pell  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  any  general 
statement  of  Local  Taxation  and  Fi- 
nance will  be  made  this  year  in  oonnec- 
tion  with  the  Budget,  so  as  to  bring 
before  Parliament  the  entire  amount  of 
Taxation,  Local  and  Imperial,  now  borne 
by  the  Coimtry  ? 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEH  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  reply,  said, 
it  would  probably  be  his  duty,  when  the 
time  for  the  Financial  Statement  arrived, 
to  refer  to  the  subject  of  local  expendi- 
ture ;  but  he  could  not  say  that  it  would 
be  conyenient,  or  even  possible,  to  con- 
vey to  the  House  on  that  occasion  any 
very  full  or  particular  view  of  the  sub- 
ject, which  was  extremely  important, 
and  would  require  special  attention. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE  NEW 

CODE. 

SiH  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whe- 
ther or  not  the  <'  Child's  dass  Book'' 
will  be  required  for  examination  up  to 
April  1883? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA,in  reply,  said,  that 
as  soon  as  the  New  Code  became  law, 
which  would  be  in  a  few  days,  the  De- 
partment would  not  require  the  produc- 
tion of  the  Child's  School  Book  as  a 
condition  of  the  payment  of  a  grant. 

ISLAND  OF  CYPEUS— ELECTION  OF 
MEMBERS  TO  LEGISLATIVE  AS- 
SEMBLY. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
he  had  receiyed  a  telegram  from  the 
leading  inhabitants  of  Cyprus  asking 
him  to  obtain  from  tiie  Cmonial  Office 
the  postponement  of  the  impending 
changes  m  regard  to  the  election  of 
Members  to  the  LegislatiTe  Assembly  of 
the  Island,  which  were  described  as  an- 
nihilating the  rights  of  the  Moham- 
medan inhabitants.  They  asked  that  the 
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changes  should  be  postponed  till  the 
arrinu  of  Papers  whioh  were  now  on 
their  way. 

Mb.  CX)UETNEY,  in  reply,  said,  he 
oaald  not  g^ve  any  promise  as  to  the  in- 
definite postponement  of  the  question. 
It  had  been  hanging  fire  for  a  long  time ; 
but  any  representation  from  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Island  would  be  carefully 
considered. 

SOUTH    AFRICA— STATE   OF   AFFAIRS 
IN  BASUTOLAND. 

SiE  WILFBID  LAWSON  asked 
▼hether  the  Oovemment  had  received 
any  information  as  to  the  state  of  affairs 
in  Basutoland  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY  :  Sir,  we  have  re- 
ceived by  telegram  from  the  Governor 
of  the  Cape  the  following  summary  of 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
the  Cape  Parliament : — 

**  That  there  ehall  be  no  abandonment  under 
any  drcumatanoee;  that  there  shall  be  no  re- 
newal of  the  war,  nor  confisoation,  except  as  a 
last  reeonroe ;  that  the  disarmament  proclama- 
tion shall  be  forthwith  repealed ;  and  that  a  Ck)m- 
mission  shall  be  appointed  to  assess  the  ii^nry 
done  to  lovals  and  traders,  and  to  j>ay  for  it  in 
money ;  that  Commission  will  also  inquire  into 
and  report  on  the  advisability  of  establishing 
local  eelf-gOYemment,  and  as  to  propriety  (^ 
giving  the  people  some  measure  of  representa- 
tion in  Parliament.  With  these  concessions, 
and  an  efficient  police,  it  is  hoped  disaffection 
may  be  subdued,  and  law  'and  order  gradually 
re-established  throughout  the  whole  of  Basuto- 
land." 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— THE  DEBATE  OF  TUESDAY 
LAST— PERSONAL  EXPLANATIONS. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  asked  the 
permiseion  of  the  House  to  say  a  few 
words  of  personal  explanation.  The  day 
before  yesterday  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan),  in  his 
speech,  attempted  to  justify  the  practice 
of  "Boycotting,"  which,  he  thought, 
was  a  yenr  cruel  and  wicked  practice, 
and  he  took  exception  to  it,  saying  that 
it  should  not  be  encouraged,  and  ought 
to  be  noticed  by  the  House.  He  was 
reported  by  one  of  the  Irish  journals 
having  a  seat  in  the  Gallery  as  having 
stated  it  was  a  matter  the  Government 
should  take  notice  of.  This  was  said  to 
be  followed  by  Ministerial  cheers.  Such 
a  statement,  which  pointed  to  the  arrest 
of  the  hon.  Member,  would  be  of  no  con- 
ieqnenoe  in  an  Enelish  journal ;  but  in 
an  Irish  paper,  during  the  existence  of 


the  present  intimidation,  it  was  of  con- 
sequence. He  now  wished  to  give  the 
statement  a  flat  contradiction. 

Mb.  HAIKES  said,  ho  rose  to  make 
a  personal  explanation.  In  the  course 
of  the  debate  last  Monday  week  he 
had  stated  that  the  Prime  Minister  had, 
in  opposing  the  Divorce  Bill  of  1857, 
spoken  at  such  a  length  that  the  report 
of  his  speech  filled  15  columns  of  The 
Timei.  He  merely  related  what  he  had 
heard  mentioned  in  conversation  scores 
of  times ;  but,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
having  taken  exception  to  his  statement, 
he  had  looked  into  the  newspapers,  and 
had  found  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
current  notion  was  without  foundation, 
and  he  thereupon  wrote  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  unreservedly  withdrawing  his 
statement,  and  expressing  his  regret  that 
he  had  made  it.  He  snould  not  have 
considered  the  matter  sufficiently  im- 
portant to  warrant  him  in  obtruding  it 
upon  the  House ;  but  as  he  understood 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  felt  some- 
what aggrieved  by  the  statement,  he  felt 
it  due  to  him  to  say  this  now.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  what  he  said  now  would 
not  tend  to  diminish  the  credit  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  vigorous 
and  pertinacious  opposition  which  he 
offered  to  the  Divorce  Bill,  which  he  had 
always  regarded  as  the  most  praise- 
worthy part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Parliamentary  career. 

EAST  CORNWALL  ELECTION-SPEECH 
OF  MR.  COURTNEY. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  under- 
stood the  next  Question  on  the  Paper 
was  not  to  be  put.  He  wished,  how- 
ever, to  make  a  reference  to  it,  for  it 
seemed  to  contain  an  imputation  on  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Oolonies.  The  Question 
was  one  that  had  been  given  Notice  of 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  with  regard  to  the  speech  de- 
livered by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Courtney) 
in  Cornwall  a  few  days  ago.  He  did 
not  wish  to  give  any  countenance  to  the 
idea  that  an  hon.  Member,  who  was 
also  a  Member  of  the  Government,  in 
speaking  anywhere  in  the  country  was 
to  be  reg^arded  as  the  organ  of  the  Go- 
vernment, or  was  bound  to  ascertain 
that  everything  he  was  g^ing  to  say 
was  approved  by  the  Prime  Minister  or 
by  the  Cabinet.  No  such  censorship 
would  be  endured  by  independent  and 
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hon.  Members.    There  was,   however,  thing  to  be  ashamed  of  in  it.     My  hon. 

a  passage  in  his  hon.  Friend's  speech  Friend  did  not  go  down  to  Oomwall  as 

which  had  attracted  much    attention,  the  organ  of  the  Cabinet  to  express  the 

This  was'  a  passage  in  which  his  hon.  views  of  the  Government,  but  simply  to 

Friend  said —  express  his  own  views.     With  regard  to 

"  Thoy  would  never  have  Ireland!happy  until  ^®  ^^st  paragraph  of  the  Question,  the 

its  people  were  given  the  power  oi  legislating  Government  have  no  mtention  of  doinff 

for  themselves  in  purely  domestic  affiurs."  either  one  or  the  other.     With  regard 

To  make  the  quotation  a  perfectly  fair  <^  P^V^i??  ^®F  *J®  Z'^®'  management 

and  complete  one  there  should  be  added  ®^  ^^^^^  affairs  m  Ireland,  that  is  a  sub- 

the  following  words,  also  reported  in  the  ject  which  they  will  be  most  anxious  to 

2^me8 : ^®*"  with  when  the  opportunity  offers, 

,  ^                 , .  ,  .     ^   .,  .         .  when  the   state     of  Business    permits. 

-  The  way  in  which  to  do  that  was  to  give  ^j^            ^  ^          measure  wluch  wiU 

them  that  county  government  which  it  was  /          *«g***^  w  »«j  tu^aotA^^?  wux^u  wi** 

proposed  to  establish  in  England."  o®  required  for  the  maintenance  of  law 

and    order,  of  course    it  will    be  the 

Mb.    CALLAN  desired  to    ask    the  duty  of  the  Government  to  consider  and 

Prime  Minister  the  latter  part  of  his  propose  them  when  the  time  for  con- 

Question,  as  to  Whether  his  attention  sidering  and  proposing  them    arrives, 

had  been  directed  to  a  speech  of  the  The    time  for  considering  what  is  to 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo-  follow  the  present  Act  has  obviously 

nios,  which,  according  to   the  "Daily  not  arrived.     We  are  now  in  the  month 

News,"  was  to  the  effect  that—  of  March,  and  the  Act  now  in  force  sub- 

''  The  prevailing  discontent  in  Ireland  had  sists  until  the  SOth  September,  and  the 

been  induced  by  years  of  misrule,  and,  although  circumstances  of   Ireland    are    circum- 

there  was  a  common  Parliament,  and  although  stances  which  miirht  vary  most  mate- 

the  same  privilege  had  not  ^n  accorded  to  ^rom  week  to  weCK.^ 

Ireland.     Until  we  learned  to  appreciate  the  Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  wished  to  add 

principle  that  it  was  not  enough  to  rule  people  something  to  the  quotation  he  had  made 

according  to  our  own  ideas  of  what  was  best  lor  f^^^^  ^he  speech  of  Mr.  Courtney,  and 

them  we  should  not  succeed  in  conciliating  Ire-  ^v,^    ^aa:l:J^                •  j,^    v.'                  • 

l^^.f>                                                 ^  the  addition  came  mto  his  possession 

through  the  kindness  of  the  Lord  Mayor 

whether  these  statements  express  cor-  of  Dublin.    It  was  for  the  House  to  say 

rectly  the  views  and  policy  of  Her  Ma-  whether  this  addition  made  the  state- 

jesty's  Government ;  and,  whether  they  ment  untrue.  The  sentence  that  followed 

intend  to  give  them  effect  during  the  was — '^  How  can  they  suppose  that  the 

present  Session  by  introducing  a  com-  democracy  of  Lreland  wilT  be  satisfied 

prehensive  meaaure  of  Home  Kule  for  until  they  enjoy— [Cnw  o/"** Order!"] 

Ireland,  in  relation  to  the  ''purely  do-  Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Is  the  hon.  Member 

mestic  affairs  of  that  Country,"  or  do  offering  a  Question  ? 

they  propose  introducing  a  more  strin-  Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  explain- 

gent  measure  of  Coercion  ?  ing  his  Question.    The  quotation  con- 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  with  regard  tinned — **  Until  they  enjoyed  some  sort 

to  the  passage  referred  to  by  the  hon.  of  Government  themselves ;  "  and  then 

Gentleman,  I  must  say  that  I  was  in  the  report  ended  and  there  was  nothing 

hopes  that  he  rose  to  offer  some  apology  more. 

to  the  House  and  to  my  hon.  Friend  for  Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  it  was 
having  been  unwittingly  the  means  of  quite  evident  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
giving  a  representation  of  the  views  of  quoted  from  a  report  which  was   ez- 
my  hon.  Friend  which  was  totally  in-  tremely  succinct  and  imperfect,  instead 
accurate.     With  regard  to  the  speech  of  going  to  the  report  in  The  SUmdmri^ 
which  purported  to  have  been  delivered  which  was  more  accurate  and  full, 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  it  falls  within  the  Mb.  CALLAN  :  I  gave  the  quotation 
description  which  I  have  just  given.  At  from  the  report  in  The  Times. 
the  same'time,  I  believe  it  to  be  a  repro- 
duction in  the  main  of  what  has  been  LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  ISSl— 
said  by  Mr.  Fox  and  partly  of  what  I  ARREARS  OF  RENTS, 
have  heard  myself  said  by  Earl  Bussell,  Mb.  T.  A.  DICKSON  asked  the  Prime 
and  I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any-  Minister,    If   the    Government  would, 
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dmine  the  Recess,  take  into  considera- 
tion the  question  of  arrears  of  rent  in 
Irehmd,  and  on  the  re- assembling  of 
Parliament  propose  some  scheme  by 
which  that  serious  embarrassment  in 
the  working  of  the  Land  Act  might  be 
remoyed,  and  tenants  sayed  from  eyic- 
tion? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  can  assure 
mj  hon.  Friend  that  the  question  of 
arrears,  in  all  its  gravity  and  difficulty, 
will  be  carefully  considered  during  the 
Becess.  It  would  not  be  possible  for 
me  to  pledge  myself  to  more  than  that 
at  the  present  moment. 

PA  RT J AMKNT- BUSINESS    OF   THE 
HOUSE    (PUTTING  THE  QUES- 
TION)—AMENDMENTS. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I  wish 
to  ask  you  a  Question,  Sir,  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  you  propose  to  put  the 
Question  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr. 
Marriott).  I  understand  that  you  will 
put  the  Question  in  such  a  way  as  to 
exclude  as  few  as  possible  of  the  subse- 
quent Amendments.  I  have  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  of  some  little  impor- 
tance which  proposes  to  leave  out  the 
words  '*  Mr.  Speaker,"  in  order  to  raise 
the  very  important  question  whether  or 
not  this  important  power  should  be  ex- 
ercised by  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  or  by  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown.  I  wish  to  ask  you, 
Whether,  if  the  form  in  which  the  Ques- 
tion was  put  precluded  my  Amendment, 
it  would  be  competent  for  me  afterwards 
to  raise  the  Question  in  another  form  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  that 
will  have  to  be  submitted  to  the  House 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Brighton  is  that  the 
words  **  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr. 
Speaker"  stand  part  of  the  Question. 
It  the  House  think  proper  to  resolve 
that  those  words  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
taon,  the  Amendment  proposed  to  be 
moved  by  the  noble  Lord  to  omit  the 
words  ''  Mr.  Speaker "  will  come  too 
late,  and  cannot  be  put,  because  the 
House  will  have  already  affirmed  that 
those  words  stand  part  of  the  Question. 
If  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
had  been  on  the  Paper  before  I  put  the 
Question  to  the  House,  I  should  have 
put  it  so  as  to  admit  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Amendment;  but  now  his  Amendment 


cannot  be  put,  unless  the  House  thinks 
proper  to  withdraw  both  the  Motion  and 
the  Resolution  now  before  the  House. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  In 
those  circumstances,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
I  shall  propose  to  insert,  after  the  words 
"Mr.  Speaker,"  the  words  "after  ap- 
peal by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  or  by 
the  Member  in  charge  of  the  subject 
under  discussion." 

ORDERS    OF   THE   LAY. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE  (PUTTING  THE  QUESTION). 

resolution.     adjourned  debate. 

[fifth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [20th  February], 

**  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  during  any  Debate,  to  be  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  Question  bo  now  put,  he  ma^  so  inform  the 
House  or  the  Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be 
made  *  That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put 
such  Question ;  and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  the  Question  under  discussion 
shall  be  put  forthwith :  Provided  that  the  Ques- 
tion shall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a 
Division  be  taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have 
been  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred 
Members,  or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
opposed  by  less  than  forty  Members  and  sup- 
ported by  more  than  one  hundred  Members.'* — 
(ifr.  Gladstone.) 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "  That,"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'no  Rules  of  Procedure  will  be  satis- 
factory to  this  House  which  confer  the  power 
of  closing  a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Mem- 
bers,"— {Mr.  Marriott^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  '  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr. 
Speaker,'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  Sir,  I  may  say 
with  the  greatest  sincerity  that  I  am 
very  sorry  that  this  important  and  pro- 
longed debate  should  not  have  concluded 
on  Monday  last ;  because,  if  it  had  been 
so  concluded,  I  should  have  been  spared 
the  task  and  the  duty  of  making  the  ob- 
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serrations  which  I  am  about  to  ofiPer  to 
the  House.  I  promise,  however,  on  an 
occasion  of  this  kind,  when  we  are  all 
endeavouring  to  be  virtuous,  not  to  say 
more  than  is  necessary,  and  not  to  keep 
the  attention  of  the  House  irom  other 
speakers  who  may  wish  to  follow  me.  I 
may  be^n  by  saying  that,  with  regard 
to  hon.  Members  opposite,  most  of  whose 
speeches  I  have  heard,  I  am  very  much 
surprised  at  the  hostility  which  they 
have  shown  from  the  beginning  to  the 
proposal  before  us.  It  seems  to  me, 
m)m  the  course  they  have  taken  in  the 
matter — although,  doubtless,  they  will 
not  agree  with  me  upon  the  point — as 
if  they  had,  in  their  own  idea,  only  a 
very  remote  prospect  of  ever  taking  their 
seats  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  have 
arrived  at  that  conclusion  because  they 
seem  to  have  no  special  interest  in  this 
question — a  question  which  does  not 
affect  the  Government  of  the  day  any 
more  than  it  will  affect  succeeding  Go- 
vernments. I  must  say  that,  had  I  been 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  and  any  Go- 
vernment with  a  powerful  majority  at 
its  back  had  proposed  an  Amendment  of 
the  Procedure  of  this  House  of  this  kind, 
I  should  have  been  very  anxious  to  give 
them  all  the  support  in  my  power,  in  the 
hope  that  it  might  be  of  advantage  to 
my  own  Party  if  we  should  at  any  time 
afterwards  be  allowed  to  take  our  seats 
upon  these  Benches.  I  am  surprised 
also  at  another  thing,  and  that  is  the 
almost  universal,  and  ingenious  exagger- 
ation as  to  the  probable  effects  of  this 
Bule  which  has  been  imported  into  this 
discussion.  I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
there  is  any  Member  of  this  House  who 
does  not  admit  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons is  in  great  difficulties  with  regard 
to  the  management  of  its  Business  ?  No 
one  can  deny  for  a  moment  that  the 
House  is  in  such  difficulties — indeed,  all 
the  speeches  made  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  have  admitted  it,  and  some  of 
them  to  a  very  great  extent — and  I  be- 
lieve there  is  a  consciousness  in  the  minds 
of  all  men  in  the  House,  even  those  who 
do  not  want  any  amendment,  that  the 
House  suffers  materially  under  the  diffi- 
culties which  press  upon  it,  and  the  at- 
tempts to  transact  Business  which  the 
country  naturally  expects  of  it.  Well, 
if  that  be  so,  then  I  should  say  that 
we  ought  to  be  also  agreed  that  some 
real  and  effective  remedy  for  those  diffi- 
culties is  called  for.    Do  not  let  it  be 
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supposed  that  it  i«  a  matter  which  affects 
merely  some  dozen  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
these  Benches.  It  is  one  that  affected 
the  late  Gbvemment  equally  with  our- 
selves ;  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  knows  perfectly  well  what 
difficulties  he  and  his  Colleagues  had  to 
contend  with  when  they  were  in  Office^ 
difficulties  which  are  growing  from  year 
to  year.  I  can  speak  with  impartiality 
on  this  question,  because,  altnough  I 
have  been  in  this  House  nearly  as  long 
as  any  Member  in  it,  no  one  wUl  charge 
me  with  having  at  any  time  unduly  pro- 
longed a  debate,  or  with  having  offered 
anything  like  obstruction  to  any  measure 
wMoh  has  been  proposed  by  either  a 
Government  or  by  a  private  Member 
of  this  House.    Neither  can  it  be  sup- 

Eosed  that  it  much  concerns  me  what 
appens  with  regard  to  the  prosecution 
of  Business  under  the  present  Govern- 
ment. In  speaking  on  this  subject, 
therefore,  I  am  entitled  to  regard  myself 
as  being  as  impartial  in  this  matt^  is 
any.  hon.  Member  in  this  House.  In  my 
opinion,  there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  time  has  arrived  when,  unless  the 
House  does  something  to  free  itself  from 
its  difficulties,  it  wiU  stand  before  tiie 
country  as  having  greatly  neglected  its 
duties.  That  the  House  admits  fully 
the  difficulty  of  its  position  is  abun- 
dantly clear  from  the  fact  that  it  has, 
from  time  to  time,  appointed  Committees 
to  examine  into  the  cause  of  and  the 
remedy  for  that  difficulty.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  has  sat  upon  some  of  tiiose 
Committees,  and  has  complained  a  score 
of  times  to  the  House  of  the  dangers 
that  he  saw  ahead  with  regard  to  this 
matter.  Committees  so  numerous  have 
been  appointed  to  consider  this  Question 
that  no  one  can  tell  us  how  many  of 
them  have  sat.  A  Member  of  the 
Government  has  stated  that  14  saoih 
Committees  have  sat;  while  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  tells  us  that  he 
believes  there  have  been  at  least  20 
appointed.  But,  whatever  be  the  num- 
ber of  such  Committees,  at  all  events 
many  of  them  have  sat  and  have  dis- 
cussed this  question,  and  they  have  had 
Members  of  this  House,  of  authority, 
called  before  them,  who  have  given  evi- 
dence, and  among  those  Members  there 
have  been  at  least  three  Speakers  of 
this  House,  and  yet,  after  all,  they  have 
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been  unable  to  oome  to  any  definite  con- 
clusion on  the  subject,  which  they  could 
offer  with  confidence  to  the  judgment  of 
tiie  House.  If,  therefore,  all  these  Com- 
mittees are  of  opinion  that  something 
required  to  be  done  in  the  matter,  and 
jet  found  a  difficulty  in  recommending 
what  should  be  done,  is  it  not  certain 
that  throughout  the  constituencies  there 
is  now  a    uniyersal    complaint  which 
answers  to  our  own  judgment  upon  this 
matter  ?  Hon.  Members  opposite,  when 
they  are  roeaking  to  their  constituents, 
taunt  the  Liberal  GoTemment  with  hay- 
ing done  nothing,  and  the  Liberal  Gk)- 
yemment,  when  it  is  not  a  Government, 
but  is  the  Party  in  Opposition,  taunt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and  his 
Fnends  with  haying  done  nothing.     I 
do  not  say  that   either  Party  does  its 
doty  as  wdl  as  it  might  do  it ;  but  we 
are  all  conscious  that  no  Ministry  in  this 
House,  with  our  present  Bules,  with  our 
preaent  habits,  and  under  recent  circum- 
stances with  which  we  are  all  familiar, 
can  do  what  the  constituencies  expect 
from  the  Administration  which  it  has 
placed  in  Office.     The  main  question 
before  us,  therefore,  is  whether  what 
has  been  proposed  is  likely  to  be  effec- 
tual or  not  in  relieying  us  from  our 
difficulties — I  refer  to   the  Besolution 
which  has  been  brought  before  us  by 
the  First  Minister  with  regard  to  what 
is  called  the  eldture,  and  which,  in  fact, 
proposes  that  we  shall  adopt  something 
uke  it.     For  my  own  part,  if  I  were  not 
on  this  Bench,  I  should  say  openly  what 
I  now  say  priyately — that  I  think  that 
the  measure  so  proposed,  if  it  hsis  any 
failing  at  all,  falls  short  in  this,  that  it 
is  not    sufficiently  comprehensive  and 
sufficiently  stringent.    I  think  that   I 
shall  be  able  to  convince  some  hon. 
Members  of  the  truth  of  what  I  say 
before  I  have  done.    The  Besolution,  to 
my  mind,  is  a  very  limited  and  a  very 
moderate  one.    It  proposes  that  if  a 
debate    be    unduly   prolong^ — and    I 
must  have  an  honest  interpretation  given 
to  that  phrase — ^unduly  prolonged  and 
obstructed,  that  there  shall  be  a  mode 
appointed  by  which    the  House   may 
bring  to   some  definite  conclusion  the 
Business  upon  which    it  is    engaged. 
What  18  the  proposition  which  the  Gt>- 
vsmment  have  made?     It  is  a  very 
small  one.    It  is  to   this  effect,   that 
when  a  number  of  Members,  under  40 — 
that  is,  less  than  a  quorum  ofthe  House — 


continue  to  speak,  without  any  modera- 
tion and  limit  of  time,  and  there  is  a 
general  weariness  in  the  House,  and  a 
sense  that  the  debate  might  rightly  be 
closed,  then,  if  there  are  more  than  100 
Members  present  who  wish  the  debate 
closed,  it  shall  be  closed.  The  other 
proposition  of  the  Government  is  equally 
simple.  It  is,  that  when  more  than 
40  Members — that  is,  more  than  a 
quorum  of  the  House — continue  to 
speak  under  the  circumstances  I  have 
mentioned,  then  that  not  100,  but  200 
Members  shall  be  required  in  order  to 
close  the  debate.  This  is  not  a  great 
arithmetical  puzzle.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  TMr.  Baikes), 
but,  at  any  rate,  the  right  non.  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershure  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  who,  I  admit  without 
reservation,  made  a  very  able  and  tem- 
perate speech  in  opposition  to  the  views 
I  hold,  said  so.  JBut  the  puzzle  is  no 
puzzle  at  all.  When  there  is  under  a 
quorum  of  the  House  desirous  of  con- 
tinuing the  debate,  there  must  be  100 
desirous  of  closing  it.  If  there  is  more 
than  a  quorum,  the  majority  must  be  at 
least  200.  Let  us  see  what  that  is  in 
practical  working — 100  to  40  is  a  two- 
and-a-half  times  majority.  With  200 
to  40,  which  is  the  next  step,  the  ma- 
jority is  five  times  as  large  as  the 
minority.  Then  we  come  to  200  to  100. 
The  majority  in  that  case  is  equal  to 
double.  In  200  to  150  the  majority  is 
four  to  three.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
House  to  observe — and  this  is  what  I 
call  an  important  point — that,  as  regards 
small  minorities,  the  proposition  which 
has  been  made  by  the  Government  is 
much  less  severe  than  the  proposition 
of  those  who  think  a  two-thirds  majority 
would  be  advisable.  I  do  not  think  that 
has  been  commented  upon.  As  regards 
small  minorities,  our  plan  is  the  most 
moderate,  the  least  severe.  With  regard 
to  large  majorities,  the  other  plan  is  the 
more  moderate.  Observe  what  is  the 
difference.  In  the  two-thirds  plan,  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  do  not  like — 
they  do  not  seem  to  like  anything  in 
this  matter — I  am  only  afraid  that  I 
may  convert  them — but  if  they  were  to 
look  the  figures  over,  they  would  see 
that  an  obstructive  minority — I  will  use 
the  term — of  20  only  requires  60  Mem- 
bers in  the  House  in  order  that  the 
debate  may  close  under  the  two-thirds 
plan ;  but,  according  to  our  proposition, 
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it  requires  100  to  be  in  the  House.  If 
30  be  the  small  minority,  according  to 
the  two-thirds  plan,  90  must  be  in  the 
House;  according  to  our  plan,  100.  If 
the  small  minority  be  40,  the  two-thirds 
plan  requires  a  House  of  1 20  ;  our  plan 
a  House  of  200.  In  the  case  of  50  the 
two-thirds  plan  requires  150,  and  our 
plan  200  to  be  in  the  House.  There- 
fore, it  is  obvious  that  with  regard 
to  small  minorities,  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  is  the  more  moderate 
of  the  two.  But  when  you  come 
to  large  minorities  the  case  is  some- 
what reversed.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have 
dealt  with  that  as  if  it  were  of  great  im- 
portance ;  to  my  mind  it  is  of  the  least 
importance.  The  importance  is  to  guard 
the  moderate  and  small  minorities. 
Judging  from  my  experience  of  large 
minorities,  I  should  say  that  they  can 
always  take  care  of  themselves.  And, 
besides,  it  is  obvious  that  the  Speaker  of 
the  House,  in  the  case  of  a  large  minority, 
say,  199  to  201,  never  would  undertake 
to  say  that  it  was  the  evident  sense  of 
the  House  that  the  debate  should  close. 
It  is  impossible  for  any  rational  man  to 
suppose  we  should  believe  that  the 
Speaker  would  say  so,  for  he  would 
have  no  accurate  measure  of  the  sense 
of  the  House,  and  he  would  certainly 
jeopardize  his  own  reputation  were  he 
to  undertake  to  divide  the  House  when 
the  numbers  were,  say,  nearly  equal. 
Therefore,  I  venture  to  say,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposal  is  reasonable— so  reason- 
able, I  think,  that  even  small  minorities 
have  no  right  whatsoever  to  object  to  it. 
And  as  for  large  minorities,  whatever  be 
the  Kule  you  propose,  you  may  rely  upon 
it  that  a  large  minority  will  always  have 
its  influence,  and  always  be  secure  from 
unjust  treatment  in  a  deliberative  As- 
sembly wherever  they  do  not  resort  to 
brute  force  to  express  their  views.  As 
regards  the  question  of  201  to  199,  it 
should  be  remembered  that  the  House 
is  now  often  constituted  by  one  vote. 
When  an  hon.  Member  has  drawn  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  there  are  not  40 
Members  present,  and  the  Speaker  has 
counted  up  to  39,  the  entrance  of  an- 
other Member  constitutes  the  House,  so 
as  to  be  able  to  give  consideration  to, 
and  to  come  to  a  decision  on,  the  gravest 
questions.  On  the  other  hand,  if  atten- 
tion be  called  to  the  fact  that  40  Mem- 
bers are  not  present,  and  the  Member 
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giving  that  information  does  what  was 
often  done  years  ago,  that  is,  slip  be- 
hind the  Speaker's  Chair,  and  thus  avoid 
being  counted,  if  the  Speaker  is  unable 
to  count  more  than  39,  the  House  stands 
adjourned.  So  that  one  Member  is  com- 
petent to  make  the  House,  under  certain 
circumstances,  competent  for  its  gravest 
transactions ;  and  one  Member  can  dis- 
perse the  House  and  send  us  all  to  our 
homes.  I  should  like  to  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  to  allow  me  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  the  real  or  simulated 
alarm  they  exhibit  in  regard  to  this 
matter.     [*'  Oh!"]     If  I  say  it  is  not 
simulated,  it  would  seem  as  if  I  did  dis- 
credit to  their  judgment.     But  if  they 
wish,  I  will  admit  that  that  alarm  ib 
real.     I  have  seen  great  alarm  in  this 
House  on  many  occasions.     No  one  can 
have  been  here  40  years  without  having 
observed  occasions  when  there  was  the 
utmost  terror  at  some  great  harm  that 
was  about  to  happen.     I  have  observed 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  often 
seized  with  this  fit  when  any  good  or 
reasonable  measure  is  proposed.   Why, 
Sir,   in  the  year  184&  I  recollect  the 
House  discussing  for  11  nights  before 
going  into  Committee  a  question  which 
aroused  alarm.  The  alarm  was  real,  not 
simulated.  It  ended  in  dethroning  a  great 
Minister,  the  g^atest  Minister  of  our 
time,  unless  we  accept  the  First  Minister 
of  to-day.  It  ended  also  in  the  dismissal 
of  all  his  Colleagues,  not  only  from  this 
Bench,  but  from  association  with  their 
Party.    And,  after  all  that  terror,  we 
know  now  that,   30  years  afterwards, 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  who 
had  been  so  excited,  have  enjoyed  great 
profit  and  prosperity  from  the   poliqj 
they  so  much  condemned.    Later  than 
that,   in  1866,   there  was  exactly  the 
same  expression  of  fear.     Some  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  threw  out  a  Bill  and 
destroyed  the  Government.   They  threw 
out  the  Bill  because  they  said  that  the 
£7  franchise  would  swamp  all  the  zioh 
and  respectable  people  in  the  ooontry. 
Well,  they  came  into  Office,  and  in  the 
very  next  year  they  passed  a  Bill  whioh 
gave  a  vote  to  every  man  who  was  rated 
to  the  poor,  however  small  or  humble 
was  the  cottage  or  hovel  in  which  he 
was  living.  And  to  show  that  they  have 
not  repented,  and  that  they  have  re- 
ceived no  harm,  now,  in  every  Heoefla, 
in  speeches  especially  to  constituencies 
in  the  North,  they  always  remind  the 


321      ParUamsnt—Butinm        (Mabch  30,  1882  J 


of  the  House. 


322 


workin|^  men  of  the  liberal  and  patriotio 
Act  which  conferred  the  franchise  upon 
them.    ["  Question  !  "]    That  is  not  the 
question,  I  am  aware.     I  mentioned  it 
as  an  illustration.   Another  phrase  used 
on  the  other  side  is  that  we  are  endea- 
Toaring  to  limit  freedom  of  speech.  But, 
vhat  I  understand  by  freedom  of  speech 
refers  not  so  much  to  the  quantity  as  to 
the   quality.    Every    Member  of   this 
House  who  chooses  may  arise  and  say 
things  now  which  two  or  three  centuries 
affo  would  have  brought  him  under  the 
f     direct  discipline  of  the  Grown.    All  that 
has  passed  away.  Now  we  may  say  any- 
thing we  like,  and  some  hon.  Members, 
88  we  have  heard  on  a  recent  occasion, 
have   said  things  that  I  should  veir 
much  regret  to  think  that  I  had  saia. 
Then,  in  this  House  also  we  may  say 
very  severe  and  ill-natured  things,  and, 
it  may  be,  very  inaccurate  things,  which 
if  said  outside  would  bring  us  under  the 
Law  of  Libel;  but  from  the  Law  of  Libel 
we  are  free  in  this  House.  Now,  this  is 
freedom  of  speech,  when  you  may  say 
what  you  thinlc  right  to  say ;  and  neither 
the  power  of  the  Crown  on  the  one 
hand,  nor  the  power  of  the  Law  of  Libel 
on  the  other,  can  in  the  least  degree  in- 
terfere with  what  you  have  said.     But 
as  to  quantity  of  speech,  I  would  ask 
hon.  Gentlemen  if  they  know  of  any  de- 
liberative assembly  in  the  world  where 
there  is  not  some  limit  to  speech  ?    Go 
to  your  church  assemblies ;   have  they 
not  some  limit  too  ?   We  know  that  the 
dei^  are  apt  to  be  rather  long  in  their 
speeches,  and  that  their  debates  extend 
over  many  hours;   but   they   all  have 
some  mode  of  bringing  a  debate  to  an 
end.     What  is  the  course  in  all  the 
public  meetings  held  in  this  country? 
What  would  become  of  public  meeting 
if  the  right  asserted  by  some  Gentlemen 
here  were  exercised  on  those  occasions  ? 
Is  not  it  the  commonest  thing  known  to 
us  all  that,  after  a  debate  has  gone  on 
to  such  a  length  after  the  programme 
of   speakers  has    been   gone  through, 
somebody    proposes  to   speak,   or  con- 
tinues to  speak,  too  long,  and  the  chair- 
man is  at  liberty  to,  and  constantly  does, 
put  it  to  the  meeting  whether  Mr.  So- 
and-So  shall  be  heard,  or  whether  he 
•hall  be  heard  anv  longer,  and  as  the 
meeting   decides  tne  gentleman — as  I 
have  seen  it,  and  I  think  I  have  never 
seen  it  otherwiae— has  yielded  to  the 
opinion  of  the  meeting  and  to  the  deci- 
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sion  of  the  chair.     But  for  this,  public 
meetings  in  this  country  would  be  abso- 
lutely of  no  use,  and  we  know  that  in 
the  freedom  of  the  Press  and  the  free- 
dom of  public  meetings  we  find  all  the 
elements  of  whatever  permanent  free- 
dom there  exists  in  this  nation.     Then 
there  is  another — what  shall  I  call  it  ? — 
hobgoblin,  or  something  which  is  very 
alarming,  which  meets  hon.  Gentlemen, 
and  they  say — never  having  seen  any- 
thing like  it  on  their  side,  1  suppose — 
they  say  that  on  this  side  of  the  House 
the  majority  will  be  led  by  a  powerful 
Minister.     In  this  country  Ministers  do 
not  become  powerful  except  by  some 
great    qualities,     and    they    are    only 
powerful  when  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  public  puts  reliance  in  them.     And 
then  I  think  it  is  a  great  blessing  that 
a  powerful  Minister  should  exert  great 
influence  over  his  Party,  and  that  his 
Party,  being   a  majority  elected   with 
him  by  the  constituencies,  should  influ- 
ence Parliament  to  serve  the  country. 
But  hon.  Members  opposite  seem  to  me 
as  if  they  did  not  like  to  look  at  more 
than  one  point  of  the  question.     They 
say  that  a  Minister  who  has  a  majority 
will  do  this,  that,  and  the  other ;  and 
they  leave  out  of  view  the  question  of 
the   highest   authority  in   this   House, 
without  whose  opinion,  without  whose 
judgment,  and  without  whose  express 
intimation  to  the  House  the  most  power- 
ful Minister  who  ever  sat,  or  who  ever 
will  sit   here,    and   the   most  powerful 
Party  itself,   would  be  absolutely  help- 
less in  this  matter.     That  is  not  merely 
my  construction.     It  must  appear  to  be 
so  to  every  Gentleman  who  hears  my 
voice.     I    hope   some  hon.   Gentleman 
who  follows  me   will    attend  to  this — 
driven  from  point  to  point  in  argument, 
hon.  Members  have  at  last  said — Well, 
we  know  that  is  what  you  expect  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  House;    but   what   se- 
curity have  you  that  the  Speaker  will 
act  up  to  your  expectation  ?    Well,  I 
would  say  this — My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  been  about  60  years  a  Member  of 
the   House.     I    have    been   a  Member 
nearly   40    years.     I   have    seen   three 
eminent  Speakers  occupy  that  Chair — 
Lord  Eversley,  Lord  Ossington,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Speaker  now 
in  the  Chair ;  but  has  anybody  noticed 
any  trace  of  any  partiality  on  the  part 
of  those  Speakers  ?    There  is  a  score  of 
opportunities  every  Session,  one  might 
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say,  if  a  Speaker  thought  it  worth  his 
while  to  do  it,  he  might  give  some  petty 
advantage  to  the  Party  with  which  he  is 
connected.  Now,  those  three  Speakers 
of  whom  I  have  spoken  have  all  been 
connected  with  the  Liberal  Party.  They 
have  served  in  the  Office  of  Speaker 
during  the  Administrations  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  Lord  Russell,  Lord  Aber- 
deen, Lord  Palmerston,  Lord  Derby, 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister who  now  leads  the  House.  In  the 
last  Parliament  Gentlemen  opposite  sat 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  They  were 
the  Conservative  Party.  Mr.  Speaker 
took  the  Chair  then,  as  now.  He  was 
then,  and  no  doubt  is  now,  connected  by 
sympathy  with  the  Liberal  Party.  But 
no  one  said  in  the  last  Parliament  that 
as  between  the  two  Parties  in  the  House 
the  Speaker  was  not  perfectly  impartial. 
I  defy  any  man  to  say  that  at  any  time 
during  the  Parliamentary  life  of  the 
oldest  Member  of  the  House  anything 
has  ever  been  done  by  any  Speaker 
which  would  lead  to  the  conclusion  that 
you  are  relying  upon  an  unsafe  security 
when  you  ask  the  Speaker  to  take  the 
initiative  in  a  matter  like  that  before  the 
House.  Now,  Sir,  I  will  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen— Do  not  you  suppose  that  the 
Office  of  Speaker  is  so  eminent  and 
dignified  that  it  necessarily  almost  shuts 
out  the  possibility  of  partiality?  Is  it 
possible  that  any  Speaker  would  sacri- 
fice his  great  honour  and  his  historical 
position  for  the  purpose  of  giving  some 
small  advantage  to  the  Party  on  this 
side  of  the  House  ?  Now,  then,  I  in- 
sist upon  it,  and  I  think  the  House  and 
every  dispassionate,  fair-minded  man 
will  come  to  the  same  conclusion,  that 
the  danger  hon.  Gentlemen  have  spoken 
about,  and  which  they  are  so  alarmed 
about,  is,  in  point  of  fact,  only  a  phan- 
tom, and  that  the  safeguards  provided 
in  this  Resolution  are  sufficient  and 
complete  for  the  proper  maintenance  of 
the  Business  of  the  House.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  we  are  not  all  agreed 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  Well,  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  not  told  us  of 
their  opinions ;  but,  possibly,  they  are 
not  all  agreed.  I  should  be  very  sorry 
if,  on  every  matter  that  came  bewre  the 
House,  it  was  to  be  expected  that  all  men 
would  think  exactly  alike.  We  have  an 
Amendment  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott). 
That  is  an  Amendment  that  means  that 
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the  House  shall  do  nothing  whatever. 
If  any  Member  of  the  House  wishes  to 
support  that  Amendment,  he  supports  a 
proposition  that,  in  regard  to  the  shorten- 
ing or  closing  debates  by  any  contriv- 
ance whatever  in  the  way  of  any  vote  in 
the  House,  that  is  a  thing  which  cannot 
be  recommended.     I  may  say  here  that 
there  has  been  some  reference  made  to 
the  word  "bare"  and  *' bare  majority," 
and  I  see  it  stated  in  some  of  the  papers 
that  the  word  '*bare"  was  left  out  of 
the  Amendment  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
authorities  of  the  House.     Well,  I  be- 
lieve I  am  at  liberty  to  state,  without 
fear  of  being  in  error,  that  the  autho- 
rities   of   the    House  —  I    mean   Mr. 
Speaker,  in  the  first  place,  and  the  Gen- 
tlemen at  the  Table — have  had  nothing 
whatsoever  to  do  with  the  leaving  out  oi 
that  word ;  and  the  Amendment  stands, 
as  I  understand,  exactly  as  it  was  pro- 
posed at  the   Table  by   the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Brighton.    Well, 
that  is  one  of  the  propositions.    There 
may  be  other  propositions.     I   do  not 
condemn  them ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
if  I  were  sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House   and    not    connected    with   this 
Bench — if    I    thought    that    anything 
ought  to  be  done  and  that  something 
effective  might  be  done — there  being  no 
matter  of  conscience  involved,  for  this 
is  not  a  matter  of  blood  shedding  or  of 
a  terribly  atrocious  and  evil  policy  of 
any  kind  ;  it  is  a  matter  upon  which  iro 
may  all  agree  without  any  amount  of 
suffering,  or  upon  which  many  may  dis- 
agree without  quarrelling — I  should  say 
that  if  a  Government  in  which  I  had 
confidence  had  recommended  this  Reso- 
lution I  would   accept  it—and  if  die 
Party  with  which  I  usually  acted  in  tho 
main,  and  for  the  most  part,  approved 
of  it,  and  would  all  but  unanimoualj 
support  it,  then  I  should  have  no  feeling 
of  conscientious  objection  to  submit  ittj 
judgment    to    the    judgment    of   nj 
Leaders  and  my  Party.      [^ChurB  mi 
ironical   cheers,"]      If    hon.    OentlemeB 
opposite  come  to  their  unanimity  \jif 
any    process    differinc;    from    that,  I 
hope  the^  will  state  it.     There  is  coo 
other  point  on  which  I  shall  addretf 
a  few  words  to  the  House — to  the  Oon- 
servative  Members  as  well  as  to  tho06 
on  this  side.     It  may  be  observed  that  in 
what  I  have  said  I  have  made  no  appeal 
whatever  to  Members  of  this  House  who 
call  themselves  the  Irish  Party.    I  bafV 


I 
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to  make  goTemment  by  thie 

Commons  not  difficult  only, 
isible.  Two  hon.  Members  of 
e — for  we  are  all  honourable 

hon.  Members  of  this  House, 
3w  present,  but  absent  under 
ices  not  without  bis  own  con- 
■y  two  hon.  Members  of  this 
lilst  in  the  United  States,  were 
a  Convention  of  Irish  delegates 
1.     It  was  a  Conventioa  which, 

it  had  power,  declared  war 
e  Crown  and  the  Government 
ited  Kingdom.  Subscriptione 
icted  at  that  Convention,  and 
led  in  openly,  with  the  view  of 
'  soldiers  to  take  part  iu  the 
and  intended  war ;  and  the 
n  to  whom  I  refer,  as  far  as  I 
from  the  rep|>rt,  said  nothing 
nvention.  They  were  parties 
ilation.  They  were  parties  to 
«8.    They  spoke  in  the  Con- 

[Mr.  Healt  :  No  !]  I  have 
1  Irieh-American  paper  a  most 

careful,  and  interesting  report 
ieches  at  that  Convention.  To- 
end  one  of  the  leading  speakers 
onffbt  it  was  better,  for  reasons, 
r  friends  from  Ireland  should 
further  part  in  their  delibera- 
t  there  was  a  speech  in  that 
an  hon.  Member  of  the  House. 
)  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
aber  who  says  "No"  would 
it  was  made  at  a  part  of  the 

n  which   wnn   nol;  in  t.lin  Con- 


while  to  appeal  to  those  Gentlemen. 
They  are  at  liberty  to  hold  their  opinions, 
they  are  at  liberty  to  conspire,  and  they 
are  at  liberty  to  rebel ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
they  are  not  at  liberty  to  make  it  im- 
possible for  this  Imperial  Parliament  to 
transact  the  Business  which  it  has  to  do. 
I  think  that  if  there  be  within  the  walls 
of  this  House  a  Party,  however  small, 
avowing  objecta  such  as  these,  and  pur- 
suing a  course  such  as  this,  it  behoves 
all  Uembers  of  the  House  of  a  different 
kind  to  consider  the  position  in  which 
they  are.  I  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  to  the 
Conservative  Party — I  differ  from  them, 
as  they  know,  very  much  in  many  things, 
but  I  admit  that  if  they  are  mistaken 
they  are  in  intention  patriotic,  and  that 
they  would  wish  the  honoar  of  Parlia- 
ment to  be  sustained,  and  the  interests 
of  the  country  to  bo  yarded — I  may, 
therefore,  fairly  appeal  to  them,  and  I 
may  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House — Enffliah  Members, 
Welsh  Members,  Scoteb  Members,  loyal 
Irish  Members,  I  may  appeal  to  them, 
and  aak  them  whether  this  House  of 
Commons,  with  its  centuries  of  renown 
and  its  centuries  of  service,  is  to  be  made 
prostrate,  powerless,  and  useless,  at  the 
bidding  and  by  the  action  of  a  handful 
of  men,  who  tell  you  that  they  despise 
you,  and  who  by  their  conduct  would  de- 
grade you  ?  Do  not  let  them  suppose 
that  they  are  greater  friends  of  Ireland 
than  I  am.     Whv.  Sir.  I  acknowledo'ed 
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doms,  and  for  what  ?  For  the  high  and 
noble  purpose  of  legislating  for  a  g^at 
and  powerful  Empire ;  and  I  ask  you 
whether  you  are  willing  now  to  assist 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  in  altering, 
to  some  small  extent,  the  Hules  and 
practice  of  this  House,  in  order  that  the 
House  of  Ck)mmons,  in  spite  of  the  mis- 
chief of  the  few,  may  find  itself  hereafter 
able  to  fulfil  the  g^at  duties  which  the 
people  of  this  great  nation  have  com- 
mitted to  its  charge  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  :  I  remember, 
Sir,  that  a  few  years  ago  a  distinguished 
American  Minister  said  to  one  who  was 
then  the  Kepresentative  for  Foreign 
Afiairs  in  this  country,  and  who  had  a 
difficult  answer  to  make  to  a  deputa- 
tion at  a  critical  time,  that  ho  was 
anxious  to  know  how  a  European  diplo- 
matist would  answer,  and,  so  to  speak, 
**  dance  among  the  eggs.''  Now,  it  was 
with  a  curiosity  akin  to  that  of  this 
American  Minister  that  we  watched  to- 
night, how  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  would  acquit  himself  in 
speaking  on  behalf  of  a  Liberal  Ghovem- 
ment  in  a  debate  the  object  of  which — 
in  the  opinion  of  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  of  a  g^at  many 
Members  on  the  other  side  also — must 
tend,  in  a  great  degree,  to  the  limitation 
of  the  right  of  free  speech.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  ridiculed  our  alarm, 
and  he  has  spoken,  in  terms  which  I 
need  not  characterize,  of  the  Members 
of  the  Irish  Party  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  on  this  side  of  the  House ;  but 
he  has  given  us  absolutely  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  entertain  the  feelings 
of  alarm  which  he  ridiculed.  Through- 
out this  debate  there  has  prevailed,  up 
to  this  evening,  a  tone  of  studied  mode- 
ration, from  which  I  shall  endeavour 
not  to  depart.  But  I  cannot  but  com- 
ment upon  the  very  marked  differences 
of  opinion  which  have  been  made  mani- 
fest in  the  course  of  this  debate  among 
the  supporters  of  the  Government,  and 
even  in  its  very  ranks.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  the  speech  with  which  he 
introduced  these  Hesolutions,  showed 
that  he  was  obviously  anxious  to  hold 
on  to  old  Hules  as  long  as  possible, 
and  that  it  was  with  a  deling  of  pain 
that  he  found  himself  constrained  to  de- 
part from  the  old  lines  followed  by  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  said  that  he  trusted  the 
House  would  continue  to  appreciate,  nay, 
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to  worship,  liberty  of  speech.    The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
foUows  in  the  same  strain,  saying  that 
no  Member  of  the  Government  has  ever 
suggested  that  they  should  stop  a  debate 
which  is  neither  repetition  nor  Obstruc- 
tion.    But  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford,  and  now  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  have  spoken  of  the 
alarm  which  is  felt  on  these  Benches; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  says  that  that  alarm  is  simulated. 
Not  one,  however,  of  these  Gentlemen 
has  adduced   any  proof  of  our  being 
mistaken.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talks   of   the   ''  phantom "   which  has 
caused  our  alarm.    He  should  remem- 
ber that  it  is  feared  also  by  above  100 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party.     ["  No, 
no ! "]    Well,  such  was  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson),  and,  up  to  this  time,  it  has 
not  been  contradicted.    Kight  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  tell  us  that  there  is  no 
intention  of  using  this  Bule  for  the  pre- 
vention of  free  speech ;  but  we  must 
look  not  to  their  intentions,  but  to  future 
possibilities.     How  can  we  be  confident 
that  on  all  occasions  the  intentions  whioh 
the  Government  have  expressed  will  be 
those  which  will  be  realized  ?    Of  that 
we  have  before  now  had  some  expe- 
rience ;  and  we  are  perfectly  entitled  to 
look  not  only  to  what  is  intended  by  the 
Resolution — a  Besolution  which,  it  ap- 
pears, is  to  become  a  Standing  Order 
of  the  House — but  also  to  what  its  terms 
might  hereafter,  under  various  dream- 
stances,  be  held  to  imply.  •  If  we  looked 
only  to  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister we  might,  perhaps,  be  to  some 
extent  re-assured;  but  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  and  the 
Home  Secretary  have  spoken  in  a  veiy 
different  tone  from  that  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  What  did  the  noble  Marquess 
say  ?    Did  he  say  that  it  was  only  un- 
restricted loquacity  or  needless  repeti- 
tion which  was  to  be  guarded  agamst? 
No  ;  he  went  a  great  deiJ  further ;  and 
much  of  the  difficulty  which  we  now 
have  to  face  has  been  caused  by  the  ex- 
pressions which  the  noble  Lord  thooght 
fit  to  use.     He  said — 

**  The  statement  that  the  privilege  of  ipeadi 
is  not  a  personal  right  attaching  to  the  poeitioii 
of  a  Member  of  Parliament  may  be  an  anertioa 
that  will  startle  some  hon.  Members;  but  I 
think  a  very  little  consideration  will  show  it  to 
bo  a  true  assertion,  and  I  should  like  veir  mu^ 
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to  gee  the  contrary  of  that  aaBertion  formulated  which  he  gave  a  significant   hint  that 

l?tfl?1f;  ^"i*™?^**^>Pk^7^^^^^  til®   discussion   was    one   which    might 

w  Bpeech  u  a  personal  privilege,  it  belongs,  ,  ,  i.i.i.        jai_        t»i 

I  p^sume,  equSly  to  every  Member  of  lie  J?^®  b.®?^  ^^^  short  under  these  Rules. 

HoTue."— [3  Samard,  dxvii.  1327.]  He  said,  in  the  month  of  March,  they 

Now,  I  hold  that  the  privilege  is  a  per-  ^^  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  and 

Kmal  right,  notwithstanding  the  noble  he  pointed  out  the  difficulty  which  arose 

Lord's  statement,  for  we  are  chosen  to  °l   ^''^°'"'  ^«f»  r    ^"^"^    q^^'^T 

q>eak  in  ParKament  as  weU  as  to  vote ;  the  Government  and  necessary  Supply 

.Sdit  is  the  duty  of  every  Member,  on  Evidently    the  argument  of  the  right 

fitting  occasions,  to  represent  his  consti-  5''°,-  f  I^^Tk    ^®P^«'"*'^  »°««. "  8T«f  * 

taenta  by  word  of  mouth,  subject  only  to  J^*^  ^'*'^|f  *^*^  Motions  on  gomg  into 

lus  sense  of  responsibility  to  the  House.  ^"PP^;  ^*  '^"''^  "PP^^  ^,f  ^°t^o°« 

But  I  will  caU  Twitness  into  court  who  ''^'^  «^°*  ^"  the  way  of  the  Business 

speaks  with  greater  force  than  I  can.  f  *'^«  Qovemment,  and  it  would  lead 

•flie  duties  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  *°  ""^  """ff  ^^^°YT\^  '        "fi"* 

hare  been  deBned  in  the  foUowing  ex-  ^°\^''^,  ^""t^  Gentleman  says,  the 

^,.^«:»»  ^^A  ^^;^U4-^  ^^^»  .  month  of  March  is  gone  and  we  come  to 

preesiTe  and  weighty  words : —  ah       j  v         •  ?        i.  xi.  i.  •      *     m 

'^  .  April,  and  he  points  out  that  m  April 

J  It  is  often  said  that  we  are  not  delegates  ;  ^he  Government  might  be  in  difficulties 
but  if  we  are  not  delegates  we  are  not  rulers.        •.i  j  .     .%    »  ^-.j-   ..       -rk.n       ^r 

We  are  sent  here  to  represent  the  general  views  with  regard  to  their  Mutiny  BiU.     Now, 

of  our  constituonts.    We  have  morally  no  power  ft"  this  is  by  no  means  new.     These  are 

to  cut  off  the  influence  of  those  constituents — to  not  things  which  have  occurred  to  this 

make  fundamental  changes  in  the  Constitution,  Government  of  all  Governments.      On 

Sww  yl^' *^*^'  ""^  overthrow  the  practice  ^he  contrary,   I  may  point  out  that  it 

was  the  duty  of  the  late  Government  to 
From  this  it  will  appear  that  the  Chan-  pass  one  measure  which  will  greatly  fa- 
oellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  did  not  ciUtate  the  progress  of  the  Business  of 
always  hold  the  views  now  put  forward  any  Government.  We  are  naturally  led 
by  the  Government.  As  to  the  personal  to  fear  from  all  this  that  what  is  in- 
privileg^  of  speech,  to  which  the  noble  tended  to  be  used  against  Obstruction 
Iioid  referred,  he  will  find  a  sufficient  will  too  often  be  turned  against  that 
answer  in  words  spoken  in  1867.  The  which  is  legitimate  opposition.  I  do  not 
noble  Lord — I  am  not  going  to  quote  wish  to  misquote  the  President  of  the 
his  words,  but  the  meaning  is  clear —  Board  of  Trade ;  but  I  have  clearly  in 
nsed  a  curious  expression.  He  said  my  mind  the  recollection  of  a  speech  in 
there  were  other  places  where  free  which  he  spoke  of  Opposition,  and  used 
speech  could  be  exercised  outside  this  the  word  as  being  a  very  convertible 
House ;  and  another  hon.  Member  has  term  with  Obstruction.  It  is  because 
gone  further,  and  said  if  we  wanted  to  we  know  these  facts  and  views  are  in 
express  our  vie  ws  we  might  go  outside  to  the  minds  of  those,  at  all  events,  who 
do  it,  for  Parliament  was  no  place  for  hold  the  newer  Liberal  ideas,  and  that 
that.  I  venture  to  say,  in  the  first  place,  ultimately  this  Bule  will  be  entirely 
that  that  is  an  entire  and  complete  al-  diverted  from  its  course,  that  we  take 
teration  of  the  meaning  of  Parliament,  the  strong  position  which  we  have  as- 
In  the  second  place,  if  the  public  mind  sumed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Govem- 
is  to  be  influenced  with  regard  to  moa-  ment  have  been  a  little  ungrateful  to  the 
Bures  before  this  House,  not  by  discus-  House  for  the  manner  in  which  Business 
sions  taking  place  in  the  House,  but  has  been  expedited  this  year.  Have 
discussions  outside,  you  will  import  a  they  been  obstructed  ?  Their  main  Votes 
doctrine  rather  dangerous  and  somewhat  have  been  passed  on  the  first  night  they 
difficult  to  define.  It  is  obvious  that  were  discussed,  no  doubt  at  a  late  and 
while  the  discussion  is  going  on  out-of-  inconvenient  hour.  I  have  a  clear  re- 
doors  the  measures  on  which  the  dis-  collection  that  on  many  previous  occa- 
cussion  is  taking  place  may  be  passing  sions  these  Votes  have  occupied  some- 
into  law  under  this  Hule.  The  Home  times  two  or  three  nights.  It  is  true 
Secretary  was  more  cautious,  but  the  that  last  year  Urgency  was  asked,  and 
same  argument  ran  throughout  his  asked  by  the  Government.  They  were 
speech.  He  spoke  of  the  immense  work  alarmed  about  their  Business.  The 
which  lies  before  Parliament.  He  began  House  thought  that  it  should  not  be 
by  saying  there  was  the  Address,  on  granted,  and  the  Government  did  per- 
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fectlj  well  without  it.  Having  no  other 
course,  the  Government  took  the  House 
into  their  confidence,  and  the  House  re- 
sponded, as  it  always  will  when  treated 
in  that  manner.  Heferences  have  been 
made  to  the  last  Parliament  as  if  the 
late  Government  had  no  Obstruction  to 
contend  with.  I  am  not  going  back  on 
that  which  may  be  a  matter  of  contro- 
versy. The  Prime  Minister  spoke  of 
the  Obstruction  which  took  place  in 
lH79and  in  1877.  I  tried  then  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Obstruction  was  honest. 
I  was  prepared  to  admit  that  then,  and 
I  admit  it  now ;  therefore,  although  I 
refrain  from  saying  how  much  assist- 
ance we  received  from  the  House,  even 
after  the  main  question  of  corporal 
punishment  was  disposed  of,  we  carried 
on  the  necessary  Business  without  the 
cldture,  and  passed  some  considerable 
measures.  No  answer  has  been  given 
to  the  question— How  would  the  oidture 
help  the  Government  this  Session? 
Would  it  have  helped  them  on  the  Ad- 
dress ?  Would  it  have  helped  them  on 
the  Estimates?  I  do  not  think  that 
that  is  a  contention  which  will  be  made. 
The  cidture  could  only  have  been  applied 
against,  to  use  the  language  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  Motions  which  stood 
in  the  way  of  the  Estimates,  and  those 
Motions  could  be  dealt  with  by  other 
Amendments  on  the  Paper.  I  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  what  may  happen 
in  Committee,  and  in  doing  so  I  assume 
I  have  a  right  to  argue  as  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  from  the  actual 
words  of  the  Besolutions  which  have 
been  submitted.  Now,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South-West 
Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
pointed  out  that  the  cidture  can  be 
applied  in  this  way.  At  the  present 
time,  on  going  into  Supply,  the  Question 
is  moved,  "  That  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Chair."  If  an  Amendment  is  moved, 
the  cidture  can  be  applied.  Then  to  the 
Motion,  ''  That  I  now  leave  the  Chair," 
the  cidture  can  again  be  applied.  That 
has  been  clearly  shown.  It  appears 
from  the  New  Rule — 

"  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Coinraittoo  of  the  whole 
Hoasc,  during  any  Debate,  to  ho  the  evident 
■enBo  of  the  Uoose,  or  of  the  Committee,  that  the 
Question  bo  now  put,  he  may  so  inform  the 
House  or  the  Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be 
made  *That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put 
such  Question ;  and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the 
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affirmative,  the  Qaestion  under  diaciiiwon  shall 
bo  put  forthwith." 

Now,  how  is  this  going  to  be  applied  In 
Committee  ?    If  the  cidture  is  passed  upon 
a  particular  Amendment,  all  other  Amend- 
ments may  be,  although  pertinent  to  the 
subject,   shut    out.      [Mr.   Oladstone: 
Hear,  hear !]   The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cheers  ironically.    I  should  like  him  to 
deal  with  this  point,  as  it  may  materiaUy 
facilitate  progress.    The  effect  of  the 
Resolution,  unless  it  can  be  explained  in 
some  other  sense,  may  be  to  cnt  out 
Amendments  in  Supply.     I  will  not  be 
rash  enough  to  suppose  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intends  it  to  work  in 
this  way  ;  but  it  is  perfectly  competent 
for  anyone  to  say  that  this  is  the  pon- 
tion,  unless  restrictive  worda  are  used, 
in  which  Parliament  may  find  itself. 
Suppose  the  original  Question  was  that 
£100,000  should  be  voted  for  such-and- 
such  a  purpose.    An  Amendment  miffht 
be  moved  with  which  the  Housems- 
agreed.     I  venture  to  contend  that,  in 
the  terms  of  the  Resolution — I  do  not 
say  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govemment 
— it  would  be  perfectly  competent  to  the 
Chairman — I  am  speaking,  of  course, 
impersonally,  and  without  reference  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now 
Chairman — to  propose  that  the  Resoln- 
tion  was  carried,  the  Amendment  negft* 
tived,  and  the  cidture  carried  upon  it   It 
is  said  that  the  cidture  is  not  to  be  ap- 
plied to  such  cases ;  and,  as  I  undentana, 
the  argument  in  favour  of  the  Resolu- 
tion is  not  so  much  that  it  is  intended  to 
stop  Obstruction  as  to  expedite  BnsineM. 
But  that  can  be  done  by  the  Resolutions 
which  follow,  which  are  framed  with  the 
object  of   expediting  the    Business  of 
Parliament.     That  can  be  done  in  two 
ways — either  by  stopping  questions  from 
being  brought  forward  or  by  shortening 
the  proceedings.     But  the  question  if 
not  whether  the  Resolution  is  intended 
to  be  used  in  a  particular  way,  but  whe- 
ther, under  the  terms  of  the  KesolutioD, 
it  can  be  so  used.    I  should  have  been 
disposed    to    argue — if   my    hon.    and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Laan- 
ceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard)  had  not 
already  done  so— that  the  word  **  may" 
implies  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Chair- 
man to  put  the  Question,  and  means  the 
same  as  **  must.''    The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  said  "No;" 
but  that  was  a  bare  assertion,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  advanced  no  aiga- 
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ment,  and  showed  no  reason  in  favour  of 
his  opinion.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man goes  further,   and    to-night    the 
Chanoellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
said  that  it  is  to  be  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Chairman  or  Speaker  whether  the 
Question  is  to  be  put.     That  is  a  deli- 
cate matter,  and  I  can  only  add  one  more 
to  the  testimonies  which  have  been  paid 
to  the  present   occupant  of  the  Chair. 
But  we  have  to  look  on  this  not  as  a 
Sessional,  but  as  a  Standing  Order,  made 
for  all  time.     See  the  enormous  difficul- 
ties and  responsibilities  in  which  you 
are  involving  the  Chair  !     Suppose  the 
Speaker  or  Chairman  ignored  or  misin- 
terpreted the  feelings  of  the  House.  My 
rignt  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  noticed 
this ;  other  Members  have  noticed  it  also. 
In  practice,  some  Bule  would  be  devised 
which  would  be  foUowed  by  each  suc- 
oessiTe  Speaker  or  Chairman,  and  the 
discretion  of  the  Speaker  would  be  aban- 
doned.    I   find,  oir,  that  the  question 
was  raised  in  a  discussion  which  took 
place  in  February,  1880.     The  difficulty 
then  dwelt  upon  was  as  to  the  ascertain- 
ment of  the  "  feeling  of  the  House," 
when  many  Members  were  not  present 
in  the  House,  but  in  the  Lobbies  and 

frecincts  of  the  House.  My  right  hon. 
'riend  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer clearly  showed  the  difficulties 
which  might  arise,  and  the  great  incon- 
venience under  which  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  might  labour  in  having  his 
discretion  confirmed  or  disapproved  by 
the  House.  It  has  been  said  quite  truly 
that  the  Speaker  or  Chairman  would  be 
an  independent  and  impartial  person. 
No  one  has  expressed  a  doubt  on  that 
subject.  But — speaking  of  him,  not  in 
his  official,  but  in  his  personal  capacity — 
is  it  certain  that  he  would  be  entirely 
independent  of  the  Government  ?  Then, 
in  the  case  of  Members  not  actually  in 
the  House,  but  in  the  Lobbies  and  pre- 
cincts, to  whom  could  the  Chairman  look 
save  to  those  useful  persons  to  whom  we 
look  for  the  declarations  of  the  numbers 
in  Divisions  ?  I  fear,  if  we  accept  this 
Resolution,  that  we  shall  place  the  Chair- 
man or  the  Speaker  in  an  invidious  and 
unpleasant  position.  I  know  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  South wark  (Mr.  Thorold 
Bogers),  in  his  temperate  and  able 
speech  the  other  night,  the  President  of 
toe  Board  of  Trade,  and  others,  say 
that  we    on    this   side  of  the   House 


are  detracting  from  the  Speaker's 
authority.  No,  Sir;  I  venture  to  say 
that  it  is  far  from  our  intention.  We 
wish  to  save  the  Speaker  from  that  which, 
in  our  minds,  is  an  invidious  position. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  asked 
us  whether  we  could  suppose  that  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  would  be  actu- 
ated by  the  prospect  of  some  Party  ad- 
vantage ?  We  do  not  suppose  anything 
of  the  kind.  But  the  Besolution  would 
place  the  impartiality  of  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  not  in  any  real  danger,  but  in 
danger  of  suspicion ;  and  it  is  for  that 
reason  that  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to 
guard  him  from  such  dangers.  With 
regard  to  the  cldturef  the  Home  Secretary 
the  other  night  quoted  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Eversley,  who  expressed  a  fear 
that  we  should  be  obliged  some  day  to 
come  to  the  cJdture.  Lord  Eversley, 
when  examined  on  the  subject,  on  the 
6th  of  March,  1854,  said  that  he  believed 
that  some  day  or  other  the  House  would 
be  obliged  to  adopt  a  method  of  bringing 
debates  to  a  summary  end ;  but  he  added 
words  which  I  do  not  say  destroy  the 
effect  of  the  Home  Secretary's  quotation, 
but  materially  modify  them.  Lord  Evers- 
ley, after  expressing  that  opinion,  adds — 
''  I  should  postpone  the  adoption  of  that 
summary  process  till  the  latest  possible 
period."  My  right  hon.  Friend  near  me, 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
has  been  quoted  as  an  authority  in  favour 
of  the  cldture.  This  statement  has,  how- 
ever, been  already  explained  in  the 
public  Press.  What  my  right  hon.  Friend 
really  said  was  that  it  was  thought  by 
some  to  be  possible  that  we  might  have 
to  come  to  the  cldture,  but  that  he  him- 
self was  entirely  opposed  to  it.  *'  That," 
my  right  hon.  Friend  said,  **  is  a  method 
which,  I  venture  to  think,  this  House  will 
pause  very  long  before  they  adopt.  It  is 
wholly  at  variance  with  the  traditions  of 
the  British  House  of  Commons."  Now, 
let  us  see  what  is  said  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn).  Speaking  no  later  than  two 
years  ago  with  regard  to  the  cldture,  he 
said  he  trusted  there  was  no  sort  of  a 
possibility  of  its  being  adopted,  and  that 
any  such  proposal  would  meet  with  the 
most  determined  opposition.  Again,  an- 
other Member  of  the  House  expressed 
his  opinion  on  a  former  occasion  that  the 
Government  had  done  wisely  in  seeking 
to  punish  individual  Members  who  were 
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guilty  of  Obstruction,  instead  of  altering 
the  Bules  of  the  House.  That  was  said 
by  no  less  an  authority  than  the  present 
Postmaster  General.  Then  there  is  one 
who,  on  financial  questions,  has  always 
proved  himself  to  be  a  lively  and  a  care- 
ful investigator,  although  his  pertina- 
cious good  humour,  and  his  thirst  for 
knowledge  respecting  the  Estimates, 
have,  no  doubt,  been  a  source  of  very 
mixed  feeling.  What  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  say? 
He  said  that  he  altogether  repudiated 
the  idea  of  the  cldture.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Walsall  (Sir  Charles  Forster) 
also  spoke  in  the  same  sense.  All  Com- 
mittees and  authorities  have  considered 
it  as  absolutely  the  last  alternative  which 
should  be  brought  before  the  House. 
They  all  say — "  Let  us  put  it  off  as  long 
as  we  can."  We  have,  I  think,  a  right 
to  ask  why  no  Minister,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  has  told  us  what  reason  there 
is  for  carrying  this  Eesolution  before  the 
other  Besolutions  ?  If  other  means  failed, 
doubtless  the  House  might  approach  its 
consideration  ;  but  the  burden  of  proof 
lies  upon  those  who  insist  upon  placing 
it  first.  I  should  have  thought  it  a  task 
well  worthy  of  a  Prime  Minister,  whose 
vast  abilities  and  matchless  eloquence 
even  a  political  opponent  may  express 
admiration  for,  to  bring  back  the  House 
to  a  remembrance  of  its  old  traditions, 
to  vindicate  the  rights  of  Parliament 
against  those  who  wish  to  bring  those 
rights  into  contempt,  and  to  maintcun  on 
its  behalf  that  freedom  of  which  on  other 
questions  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  the  foremost  advocate.  But  we 
have  here  a  measure  which  the  most  in- 
competent Minister  could  carry  if  he  only 
had  a  compact  majority  behind  him.  I 
do  not  want  to  go  into  the  question  of  a 
mere  majority,  except  to  a  very  slight 
degree.  The  Home  Secretary  said  it 
was  the  only  question  before  the  House  ; 
but  I  understood  you.  Sir,  to  say  it  was 
otherwise,  and  I  think  that  has  been 
confirmed  this  evening  by  the  manner 
in  which  you  explained  the  Question  to 
be  put.  And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
has  said  this  evening  that  he  understands 
it  is  not  a  question  at  all  of  a  mere  or  of 
a  bare  majority.  I  could  point  out  many 
instances  where  hon.  Members  opposite 
have  expressed  themselves  against  the 
principle  of  a  bare  majority.  I  will, 
however,  only  mention  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Walsall  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea,  who  have  spoken  against  ^ving 
the  power  of  cldture  to  a  bare  majority. 
I  will  not  argue  this,  for  the  argument 
seems  to  go  very  much  against  the  adop- 
tion of  the  cldture  at  all.     I  have  not 
argued,  therefore,  against  a  bare  majo- 
rity.    But  what  I  wish  respectfully  to 
point  out  is,  whether  the  Government 
would    not     advance     Business    more 
by  leading  than  driving  ?    If  any  Go- 
vernment endeavours  to  drive  instead  o€ 
leading,  infallibly  they  will  oblige  the 
House  to  look,  not  at  the  spirit  in  which 
these  Eesolutions  have  been  proposed, 
but  at  the  actual  letter  of  them.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bed- 
ford (Mr.  Whitbread)  said  he  did  not 
believe  much  in  advancing  Business  by 
the  policy  proposed ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
showed  clearly  how,  if  oppressive  mea- 
sures were  adopted  in  one  respect,  diffi- 
culties   would   arise  in  other    matters 
in  regard  to  which  they  could  not  be 
interfered  with.  Surely,  bating  to  this, 
one  power,  forced,  on  the  whole,  upon 
an  unwilling  House,  is  very  little  better 
than  the  course  adopted  by  the  wise  men 
of  Gotham,  who  buut  a  hedge  round  the 
cuckoo  under  the  impression  that  that 
would  keep  the  bird  from  flying  away. 
If  the  cldture  is  not  to  be  used,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  the  Business  of  the 
House  will  not  be  advanced.     We  can- 
not be  led  away  by  the  assertion  that 
this  is  to  be  hung  up  as  a  weapon  is 
terrorem^  not  to  be  used,  but  to  fnghten 
evildoers  and  to  keep  ill-luck  from  the 
Government,  very  much  like  a  horseshoe 
nailed  on  a  stable  door.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  says  we    dislike  the  Mtwre 
because  it  is  a  French  word.     I  do  not 
dislike  it  because  it  is  a  French  word, 
but    because  it  is  an    institution    not 
known  to  England,  and  which  has  never 
been  eny)loyed  in  an   English  Parlia- 
ment.    That  is  an  insular  view  if  you 
please;  but,  as  the  cldture  is  imported 
from  abroad,  so  I  believe  it  will  be  used 
here  as  it  is  used  abroad.    I  believe  that 
it  will  do  more  than  anything  else  to  do 
away  with  the  spirit  of  fair  play  and 
mutual  conciliation  with  which  hitherto 
the  Business  of  the  House  has  been  con- 
ducted.    Before  I  sit  down,  I  wish  to 
disclaim  that  connection  between  our- 
selves  and  the  Irish  Members  of  which 
tne  Home  Secretary  spoke  the  othelr 
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sight.  I  do  not  know  that  we  need 
look  very  far  after  the  speech  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohaacellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  to-night  to  see, 
perhaps,  why  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land may  not  altogether  like  to  find 
themselyea  in  the  same  Lobby  as  the 
GoTemment.  To  form  a  combination 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  Govern- 
ment into  a  difficulty  is  very  far  from 
oar  intention.  Look  at  the  situation  in 
which  the  House  is  placed  at  this  moment ! 
The  Amendment  is  by  an  honest  and 
earnest  Liberal.  [Mr.  John  Bbight  : 
Very !]  The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  has  made  as  strong  a 
speech  against  the  Hesolution  as  any 
Member  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  has  also 
spoken  against  it ;  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, in  a  greater  or  less  degree,  have  ex- 
pressed their  disapproval  of  the  measure 
of  the  Gt>vemment.   We  have  taken  our 

Cent  ooursOi  not,  as  many  hon.  Mem- 
affect  to  suppose,  for  the  purpose 
of  embarrassing  the  Government,  but  to 
preserve  our  rights  while  we  can.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  speaks  of  this  vote  as  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence.  His  position  re- 
minds me  of  the  lines — 

'<  Rather  than  fool  it  so, 
Let  the  high  office  and  the  honour  go 
To  one  that  would  do  thus.    I  am  half  through ; 
The  one  part  suffer' d,  the  other  will  I  do." 

We  believe  that  less  objectionable  mea- 
sures than  the  present  would  have  done, 
and  we  do  not  believe  that  this  measure 
will  succeed,  as  the  Government  expects. 
No  one  has  as  yet  answered  the  ques- 
tion put  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  Hardinge  Giffard) — would  any  hon. 
Member  on  that  side  of  the  House  have 
supported  this  measure  if  it  had  been 
proposed  by  us  when  we  were  in  0£Q.ce  ? 
Keference  has  been  made  to  the  fact 
that  the  cldture  has  already  been  used 
in  this  House,  though  it  has  only  been 
used  on  the  occasion  of  measures  of 
gravity  being  before  the  House.  For 
instance,  as  has  been  pointed  out,  the 
eldture  was  virtually  adopted  in  the 
Gandahar  debate,  and  it  will  prevail 
with  regard  to  the  decision  which  will 
be  taken  on  this  vote  to-night.  If  the 
Government  would  take  the  House  into 
their  confidence — would  lead,  not  drive, 
when  it  becomes  absolutely  impossible 
to  carry  on  the  Business  of  the  country, 
we  should  have  free  room  for  the  exer- 


cise of  those  rights  of  discussion  which 
never  attained  such  a  height  of  freedom 
as  they  have  attained  within  the  walls 
of  this  House.  These  are  the  privileges 
for  which,  by  a  strange  irony  of  fate,  we 
on  this  side  of  the  House  find  ourselves 
contending  against  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment. I  have  only  to  thank  the  House 
for  the  patience  with  which  they  have 
heard  me. 

Mk.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
while  all  Members  were  bound  to  con- 
sider the  question  with  a  due  regard  to 
the  traditions  of  the  House,  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  be  pardoned  if  they  paid 
particular  attention  to  the  effect  of  re- 
strictions of  debate  on  the  Irish  repre- 
sentation. Independent  Irish  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  could  never 
form  more  than  a  small  minority  of  the 
entire  Assembly.  Both  the  great  Parties 
had  this  common  ground,  that  they  were 
equally  determined  that  individual  li- 
berty of  speech  should  be  curtailed,  and 
that,  by  direct  or  indirect  means,  debates 
should  be  shortened  if  they  passed  cer- 
tain limits.  The  debates  had  shown  how 
each  Party  proposed  to  effect  this.  The 
Liberal  Party  proposed  the  eldture.  This 
measure  would  be  felt  by  the  Liberals 
when  they  were  in  a  minority,  and  by 
the  Tories  when  they,  in  turn,  were  in  a 
minority.  The  eldture  was  not  directed 
specially  against  Irish  Hepresentatives. 
So  powerful  an  instrument  could  not 
have  been  necessary  to  silence  an  Irish 
minority.  If  that  had  been  the  special 
object  of  the  Government,  they  could, 
without  endangering  their  position,  have 
easily  passed  a  sufficient  measure.  The 
Conservatives  would  never  have  said  a 
word  about  liberties  and  traditions,  but 
passed  it  with  the  enthusiasm  they  dis- 
played in  support  of  coercion,  as  long  as 
it  could  substantially  affect  only  the 
Irish  minority  in  the  House.  The  Con- 
servative Party,  on  the  other  hand,  in 
their  speeches,  demanded  measures  by 
which  individuals  on  various  pounds 
could  be  silenced,  and  by  which  small 
minorities  could  be  fettered  in  debate. 
There  was  only  one  small  minority  of 
importance  in  the  House — namely,  the 
Irish  representation ;  and  what  the  Con- 
servative Party  wished  was  an  arbitrary 
system  of  eldture  against  that  minority 
and  its  Members.  The  case,  then,  stood 
thus.  Both  great  Parties  agreed  that 
restriction  must  come.  Everyone  knew 
it  would  come.     As  a    practical  man 
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bound  to  chose,  he  unhesitatingly  pre- 
ferred a  measure  aimed  at  minorities 
consisting  of  the  great  Parties,  to  a 
system  aimed  at  the  Irish  representa- 
tion alone,  and  capable  of  use  against 
only  an  Irish  minority.  With  every  re- 
spect for  the  opinion  of  some  other  Irish 
Members,  he  recoiled  from  the  dishonour 
of  leaving  on  the  Journals  of  the  House 
a  system  of  restrictions  aimed  exclusively 
at  Irish  Members.  A  measure  avail- 
able against  English  minorities  would 
be  viewed  with  dislike  and  used  spar- 
ingly, for  fear  of  precedent,  against  any 
body  of  Members.  If  his  hon.  Friends 
succeeded  in  their  main  object  of  ousting 
the  present  Government,  and  in  obtain- 
ing a  Tory  Administration,  the  first  thing 
the  Conservatives  would  do  would  be,  in 
one  form  or  another,  to  pass  an  Irish 
cidture,  dishonouring  to  the  Irish  repre- 
sentation, and  far  more  stringent  in 
effect  than  the  present  proposal.  It  was 
alleged  that  without  cldture  a  renewal 
of  coercion  would  be  impossible.  This 
statement,  contained  in  an  extraordinary 
document  lately  issued  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
and  others,  meant  that  it  was  impossible 
for  a  majority  of  6  to  1  to  pass  a  Bill 
against  a  small  minority.  He  trusted 
that  coercion,  introduced  under  the  un- 
warrantable circumstances  which  marked 
the  introduction  of  the  present  Coercion 
Act,  would  always  be  firmly  opposed. 
But  impossible  was  a  strong  word. 
Though  there  was  a  good  deal  of  credu- 
lity in  Ireland,  as  in  other  countries,  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  simplest  and 
most  illiterate  Irish  peasant  could  be 
gulled  into  the  belief  that  without  the 
cidture  a  renewal  of  coercion  would  be 
impossible.  Everyone  knew  a  large 
majority  could  compel  a  small  minority 
to  let  any  measure  pass.  Nay,  more; 
experience  had  taught  them  that,  after 
a  certain  amount  of  resistance,  Mr. 
Speaker  was  ready  to  stop  debate,  and 
the  House  was  ready  to  approve  his  con- 
duct, and  thereby  create  a  precedent. 
Then  there  was  not  the  smallest  truth 
in  the  assertion  that  without  cidture  a 
renewal  of  coercion  was  impossible. 
What  rendered  a  renewal  of  coercion 
possible  was  told  the  people  of  Ireland 
a  few  days  ago  by  the  leading  Home 
Bule  journal,  in  these  words — 

**  If  coercion  be  perpetuated,  it  is  at  the  door 
of  the  Moonlighters  tbs  extreme  measure  must 
fairly  be  laidT' 
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He  was  opposed  to  any  measure  spe- 
cially directed  against  Irish  Members. 
He  should  support  the  eUiure  because  it 
would  render  it  practicable  to  pass  just 
laws  for  the  United  Kingdom  in  a  rea- 
sonable time.  He  would  support  it 
especially  in  the  interests  of  Ireland, 
because  it  would  break  down  the  ob- 
struction to  radical  reforms  in  Ireland, 
which  begot  disappointment  and  dis- 
loyalty by  resisting  and  delaying  eveiy 
great  measure  proposed  for  that  countiy. 
The  cidture  would  induce  men  to  enjoy 
freedom  of  speech  without  abusing  it, 
and  thus,  instesul  of  destroying,  it  would 
maintain  the  ancient  traditions  and  liber- 
ties of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
perhaps  the  House  will  excuse  the  eldest 
ex- Whipper-in  in  the  House  for  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  on  this  subject.  I 
rejoice  to  see  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  in  their 
places,  because  the  years  of  my  service  in 
the  House  are  about  the  same  as  those 
of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan-* 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  though 
they  have  not  reached  the  number  of 
those  for  which  the  Prime  Minister  can 
take  credit.  As  a  quondam  Party  or- 
ganizer I  am  senior  to  yourself,  Mr. 
Speaker,  though  I  have  had  the  honour 
and  the  pleasure  of  acting  with  you 
when  you  were  the  omuiizer  of  the 
Whig  Party.  While  we  uad  the  organi- 
zation of  the  two  great  Parties  in  this 
House,  though  during  most  tryinc;  times, 
the  confusion,  Mr.  Speaker,  which  has 
been  witnessed  of  late  years  did  not 
prevail.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy),  who 
has  just  spoken,  was  examined  before 
the  Committee  on  Public  Business  which 
sat  in  1878 — the  last  Committee  on 
Public  Business.  I  produced,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  Committee,  figures  which  the 
Committee  accepted,  and  which  proved 
that  the  Obstruction  from  whi^  the 
House  had  then  been  sufifering  was 
originated  and  was  carried  on  by  small 
minorities  chiefly  composed  of  Irish 
Members.  It  is  a  singular  fact  that 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Harft- 
ington),  who  was  a  Member  of  that 
Committee,  though  he  accepted  all  the 
details  of  these  figures,  induced  the 
Committee  to  reject  the  totals  whibh 
gave  a  summary  of  the  results.    That 
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gammaiy,  Sir,  is  the  foundation  of  the 
aknn  which  has  been  expressed  by  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick, 
becaose  it  showed  that  of  the    small 
obstructive  minorities  previous  to  1878, 
the  lai^er  number  consisted  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the    City  of    Cork    (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  other  Irish  Members,  one 
of  whom  is  imprisoned  with  him  as  a 
**  suspect."      A  large  number  of  these 
minorities  did  not  include  more  than,  or 
indeed  so  many  as,  1 1  Members  each. 
After  the  Committee  of  1878   had  re- 
portedy   I   ventured  to  submit   to   the 
House  a  proposal  to  the  effect  that  the 
House  should  deal  with  the  offence  of  Ob- 
struction on  the  principle  of  the  Common 
Law,  so  that  when  it  was  represented  to 
this  House  that  a  Member   had  been 
guilty  of  persistent  and  rebellious  Ob- 
struction, such  as  that  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  undoubtedly 
had  been  guilty,  the  House  should  deal 
with  the  offence  of  that  individual  Mem- 
ber,  and  with  the  offences  of  others  in 
like  manner.     My  proposal  stands  now 
on  the  Notice  Paper  as  an  Amendment 
to  the  9th  Eesolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister.     I  trust 
that  this  ddture  will  not  be  adopted.     I 
can  adduce  against  it  the  Report  of  the 
only  Committee  who  distinctly  considered 
the  proposal  for  the  adoption  of  the 
ddture  in  this  House.    When  I  name 
the  Members  of  that  Committee,  I  think 
their  character  will  gi?e  force  to  the  ob- 
jections to  the  eldture.     This  Committee 
on  Public  Business  sat  before  the  seve- 
ral Committees  on  which  I  have  served. 
The  Committee  was  appointed  in   1848 
because  there  had  been  a  certain  ten- 
dency towards  confusion  in  this  House 
in  consequence  of  the  separation  of  the 
majority  of  the  Conservative  Party  from 
the  late  Sir  Bobert  Peel  on  the  question 
of  commercial  policy  in  1846 — the  com- 
mercial policy  to  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  referred  when 
he  said  that  it  caused  unfounded  alarm 
among  the  Conservative  Party  now  in 
Opposition.     I  venture  to  ask  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Birmingham,  whether,  in  the 
present  condition  of  agriculture  in  War- 
wickshire, there  is  no  cause  for  alarm  ? 
At  this  moment  the  Mayor  of  Birming- 
ham is  urg^ngthat  encouragement  should 
be  given  to  farmers  in  the  form  of  prizes 
ana  premiums  in  dairy  produce.    The 
Mayor  is  a  brother  of  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  intimates  by  his  action 
that  he,  at  all  events,  thinks  that  corn- 
growing  in  Warwickshire  is  not  in  a 
prosperous  condition.  But  I  was  speak- 
ing of  the  Committee  on  Public  Business 
of  1848,  and  I  will  now  name  the  Mem- 
bers who  composed  it.  These  were  Lord 
John  Russell,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Sir  George 
Grey,  Sir  James  Graham,  Mr.  Hume, 
Mr.  Disraeli,  the  Lord  Advocate,  Mr. 
Goulboum,  Sir  Robert  Harry  Inglis, 
Mr.  Bernal,  Sir  William  Heathcote,  Mr. 
Cobden,  Mr.  Morgan  John  O'Connell, 
Mr.  Brotherton,  Mr.  Henley,  Mr.  George 
Alexander,  and  Mr.  J.  Evelyn  Denison, 
the  late  Speaker  of  this  House ;  and  to 
this  Committee  was  afterwards  added 
Mr.  Greene,  who  was  for  many  years 
afterwards  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittees of  the  House.  This  Committee 
examined,  among  other  persons,  M. 
Guizot,  who  was  then  in  England,  hav- 
ing been  Prime  Minister  in  France 
under  the  expelled  King  Louis  Philippe. 
M.  Guizot  and  others,  among  whom  was 
a  distinguished  American,  gave  evidence 
with  respect  to  the  action  of  the  eldture 
in  the  French  Assembly  and  the  House 
of  Assembly  of  the  United  States,  upon 
which  evidence  the  Committee  of  1848 
made  the  following  observations  : — 

'^  Your  Committee,  in  weighing  the  value  of 
this  evidence,  had  to  take  into  account  how 
materially  the  constitution  and  the  mode  of 
transacting  Business  in  the  House  of  Commons 
differed  from  those  of  the  two  Legislatire  As- 
semblies referred  to.  In  France  the  eldture  has 
been  found  available  without  any  restriction  on 
the  length  of  speeches.  In  the  United  States 
a  limitation  of  the  length  of  speeches  has  been 
found  necessary,  in  audition  to  the  power  of 
closing  the  debate.  In  France  important  Mo- 
tions are  considered  in  the  Bureaux  before  they 
are  discussed  in  the  House.  The  House  meets 
in  the  morning,  and  the  attendance  is  con- 
tinuous." 

We  have  at  present  an  example  that 
the  attendance  in  this  House  can  scarcely 
be  called  continuous.  This  Committee 
add— 

"  The  eldture,  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  used 
in  France,  could  not  be  applied  to  our  debates 
without  the  risk  of  unjust  surprises,  and  with- 
out other  inconveniences," 

They  go  on  to  say  in  their  Report — 

"  Your  Committee,  however,  ventures  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  that  the  satisfactory  conduct 
and  prog^ress  of  the  Business  of  the  House  must 
mainly  depend  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, hol(ung,  as  they  do,  the  doief  control 
over  its  management.    They  (the  Oommittee) 
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believe  that  by  the  careful  preparation  of  mea- 
Niircs,  their  early  introduction ,  the  judicious 
distribution  of  Business  between  the  two  Houses, 
and  the  order  and  method  with  which  measures 
are  conducted,  the  Government  can  contribute 
in  an  essential  degree  to  the  easy  and  convenient 
conduct  of  Business.  They  trust  the  efforts  of 
the  Government  would  be  seconded  by  those 
of  independent  Members,  and  that  a  general 
determination  would  prevail  to  carry  on 
the  Public  Business  with  regularity  and  dis- 
patch," 

But  is   there    at   present    a  judicious 
distribution  of  Business  between  the  two 
Houses  ?    We  cannot  fail  to  remember 
that  the  present  Government  have  lately 
induced  this  House  to  vote  the  condem- 
nation of  the  House  of  Lords,  because 
that  House  has  acted  upon  its  undoubted 
right  in  appointing  a  Committee  of  its 
own  on  the  Irish  Land  Act ;  nor  can  we 
forget  that  the  complaints  of  the  House 
of  Lords  are  continuous,  because  no  fair 
share  of  Business  is  allotted  to  them.     I 
do  not  think  we  can  come  to  any  other 
conclusion  than  that  the  present  difficul- 
ties of  this  House  are  attributable,  and 
very  largely  attributable,  to  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  I  have  cited 
the  opinion  of  men  who,  in  their  day, 
were  first-rate  authorities,  an  opinion  in 
which  the  late  Sir  Kobert  Peel,  Lord 
John  Hussell,  and  Sir  George  Grey  con- 
curred with  Mr.  Cobden.     In  the  opi- 
nion of  that  distinguished  Committee, 
the    measure    now    proposed    by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  singularly  ill- 
adapted  to  this  House — is  fraught  with 
danger  and  inconvenience.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  has  made  a  mini- 
mizing speech,  to  induce  us  to  believe 
that  this  is  a  measure  which  will  be 
very  seldom  resorted  to.     But  the  eldest 
organizer  in  the  House  ventures  to  tell 
him  that,  if  not  frequently  resorted  to,  it 
will  be  comparatively  useless  in  forward- 
ing the  Business  of  the  House.  What  is 
it,   let  me   ask,   that  this    House   has 
suffered  from?   From  constant  interrup- 
tions, owing  to  the  abuse  of  their  Privi- 
leges, by  small  knots  of  Members.  From 
the  fact  that  small  minorities — chiefly  an 
Irish  minority — in  the  endeavour  to  force 
extreme  and  ulterior  measures  upon  the 
House,  has  from  day  to  day  persisted  in 
obstructing  the  Business  of  the  House. 
I  venture  then  to  say  that  the  evidence 
is  strong  that  unless  the  cldture  is  fre- 
quently applied  it  cannot  meet  the  evil 
and  inconvenience  from  which  this  House 
has  been  suffering  for  the  last  four  or 

Mr.  Newdegate 


five  years,  as  Isinyone  may  see  who  will 
take  the  trouble  of  examining  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  and  Sdniard*s 
Debates,    No  man  values  more  than  I 
do  the  individual  rights  of  independent 
Members.     It  has  been  mj  fate  to  be 
an  independent  Member  for  many  years, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchj  of  Lancaster  ought  to 
have  some  sympathy  with  me,  for  when 
I  was  Whipper-in  to  the  Conservative 
or  Protectionist  Party,  I  was  tried  by  a 
sort  of  court  martial,  with  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst  in  the  chair  as  President,  and  the 
late  Lord  Beaconsfleld  as  my  accuser, 
because  I  refused  to  **  Whip  "  the  House 
against  Lord  John  Bussell's  Beform  Bill 
of  1852.     I  expressed  the  opinion  that 
when  that  noble  Lord  felt  the  necessity 
for  proposing  such  a  change  that  change 
was  inevitable,  and  that  the  sooner  it 
was  made  the  better  and  more  moderate 
it  was  likely  to  be.    I  have  ventured  to 
urge  on  the  House  that  it  must  take 
cognizance  of  the  conduct  of  individual 
Members  and  of  small  minorities,  be- 
cause,  since  the  last  Keform  Act,  the 
character  of   the    House    has   greatly 
changed,  and  Obstruction  has  increased, 
in  great  measure  owing,  as  I  believe,  to 
the  rebellion  in  Ireland,  for  I  can  call 
it  by  no  other  name.     There  is  your 
difficulty.    You  have  no  need  to  coerce 
large  numbers ;   your  difficulties  have 
been  created  by  small  numbers;  and 
upon  the  principle  of  the  Common  Law 
you  should  never  punish  large  bodies 
when  you  can  single  out  the  principal 
offenders,  and  by  making  examples  of 
them  deter  others  who  might  be  inclined 
to  imitate  their  bad  example.     My  be- 
lief is  that  if  the  Notice  which  stands  in 
my  name  had  been  adopted  in  1879,  it 
is  very  probable  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Cify  of  Cork  and  the  other  hon. 
Member  who  is  in  prison  as  a  ''suspect" 
would  now  be  in  their  places  in  this 
House.     But  the  House  failed  to  chedk 
these  hon.  Members ;  the  House  placed 
no  restriction  upon  their  obstructive  ac- 
tion, no  restriction  upon  their  disloyal 
attempts  to  incapacitate  the  House.  Hence 
the  present  difficulty.   I  own  that  I  have 
been  disappointed  in  the  conduct  of  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India.    Evidence  has  been  affoided 
in  this  House  that  the  noble  Marquees 
has    urged  upon   his  constituents  the 
adoption  of  the  cldture  as  a  means  of 
forcmg  on  measures  which  he  deems  to 
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he  adyantageons.  The  noble  Marqaess 
lias  been  an  advocate  of  the  eidture  from 
1878,  and  before  that.  In  1880  I  made 
the  proposal  which  stands  now  in  my 
name  as  a  Notice  upon  the  Order  Book, 
and  there  was  a  great  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Conservatiye  Members  to 
adopt  it.    But  what  said  the  noble  Mar- 

Saess?    Why,  that  he  was  astonished 
lat  any  such  proposal  should  eyer  be 
entertained.    He  said — 

"  It  ifl  the  Goyemment  who  are  charged  with 
^ding^  the  course  of  Buamess,  and  of  direct- 
ing and  controlling  it  in  the  House.  It  is  tiie 
Gk)Temment  who  are  principally  responsible  for 
the  oondact  of  that  Business.*' — [3  Hansard^ 
od.  1466.] 

There  I  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess. 
He  then  proceeded  to  say,  with  respect 
to  the  proposal  of  the  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  which  in  principle 
was  the  same  as  mine,  though  much 
feebler — 

*<  Bat  in  the  Resolution  now  before  us,  the 
House  will  observe  that  when  the  Speaker  has 
named  a  Member,  the  matter  is  left  to  be 
decided  bj  the  majority  of  the  House.  Now, 
it  appears  to  me  tliat  it  is  questionable  whether 
there  is  any  advantage  whatever  to  be  obtained 
tsom  the  proposed  action  of  the  House  itself." 
— [/*fW.  1471-2.] 

The  noble  Marquess  therefore  proposed 
that  your  authority,  Mr.  Speaker,  should 
be  supreme  without  reference  to  the 
House — a  position  which  no  Speaker  has 
eyer  occupied  in  this  House.  The  noble 
Marquess  further  asked — 

"  Where,  then,  is  the  necessity  for  bringing 
in  the  action  of  the  House  at  all?" — \Ihid. 
1472.] 

Why,  eyen  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  do 
not  propose  this  at  present.  The  noble 
Marquess  continued — 

'*  I  cannot  but  think  that  something  of  dig- 
nity is  taken  away  from  the  character  of  the 
proceeding  by  requesting  a  vote  of  the  majority 
of  the  House,  and  not  leaving  it  nominally,  as 
well  as  practically,  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker 
himself."— [/Airf.] 

.The  noble  Marquess  thus  proposed  that 
you.  Sir,  should  constantly  exercise  the 
totally  exceptional  authority  by  which, 
on  an  occasion  of  a  great  emergency, 
ou  terminated  a  debate ;  while  you, 
ir,  haye  emphatically  declared  that  you 
felt  that  what  you  did  on  that  occasion 
was  an  operation  which  ought  neyer 
to  be  repeated.  What  further  said  the 
noble  Marquess  ?  What  reason  did  the 
noble  Marques  assign  ?    He  said — 
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''Because  the  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  the  only  person  who  could 
possibly,  from  the  necessity  of  the  case,  be 
cognizant  of  all  that  had  taken  place ;  and  if  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  strengthen 
their  hands,  I  think  that  it  could  be  more  effec- 
tually done  by  placing  the  necessary  power  in 
their  hands,  and  not  by  " — let  Uie  House  mark 
this  expression — "  not  by  delegating  it  to  the 
majority  of  the  House."— [/*irf.  1473.] 

I  could  not  understand  the  noble  Mar- 
quess in  the  Committee  of  1 878 ;  but 
when  he  thus  spoke  in  1880,  I  under- 
stood him  perfectly.  Then  the  noble 
Marquess  went  on  to  say — 

''I  quite  agree  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  "—the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber  for  North  Devon—"  that  you  cannot  at  all 
defend  the  adoption  of  the  eidture  in  this  House ; 
but  when  considering  this  question  the  House 
will  do  well  to  remember  that  this  is  a  proceed- 
ing to  which  in  time  you  will  be  n)rced  to 
come,  and  that  it  is  a  proceeding  which  would 
undoubtedly  be  efficient  for  the  purx>ose  for 
which  it  would  be  intended."— [/Wrf.  1476-7.] 

Then,  further  on,  he  added — 

"  We  ought  to  bear  in  mind  that  we  have  in 
reserve  a  simpler  and  more  effectual  means  of 
proceeding  *' — that  is,  the  eidture. — [Ibid.] 

These,  unfortunately,  now  seem  to  be 
the  opinions  entertained  by  the  Ghovern- 
ment.  They  propose  to  place  this  House 
and  its  Business  under  an  extraneous 
authority,  for  the  authority  of  the 
Speaker,  if  it  be  sole  and  distinct  from 
the  action  of  the  House,  is  extraneous 
to  the  House.  I  hope,  Sir,  that  the 
House  will  excuse  my  haying  quoted  so 
largely  ;  but  I  should  state  that  speech 
of  the  noble  Marquess  from  which  I 
haye  quoted  was  deliyered  in  this  House 
on  the  26th  of  February,  1880,  and  that 
on  the  following  day  it  was  answered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  at  the 
head  of  the  Goyemment.  On  the  27th 
of  February,  in  the  adjourned  debate, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"Reference  has  been  made  to  the  practice 
abroad  of  what  is  termed  the  eidture;  but  let 
us  observe  and  bear  in  mind  that,  whatever  the 
eidture  may  be  as  a  means  of  saving  the  time  of 
a  deliberative  Assembly,  it  is,  I'  think — and  so, 
I  presume,  Her  Majesty's  Government  (the  Go- 
vernment of  Lord  Beaconsficld)  have  thought — 
inapplicable  to  the  present  discussion,  because, 
as  a  penal  measure,  it  would  surely  be  altogether 
inappropriate.  The  eidture  is  not  the  stoppage 
of  a  particular  Member  who  is  supposed  to  have 
offended ;  it  is  the  stoppage  of  the  debate ;  and, 
therefore,  to  bring  in  the  eidture  for  the  pur- 
poses which  this  Resolution  contemplates  would 
be  simply  to  enact  that  the  House  would  punish 
itself,  and  the  great  interests  with  which  it  is 
charged,  in  consequence  of  the  offence  of  a  par- 
ticular Member.*'— [.S  77^n««arr/,  ccl.  1593.] 
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I  cannot  state  the  objections  to  the 
cldture  in  stronger  or  more  eloquent 
terms  than  these,  and  I  cannot  conceive 
what  the  circumstances  are,  or  what  the 
pressure  is,  which  has  induced  the  Prime 
Minister  to  turn  straight  round  on  his 
deliberate  opinion  so  clearly  expressed 
only  two  years  ago.  I  am  afraid  that 
we  have  an  agency  in  the  Government 
which  is  of  a  very  arbitrary  character — 
that  we  have  a  Caucus  in  the  Ghovern- 
ment  itself.  I  believe,  Sir,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who  is  known  in 
the  town  of  Birmingham  for  a  rather 
arbitrary  disposition,  though  his  great 
talents  are  acknowledged,  has  been  the 
introducer  not  only  of  the  Caucus,  but 
of  this  proposal  of  the  cldture.  We  know 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  Birming- 
ham, and  I  will  g^ve  the  House  a  proof 
of  what  we  think  of  him.  At  the  last 
Election,  what  were  the  numbers  polled 
for  the  three  hon.  Members  for  Bir- 
mingham ?  For  the  senior  Member 
(Mr.  Muntz)  there  were  polled  22,969 
votes  ;  and  for  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  19,544  votes,  or  3,425 
less  than  for  the  senior  Member ;  whilst 
for  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster there  were  polled  22,079  votes, 
or  2,535  more  than  for  his  right  hon. 
Colleague  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  That,  I  think,  is  strong  inferen- 
tial proof  of  opinion  in  Birmingham. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  very  demo- 
cratic, but,  at  the  same  time,  very  arbi- 
trary— two  characteristics  which,  though 
apparently  inconsistent  with  each  other, 
are  often  combined,  as  is  well  known  to 
everyone  who,  like  myself,  has  visited 
the  United  States ;  and  it  is  my  belief 
that  this  cloture f  which  in  the  year  1848 
was  condemned  by  the  distinguished 
Committee  to  which  I  have  referred — 
the  only  Committee  who  ever  considered 
the  question  fully — is,  as  that  Committee 
declared,  inapplicable  to  this  House  and 
will  be  dangerous  if  adopted.  These, 
then,  are  the  grounds  of  my  opposition 
to  the  Kesolution  now  before  us.  I  con- 
sider that  at  present  a  direct  attack  is 
being  made  upon  Parliamentary  govern- 
ment. This  House  has  in  this  Session 
been  induced  to  attack  the  House  of 
Lords  for  exercising  its  undoubted  Pri- 
vileges and  performing  its  assigned  duty ; 
and  now  there  is  proposed  to  this  House 
a  measure  that  is  not  calculated  to  meet 
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the  diffioultiee  which  were  proved  before 
the  Committee  of  1878,  but  that  is  cal- 
culated to  enable  a  majority  arbitrarily 
to  silence  a  minority.  Again  I  say  that 
if  this  measure^the  el6tur& — be  not  used 
frequently  it  will  be  practically  useless ; 
while,  if  it  be  used  frequently,  it  will 
change  to  the  verge  of  destruction,  if 
not  actually  destroy,  the  noble  character 
which  this  House  has  borne  for  cen- 
turies as  the  greatest  example  of  Bepre- 
sentative  Institutions  among  the  nations 
of  the  world.  The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster has  told  us  that  we  are  alarmists. 
K  I  am  an  alarmist  I  am  not  satisfied, 
as  he  knows,  with  merely  expressing 
my  alarm ;  and  I  am  confident  if  you 
pass  this  measure,  which  I  believe  to  be 
inconsistent  with  the  character  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  you  may  expect 
that  those  who  have  been  the  quiet 
Members  of  the  House  and  quiet  mem- 
bers of  society  will  make  weir  voices 
heard  when  they  find  that  you  no  longer 
respect  the  characteristics  of  this  House, 
which  they  believe  to  afford,  at  least, 
some  of  the  surest  foundations  of  their 
freedom. 

Sir  ROWLAND  BLENNERHAS- 
SETT  said,  it  was  not  his  original  in- 
tention to  take  any  part  in  the  debate ; 
but  he  wished,  witn  the  permission  of 
the  House,  to  say  a  few  words  in  reply 
to  some  statements  made  by  opponents 
of  the  Prime  Minister's  Resolution. 
But,  first  of  all,  a  word  with  respect  to 
the  phraseology  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott),  which  reminded 
him  of  the  old  joke  in  JFhately^s  Logie^ 
**No  food  is  better  than  potatoes," 
which  was  capable  of  two  distinct  mean- 
ings. One  meaning  was  that  they  had 
better  go  without  food  than  eat  pota- 
toes, and  the  other  that  no  speoieB  of 
food  could  excel  potatoes.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Brighton  said — 

"  No  Rules  of  Procedure  will  be  satiafactofj 
to  this  House  which  confer  the  power  of  closiiig 
a  Debate  upon  a  majority  of  Members.'* 

Now  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
wished  them  to  understand  that  the 
cldture  ought  not  to  be  enforced  by 
a  simple  majority;  but  the  form  of 
his  Amendment  would  justify  an  in- 
ference that  no  majority,  however  large, 
should  have  power  to  close  debate. 
If,  then,  they  voted  for  this  Amend- 
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znent  as  it  stood,  and  still  contended 
that  they  were  in  favour  of  some  kind  of 
cldture,  then,  logically,  they  mast  be  in 
favour  of  the  eidture  with  a  vengeance, 
for  as  they  said  that  the  cldtwre  ought  to 
be  established,  and  that  the  majority 
ought  to  have  no  power  to  enforce  it, 
then  it  was  obvious  that  the  power  to 
dose  a  debate  must  be  vested  in  the 
hands  of  some  minority,  a    reductio  ad 
tbiurdum  which,  moreover,  many  of  the 
arguments  against  the  proposal  of  the 
Gfovemment   tended  to    establish.      It 
seemed  to    him  that  the  Amendment 
was  in  substance  identical  with  a  claim 
for  that  liherum  veto  by  which  it  was 
formerly  in  the  power  of  one  individual 
in  the  Polish  Assembly  to  arrent  even 
the  most  necessary  legislation.     They 
had  seen  that  the  result  of  that  right 
in  the  Polish  Assembly  had  been  the 
ultimate  ruin  of  the  country.     Many  of 
those  hostile  to  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  so  because  they  dreaded 
the  possibility  of  an  abuse  and  a  finally 
acquired  power  in  the  direction  of  rash 
legislation.     For  his  part,  he  admitted 
the  desirability  of  the  utmost  delibera- 
tion when  great  political  questions  were 
before  the  House,   the  very  difficulty 
which    might  seem   to    stop   the  way 
being,  in  fact,  the  most  important  ele- 
ment in  securing  full  justice  to  every 
shade  of  opinion.     There  was  all  the 
difference  in   the   world  between  slow 
legislation  and  no  legislation.     Look  at 
the  numerous  important  questions  which 
were  pressing  for  solution — agriculture, 
the  relations  between  capital  and  labour, 
Bankruptcy  Laws,  and  a  whole  host  of 
others  which  had  long  loudly  cried  for 
the    interference    of   the    Legislature. 
Some  day  the  patience  of  the  country 
would  become  exhausted,  and  a  sudden 
and  imperative  demand  would  be  made 
npon    I^arliament  to    pass    a    number 
of   measures    dealing  with  subjects  of 
extreme    delicacy    and    requiring    the 
most    serious    and    calm    deliberation. 
Some  means  were,  therefore,  absolutely 
necessary  to  enable  the  House  to  get 
through  the  Business  before  it.     But  it 
was  argued  that  the  result  of  establish- 
ing the  eidture  would  be  that  unpopular 
men  would  not  be  heard,  and  unpopular 
Parties  and  sections  practically  deprived 
of  deliberative  voice.  He  really  thought 
that  on  this    point  they  must   appeal 
to   experience.      How  had  the  ddture 
worked  elsewhere  ?    In  Qermany  it  was 


not  even  suggested  that  there  had  been 
any  attempt  to  abuse  eidture  by  shutting 
the  mouths  of  unpopular  men.  [Mr. 
O'DoNNELL :  On  the  Socialist  laws.]  He 
was  present  during  the  debate,  and 
there  was  no  attempt  to  shut  their 
mouths.  In  France  ne  was  not  aware 
that  it  had  been  exercised  in  any  matter 
of  first-rate  importance.  They  had  heard 
something  of  the  opinions  of  M.  Guizot ; 
but  he  must  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  had  been  somewhat  unfair  in 
his  reference  to  that  politician.  The 
testimony  of  M.  Guizot  really  amounted 
to  this — that  during  his  long  life  he  did 
not  remember  one  instance  of  the  abuse 
of  the  eidture.  If  they  were  of  opinion 
that  a  change  was  necessary  in  their 
Forms  of  Procedure,  they  should  make  a 
change  adequate  to  the  occasion.  No- 
thing could  be  more  dangerous  to  their 
credit  than  to  take  feeble  and  ineffectual 
steps  to  amend  their  Hules.  From  the 
very  infancy  of  political  discussion  some 
restraint  had  been  put  upon  loquacity. 
The  stroke  of  the  clock  warned  the  most 
eloquent  Professor  that  he  must  bring 
his  lecture  to  a  close.  In  a  Church  Con- 
gress the  inexorable  bell  of  the  Presi- 
dent forced  the  most  loquacious  orator 
to  resume  his  seat.  The  House  was  not 
asked  to  do  anything  so  despotic  as  that. 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  Southwark 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  pointed  out,  it 
was  only  asked  to  revive  in  a  mild  form 
some  of  the  ancient  Rules  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  he  ventured  to  think  that  no 
impartial  person  could  object  on  the 
ground  of  its  real  interference  with  the 
liberty  of  discussion.  As  to  the  far- 
reaching  impression  which  this  division 
would  create,  he  mi^ht  observe  that  all 
over  Europe  some  of  the  keenest  intel- 
lects had  for  some  time  been  engaged 
in  criticizing  Parliamentary  institutions. 
The  result  gf  this  examination  was  any- 
thing but  favourable,  and  the  enemies 
of  Parliamentary  government  had  found 
ample  material  in  the  proceedings  of 
that  House  to  point  to  it  with  many  a 
telling  sarcasm.  In  days  not  far  distant 
the  friends  of  liberty  were  able  to  boast 
that  the  British  House  of  Commons 
showed  the  possibility  of  reconciling 
perfect  freedom  of  speech  with  obe- 
dience to  the  law ;  but  recent  proceed- 
ings in  the  House  had  been  used  to 
illustrate  the  practical  failure  of  Par- 
liamentary iustitutions.     If,  then,  they 
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were  able  by  increased  efforts  to  redeem 
their  former  honour  and  restore  them- 
selves in  the  good  opinion  of  the  nation 
once  more,  they  should  be  doing  a  ser- 
vice, not  only  to  their  own  country,  but 
to  all  elective  Assemblies,  which,  with  one 
or  two  exceptions,  were  everywhere  in 
the  civilized  world  children  of  the  famous 
and  ancient  Parliament  of  England. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT    said, 
he  felt  bound  to  complain  of  the  unpro- 
voked attack  that  had  been  made  upon 
many  Members  on  his  side  of  the  House 
by  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  SecretJtry  of  State  for  India.     The 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
that  evening,  though  a  remarkable  one, 
would  not  rank  amongst  his  highest  and 
happiest  efforts — not  from  any  aeficiency 
on  his  part,  but  from  the  difficulty  in 
which  he  found  himself  in  successfully 
defending  a  course  like  that  proposed  in 
the    1st    Besolution.     The    rignt  hon. 
Gentleman  had  twitted  the  Conservative 
Party  with  not  supporting  the  Besolu- 
tion, because  they  did  not  seem  to  ex- 
pect to  again  sit  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House ;  but  they  were  happy  to 
be  able  to  disclaim,  in  spirit  and  word, 
the  desire  for  Office.     They  preferred  to 
adhere  to  the    great  principles  of  the 
Constitution,  to  the  liberty  of  Parlia- 
ment and  of  the  English  people,  rather 
than  to  court  any  possible  advantage 
which  might  accrue  to  them,  or  any 
Party  whatever,  by  a  change  of  places 
in  the  House.    As  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick   (Mr.  O'Shaugh- 
nessy),  he  forgot,  when  he  taunted  the 
Tory  Party  with  a  desire  to  overwhelm 
small  minorities,  that  the  Kules  to  which 
he  took  exception  were  to    be  found 
among  the  Government  proposals.      He 
contended  this  1st  Bale  would  not  put 
down  Obstruction.    It  would  not  put  an 
end  to  Obstruction  as  it  had  been  under- 
stood   in   previous  Sessions  ;    and    the 
greatest  Parliamentary  authorities  of  the 
past  had  considered,  and  had  left  it  as 
their  deliberate  judgment,  that  such  a 
measure  would  not  put  down  Obstruction. 
The  Tory  Party  were  most  anxious  to 
put  down  Obstruction ;  but  this  proposal 
would  put  an  end  to   discussion   and ' 
debate  on  great  and  important  questions 
when  it  was  convenient  for  a  Minister, 
or  the  Government  of  the  day,  to  do  it.  It 
would  not  put  an  end  to,  but  would  refine 
Obstruction.  It  would  drive  men  into  be- 
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coming  Obstructivee  who  had  never  been 
Obstructives  before.    The  late  Gt>veni- 
ment  had  experience  of  Obstruction  far 
greater  and  more  prolong^  than  any 
which  the  present  tjbvemment  had  to 
contend  with.    The  remarkable  feature 
about  this  scheme  was  that  among  those 
who  were  the  greatest  advocates  of  the 
cldture  were  men  on  the  Front  Bench 
opposite,  who  were  Obstructives  in  the 
last  Parliament.    It  was  said  the  Tory 
Party    taunted   the   Government  with 
failure  to  carry  their  measures,  owino;  to 
Obstruction.     He  was  not  prepared  to 
answer  for  every  Member  of  the  Tory 
Party ;  but  he  could  not  recollect  a  single 
instance  where    the    Gt)vemment   was 
taunted  with  failure  of  legislation  owing 
to  Obstruction.    He  admitted,  however, 
that  there  had  been  charges  against  the 
Government  that,  owing  to  uieir  mis- 
takes and  blunders  in  Ireland,  they  had 
wasted  the  time  of  the  House  over  coer-' 
cive  measures  for  that  oountiy.    As  to 
the  experience  of  the  cldture  abroad,  in 
France,  where  the  form  of  eldture  most 
resembled  the  present  proposal,  large 
majorities  were  83r8tematically  and  tyran- 
nously  kept   down    by  its    operation, 
and  every  Party  in  that  oountiy  had  in 
turn  protested  against    the    hardships 
under  which  they  suffered  by  reason  of 
its  constant  application.     Only  recently, 
on  an  important  occasion,  it  was  applied 
after  one  speech  had  been  made  by  the 
Opposition.     He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
eldture  would  be  used  for  Party  purposes 
in    critical    times.    Had  it  existed   it 
would  have  been    put   into  operation 
during  the  recent  debates  on  tne  pro- 

Eosed  Vote  of  Censure  on  the  House  of 
lords,  in  order  to  prevent  the  exposure 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Government  ia 
connection  with  the  Land  Act.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
said  that  the  freedom  of  the  Press  and 
the  right  of  public  meetings  were  the 
great  securities  for  the  liberties  of  the 
people.  But  how  long  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suppose  that  these  rights 
would  exist  after  the  destruction  of  the 
freedom  of  the  Bepresentativea  of  the 
people  ?  It  was  a  significant  fact  that 
in  most  of  the  countries  in  which  the 
cldture  existed  there  was  neither  freedom 
of  the  Press  nor  freedom  of  speech  ont- 
of-doors.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded  to  the  fairness  and  sinoerity 
of  the  occupants  of  the  Chair.  For  hu 
part,  he  looked  forward  with  dread  to  i^ 
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poanble  time  when  the  Goyemment  of 
the  day  would  eeoure  the  election  of  a 
Speaker  who  would  put  the  oldture  into 

ntion    whenever    the    Government 
1  wish  it.     He  regarded  the  ex- 
nreasion  of   regret  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  that  the  measure  was  not 
more  severe  as  an  indication  of  the  in- 
creasing tendency  on  the  part  of  the 
Badicals  to  introduce  measures  which 
vere  in  the  direction  of  despotism  pure 
and  simple.    The  Besolution,  if  not  an 
arithmetical  puzzle,  was  full  of  inequali- 
ties, and  under  ito  operation  he  pre- 
dicted that  the  rights  of  minorities  would 
be  invaded.    Was  it  not  notorious  that 
the  opinions  of  a  majority  of  the  House 
were  opposed  to  this  Resolution  ?    It  was 
perfectly  notorious  that  if  it  were  not  for 
the  exterior  pressure,  for  the  pressure 
exercised  by  what  was  known  as  the 
Caucus,  from  the  fear  of  Dissolution,  that 
over  100  hon.  Members  on  the  Liberal 
Benches   would    join    the    Opposition. 
["  No,  no !  "]     If  this  measure  had  been 
propoeed  from  the  Conservative  Benches, 
ne  aid  not  believe  that  1 0  of  them  would 
have  voted  for  it.     In  the  speech  which 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quees of  Harting^n)  had  made  in  sup- 
Eof  the  GK>vemment  Besolution  he 
been  attacked  personally,  the  noble 
Karquesshaving,  by  implication,  charged 
him  with  Obstruction.     He  now  chal- 
lenged the  noble  Marquess  to  bring  for- 
ward one  single  act  of  his  which  bore, 
directly  or  indirectly,  the  character  of 
Obstruction.      [**0h!"]     He  did  not 
know  from  whom  the  word  proceeded — 
Mr.  speaker  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  address  himself  to  the  Chair. 

Mk.  A8HMEAD  -  BARTLETT  said, 
that  he  challenged  that  hon.  Member  to 
produce  any  single  instance  in  which  he 
had,  either  dir^ly  or  indirectly,  done 
anything  to  obstruct  the  Business  of  the 
House.  He  had  never  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  a  debate,  and  he  had  never 
spoken  repeatedly  on  any  occasion.  Once 
or  twice  he  had  endeavoured  to  bring 
before  the  House  questions  of  Imperial 
interest,  inadequately,  he  admitted ;  but 
he  was  a  Member  of  the  House,  and 
claimed  a  Member's  rights.  He  had  as 
yet  proposed  no  special  Motion  during 
this  Session.  For  the  noble  Marquess 
to  allege,  in  support  of  the  cldture,  his 
referenoes  to  the  advance  of  the  Bus- 
nans  in  Central  Asia  was  unusual  and 
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discourteous.  It  was  true  that  his  at- 
tendance in  the  House  had,  perhaps, 
been  more  regular  than  that  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  it  was  also  true  that  he  had 
not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  becoming 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and  of  showing 
himself,  in  that  position,  unable  to  give 
the  House  news  which  was  less  than  six 
months  old.  Neither  had  he  lent  a 
great  name  and  position  to  furthering 
the  ignoble  projects  of  the  politicians  of 
Birmingham.  What  was  the  cause  of 
this  extraordinary  Resolution  being 
brought  before  the  House  ?  It  was,  in 
the  first  place,  because  the  Government 
were  discredited  throughout  the  country, 
and  they  relied  upon  this  eldture  pro- 
posal as  affording  them  a  cry  with  which 
to  go  to  the  country  in  the  event  of  their 
being  forced  into  a  General  Election. 
They  were  discredited  in  the  country 
because  of  their  conspicuous  administra- 
tive failure,  of  their  failure  to  maintain 
law  and  order  at  home,  and  to  maintain 
the  position  of  this  great  country  abroad, 
and  of  their  failure  to  carry  out  their 
legislative  promises  to  the  country.  It 
was  because  he  considered  that  it  would 
be  powerless  to  prevent  Obstruction,  that 
it  would  be  fatal  to  freedom  of  debate — 
the  most  ancient  and  cherished  privilege 
of  Members  of  that  House,  by  which 
alone  the  rights  of  the  English  people 
could  be  maintained — and  that  it  would 
be  destructive  to  the  liberties  and  the 
privileges  of  the  people  themselves,  that 
he  should  record  his  vote  against  this 
most  pernicious  measure. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  the  House  would  not  consider 
it  unreasonable  that  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  sitting  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House,  should  desire  to  take 
part  in  this  debate  ;  and  still  less  unrea- 
sonable would  they  consider  it  if  they 
were  aware  of  the  unconstitutional 
pressure  put  upon  them  with  the  view 
of  causing  them  to  desert  their  duty, 
and  prove  unworthy  of  the  trust  that 
had  oeen  reposed  in  them.  He  did 
not  deny  that  this  was  a  difficult  and 
complicated  subject;  and  in  considering 
any  difficult  and  complicated  subject  the 
proper  course  was  to  endeavour  to  arrive 
at  the  principle  which  imderlay  it.  What, 
then,  was  the  principle  which  underlay 
this  proposal?  It  was  this — that  the 
time  of  the  House  of  Commons  belonged 
to  the  people.  It  was  the  property  of  the 
people  of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland, 
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and,  in  some  measure,  of  the  people  of 
the  Colonies,  and  of  the  Dependencies  of 
the  Crown.  It  was  not  the  property  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  any  other 
sense  than  that  the  House  of  Commons 
was  the  trustee  for  all  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects. For  what  purpose  was  that  time 
g^ven  to  them  ?  It  was  for  the  purpose 
of  alleviating  the  burdens  of  the  people 
and  making  good  and  reforming  bad 
laws.  If,  therefore,  they  did  not  make 
good  use  of  this  time  they  were  doing 
wrong  to  those  who  sent  them  there. 
Now,  he  thought  everyone  would  admit 
that  the  Procedure  of  that  House  might 
be  improved.  He  should  not,  therefore, 
enter  upon  that  question.  The  question 
he  desired  to  deal  with  was  much  more 
serious.  He  desired  to  ask,  were  they 
deliberately  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House?  If  they  did  waste  that  time 
they  were  worse  than  fraudulent  trus- 
tees who  wasted  property  or  money  com- 
mitted to  their  care.  Property  or  money 
could  be  restored  ;  but  time  lost  to  the 
legislation  of  the  country  was  gone  for 
ever. 

He  deliberately  said,  then,  that  there 
was  a  number  of  individuals  calling 
themselves  a  Party  whose  object  in  that 
House  was  to  waste  the  time  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  make  legislation  impossible, 
and  to  cast  a  slur  upon  all  their  ancient 
institutions.  That  was  a  serious  accusa- 
tion to  make,  and  he  would  not  have 
made  it  were  he  not  in  a  position  to 
prove  every  word  he  said;  and  if  the 
IIouso  woiUd  g^ve  him  its  attention  for 
a  few  minutes  he  would  endeavour  to  do 
so.  To  do  this  he  asked  the  House  to 
go  back  some  years.  In  1868  the  pre- 
sent Head  of  the  Government  moved 
his  Hesolution  with  reference  to  the  Dis- 
establishment of  the  Irish  Church.  The 
Tory  Ministry  was  defeated,  and  a  Gene- 
ral Election  followed.  It  turned  almost 
entirely  upon  questions  relating  to  Ire- 
land. It  was  an  expression  of  the  de- 
termination of  the  English  people  to 
put  an  end  to  the  feud  between  England 
and  Ireland,  and,  by  redressing  the 
grievances  of  the  Irish  people,  to  make 
both  countries  one  harmonious  nation. 
In  1 869  the  Protestant  Church  of  Ire- 
land was  disestablished  and  disendowed. 
In  1870  they  had  the  Land  Bill.  In 
1871  and  1872  they  had  the  Ballot  Bill, 
an  Act  of  far  more  importance  to  Ireland 
than  to  any  other  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions.    1 873  brought  the  Irish  Uni- 
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versity  Bill,  whioh  failed  to  g^t  the  ac- 
quiescence of  Parliament.  But  what  was 
passing  in  Ireland  all  this  time  ?  They 
had  had  the  Fenian  insurrection,  which,  if 
not  entirely  put  down,  was  left  unable  to 
rear  its  formidable  head ;  and  the  events 
of  that  time  had  greatly  depressed  the 
spirits  of  the  people.  With  the  view  of 
remedying  this  state  of  things,  in  1870  a 
few  gentlemen  met  together  in  ]>ublin. 
They  were,  in  a  great  measure.  Conserva- 
tives— they  were  not  those  who  usually 
took  part  in  politics.  They  desired  to 
see  if  it  were  not  possible  to  raise  the 
tone  of  the  Irish  people,  and  to  obtain 
for  them  the  measures  they  thought 
just.  The  Home  Government  Association 
was,  therefore,  formed.  The  General 
Election  took  place,  and  Mr.  Butt  was 
returned  to  Parliament  as  the  Leader  of 
the  Party  known  as  the  Party  of  mode- 
ration and  conciliation.  In  1873  there 
took  place  a  National  Conference  in  Ire- 
land, and  it  inaugurated  a  policy  which 
was  devised  by  Mr.  Butt.  That  poliqj 
was  based  upon  the  belief  that  Parlia- 
ment was  desirous  to  do  justice  to  the 
Irish  people,  but  that  it  did  not  know 
what  measures  were  requisite.  Mr.  Butt, 
who  was  above  all  a  Constitutionalist, 
explained  to  his  followers  that  the  Irish 
Members  ought  to  prepare  all  those  Bills 
which  they  would  wish  the  Cabinet  to 
carry  into  law.  Accordingly  they  did 
so.  He  himself  belonged  to  that  Party. 
They  produced  University  Bills  and  BiUi 
to  amend  the  Parliamentary  and  muni- 
cipal franchise.  They  pressed  a  series  of 
measures  upon  the  House ;  but  one  sen- 
timent actuating  them  all  was  this — that 
it  was  their  duty  to  conciliate  KngH*h 
opinion,  and  to  make  the  English  people 
do  Ireland  justice  by  making  them  leA 
that  justice  was  with  the  Irish  demands. 
In  1875,however,  Mr.  Parnell  was  elected 
for  Meath.  For  about  one  Session  after- 
wards things  went  on  tolerably  quietlv; 
then  those  who  were  in  the  House  at  tne 
time  would  recollect  that  the  system  of 
Obstruction  sprang  up.  That  system  of 
Obstruction  was  carried  on  with  the 
avowed  object  of  bringing  Parliament 
into  contempt,  and  preventing  that 
Eepresentative  Institution,  the  House 
of  Commons,  from  legislating.  The 
House  would  not  forget  the  first  op- 
portunity that  presented  itself  of  ab- 
solute and  wearisome  Obstruction.  It 
was  when  the  hon.  Member  for  ObTan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  introduced  a  small  cart* 
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load  of  Blue  Books,  and,  forfour  oonseoa- 

tifehoiirs,  read  extracts  from  these  books 

in  a  roice  inaudible  and  inarticulate, 

eompellin^  the  Speaker  to  remain  in  the 

Chair   listening.     That    conduct    gave 

f^reat  umbrage  to  Mr.  Butt,  to  whose 

Party  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan  then 

{irofessed  to  belong ;  and  when  this  Ob- 

•traction  went  a  little  further,  Mr.  Butt, 

on  March  29th,  1879,  addressed  to  the 

kon.  Member  for  Oavan  a  letter,  from 

vhioh  he  was  anxious  to  read  an  ex- 

irtct— 

*<The  impression,  rightly  or  wrongly,  is  that 
joa  and  Mr.  Pamell  are  actuated  by  a  desire  to 
obfltmet  the  progress  of  Busineas,  either  from 
tht  wish  to  smharrass  the  Gx>vemment,  or,  as 
is  more  generally  thought,  from  the  motive  of 
potting  the  House  to  all  the  inconvenience  in 
your  power.  No  haxder  task  was  ever  imposed 
on  man,  than  that  of  trying  to  win  respect  and 
iidlaenoe  for  the  Ixiah  Party  in  the  House  of 
Commons— a  policy  which  I  myself  devised 
and  placed  before  the  coimtry/' 

He  added  that  he  had  not  time  to  write 
a  similar  letter  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oavan  to  show  him  this 
one. 

Obstruction  grew  from  day  to  day. 
Now,  the  great  difference  between  Ob- 
struction which  was  legitimate  and  the 
Obstruction  which  was  resorted  to  by  cer- 
tain of  the  Irish  Party  was  easily  seen. 
Oceaaional  Obstruction  to  great  measures 
was  a  permissible  thing  in  the  House ;  but 
Obstruction  on  every  occasion  upon  mea- 
sures great  and  small,  carried  on  for  the 
purpose  of  Obstruction  and  delay,  was 
unconstitutional,  and  rebellious  against 
that  House.  That  was  the  doctrine  of 
Mr.  Butt,  and  it  was  a  true  doctrine. 
Accordingly,  on  the  21st  of  April,  Mr. 
Butt  wrote  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath— 

"  AHenatioa  of  our  English  friends  is  not  the 
only  or  the  worst  result  that  will  follow  from 
an  nanecpsssry  delay  in  the  progress  of  Public 
Baainees.  There  is  no  Party  so  interested  in 
the  expedition  and  discharge  of  the  Business  of 
the  Hooae  as  the  Irish  Party.  Believe  me,  that 
avoT  hoar  during  which  we  prevent  the  dis- 
cnssiaB  of  an  English  measure  will  be  set  down 
to  the  account  of  Ireland,  and  set  down,  in  all 
probability,  fourfold.  The  policy  of  Obstruc- 
tion  mmt  alienate  our  truest  and  best  English 
friends.  It  will  expose  us  to  the  taunt  of  being 
mable  to  ntimvnigUir  even  the  forms  of  our  re- 
presentative gov«flmment,  and  end  in  discredit- 
mg  and  damaging  every  movement  we  make. 
But,  if  I  nrse  these  grounds  of  prudence,  I  am 
not  insensiUe  to  that  which  is  nigher  than  all 
pmdeooe — ^the  duty  of  maintaining  before  the 
ciriHnd  worid  the  dignity  of  the  Irish  nation 


and  the  Irish  cause.  That  will  only  be  done 
while  we  respect  ourselves  and  our  duties  to  the 
Assembly  oi  which  we  are  Members,  an  As- 
sembly  to  degrade  which  is  to  strike  a  blow  at 
representative  institutions  all  over  the  world,  a 
blow  which  will  recoil  with  terrible  severity  on 
the  ver^'  claims  wo  make  for  our  own  country, 
but  which,  whatever  may  be  its  effects,  would 
be  unworthy  of  ourselves  and  of  our  cause." 

He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  thought  the 
House  would  regard  these  published 
letters  as  worth  reading  at  this  time. 
But,  of  course,  there  was  a  Party  in 
Ireland  captivated  with  this  new  policy 
of  Obstruction,  and  Mr.  Butt  had  to  deal 
with  it.  He  accordingly  wrote  a  letter 
to  the  Key.  Joseph  Murphy,  who  was 
strongly  inclined  to  support  the  new 
policy,  in  which  he  said — 

''  If  once  this  policy  of  Obstruction  be  entered 
upon  it  will  be  impossible  to  carry  anything  in 
Parliament  by  discussion  or  debate.  It  is  the 
abandonment  of  Constitutional  and  the  adop- 
tion of  unconstitutional  action  in  its  stead." 

Now,  perhaps  hon.  Members  recognized 
some  connection  between  the  xmconsti- 
tutional  action  in  that  House  and  the 
unconstitutional  **  no  rent"  policy  pur- 
sued out-of-doors.  He  saw  a  close  con- 
nection.    Mr.  Butt  went  on — 

"To  what  will  it  leadP  No  one  will  say 
that  a  perpetual  obstruction  of  all  Business  is 
to  be  the  perpetual  condition  of  the  British 
Parliament — Parliament  must  put  down  Ob- 
struction, or  Obstruction  will  put  down  Parlia- 
ment. There  is  no  rule  that  Parliament  would 
not  adopt,  no  Statute  which  it  would  not  pass, 
rather  than  yield  to  the  dictation  of  a  few  men 
who  attempted  to  use  the  Forms  of  the  House 
to  destroy  it." 

He  concluded  with  this  noble  pas- 
sage— 

**  I  have  learned  to  feel  some  pride  in  a  seat 
in  Parliament,  and  to  set  some  value  upon  poli- 
tical influence  and  power ;  but,  wore  these  put 
before  me,  I  would  forfeit  them  for  ever  rather 
than  betray  my  duty  to  my  country — rather 
than  resort  to  an  unconstitutional  course  of  con- 
duct. 1  know  it  can  have  finally  onlv  this  re- 
sult— to  bring  to  the  cause  of  Irelana  nothing 
but  disaster  and  disgrace." 

Shortly  after  this,  in  1878,  Mr.  Butt  re- 
signed the  Leadership  of  the  Party,  and 
in  1879  he  died  a  broken-hearted  man. 
All  that  he  had  now  said  explained  the 
reason  of  the  difference  which  existed 
between  Irish  Members  sitting  on  the  Go- 
vernment Benches  and  Irishmen  sitting 
on  the  Benches  opposite.  He  would  pur- 
sue this  subject  no  further,  except  to  say 
that,  previous  to  the  General  Election  of 
1880,  he  published  letters  to  his  con- 
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etituents  and  spoke  freqaentl^  against 
the  policy  of  Obstruction.  Twice  he  met 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  on  political  platforms,  and 
twice,  to  the  best  of  his  aoility,  opposed 
his  policy.  No  one,  therefore,  could  now 
say  that  he  was  guilty  of  unfaithfulness 
to  the  trust  of  his  constituents.  He  had 
been  sent  there,  in  fact,  as  an  opponent 
of  Obstruction,  and  as  a  supporter  of 
Mr.  Butt's  policy  of  conciliation.  As 
such,  he  had  always  spoken  in  that 
House,  and  as  such  he  would  continue 
to  speak  so  long  as  he  held  his  seat.  He 
had  shown,  on  the  other  hand,  that  the 
policy  of  hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland 
sitting  opposite  was  a  new  policy,  which 
was  not  endorsed  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. 

He  now  desired  to  say  a  few  words  with 
regard  to  the  cldture.  He  had  been  always 
in  favour  of  a  reasonable  and  proper 
measure  of  ^/d^ur^.  Four  years  ago,  in  the 
Irish  journals,  he  prophesied  to  hon. 
Members  when  they  were  entering  upon 
this  policy  what  it  would  lead  to.     Hon. 
Members  opposite,  whom  he  wished  he 
could  call  his   Friends,  were  ready  to 
join  the  Conservative  Party  in  opposing 
this  measure.     Did  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  think  the  object  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party  was  to  protect  them  ?    No- 
thing of  the  kind.     The  Conservatives 
would  be  quite  ready  to  support   any 
measure  for  putting  down  hon.  Members 
opposite.   In  fact,  the  Conservatives  did 
not  want  any  more  than  a  simple  ma- 
jority in  order  to  apply  their  favourite 
measure  of  putting  down  hon.  Members 
one   after  another  by  the  action  of  a 
penal  Eule.     It  was  absurd,  therefore, 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  expect 
to  gain  anything  from  a  coalition  with 
that  Party.     A  great  deal  also  had  been 
said  about  an  arithmetical  puzzle ;  but 
the  two  ends  of  the  scale  of  this  cldture 
were  devised  for  two  different  purposes. 
Would   anyone  say  that  a  division  in 
that  House  of  upwards  of  400  Members 
was  not  an  adequate  representation  of 
the  opinion  of  the  House  ?    What  was 
debate  for  ?  It  was  useful  only  to  inform 
the  mind  of  the  House ;  and  if,  when  they 
came  to  divide,  a  representation  of  400 
Members  or  upwards  was  not  enough  to 
decide  any  question  whatever  bv  a  simple 
majority,heshouldlike  toknowhow  Busi- 
ness was  to  be  carried  on  ?    A  jury  ad- 
dressed by  counsel,  after  hearing  wit- 
nesses, constantly  told  the  Judge  that 

Mr.  MttoheU  ITenry 


they  had  heard  enough  and  wished  to 
come  to  a  decision  ;  but  hon.  Members 
were  not  content  to  allow  the  House  of 
Commons,  when  they  were  actually  satu- 
rated with  speeches,  and  unable  to  attend 
to  or  take  in  any  more,  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion. They  objected  to  Mr.  Speaker  know- 
ing the  mind  of  the  House  from  what  he 
saw  and  from  what  was  communicated  to 
him,  stating  that  he  believed  the  House 
desired  to  divide  and  that  the  eldture 
should  be  put  in  operation.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers said  it  was  a  great  hardship  that 
a  majority  of  1  should  settle  whether 
they  had  heard  enough ;  but  they  were 
quite  content   that  the  same  majority 
of  1    should  immediately   after,  in  the 
same  House,  constituted  in  the  same 
manner,   settle  all   such    questions   as 
peace  and  war,  or  the  fate  of  a  Ministiy. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  other  end  of 
the  scale,   what  was  the  object  of  it? 
The  object  of  it  was    to   protect  the 
minority.     One  hundred  Members  must 
be  in  the  House,  and  the  eldture  could 
not  be  proposed  unless  100   Members 
voted  for  it.     Well,  suppose,  in  that  in- 
stance, they  were  to  have  a  two-thirds 
or  a  three-fourths  majority,  what  would 
be  the  effect  ?  It  would  simply  diminish 
the  sense  of  responsibility  which  mutt 
rest  with  the  occupant  of  the  Chair, 
who  would  always  remember  that  he 
had    the    protection    of   the    minority 
in    his    trust.     He  believed  that  the 
duty  of  the  Members  of   that  House 
was  exactly  the  same,  whether  they  were 
from    England,    Scotland,   or    Ireland. 
They  were  Members  not  only  for  Ireland, 
but  for  an  Imperial  Empire.      Probably 
they  might  eventually  legislate  for  Iri^ 
subjects  out  of  that  House,  but  they 
must  legislate  for  Imperial  eubjeots  in 
that  House ;  and  if  they  proposed,  by 
action  of  theirs,  to  exercise  an  organized 
system  of  Obstruction  towards  Hie  House 
of  Commons,  they  were  unfaithful  to 
their  trust.      As  Members  of   an   Im- 
perial Parliament,  the  Members,  wlier- 
ever  they  came  from,  had  one    oom- 
mon  duty,  and  that  was  to  preserre  to 
the  people  of  this  country  the  piicelesi 
inheritance    of  a   free  Parliament— of 
a  Parliament  for  which  generations  of 
men  had  laboured  and  fought  and  died 
— of  a  Parliament  free   to  act  as  well 
as  to  speak,  and  which  would  not  allow 
itself  to  be  mocked  with  that  counterfeit 
of  freedom,  the  licence  of  a  small  mino- 
rity.   To  preserve  this  precious  inherit- 
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ance  Parliament  had  suflPered  much, 
aod  had  still  mach  to  suffer ;  and  they, 
its  Memb^  must  suffer  with  it.  They 
miut  take  part  in  labours  which  for 
the  time  seemed  fruitless,  and  endure 
tediousness  that  impaired  their  physical 
strength  and  disturbed  their  minds ;  but 
orer  all  these  things  Parliament  would 
triumph,  and  they  should  triumph  with 
it— 

**  So  sinks  the  day-star  in  the  ocean  bed, 
And  yet  anon  repairs  his  drooping  head, 
And  tricks  his  beams,  and  with  new-spangled 

ore 
Flames  in  the  forehead  of  the  morning  sky." 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  should  not 
trouble  the  House  with  any  remarks 
npon  the  poetical  peroration  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway.  The  question  with 
which  they  had  to  deal  was  one  merely 
of  a  practical  character,  and  he  believed 
they  could  effectually  deal  with  it  in 
prose.  What  was  called  the  unap- 
proachable gravity  of  the  occasion  was 
now  before  them.  It  was  doubted  in 
some  quarters  a  few  days  ago ;  but  inci- 
dents which  had  lately  come  to  light 
proved  that  in  the  mind  of  the  Govem- 
nent,  as  well  as  in  their  minds,  the 
occasion  was  one  of  unapproachable 
pavity.  He  had  been  accused  of  caus- 
ing offence  and  uttering  insult,  because 
lie  had  intimated  his  belief  that  the 
tactical  arrangements  of  the  Govern- 
ment rendered  it  convenient  for  them  to 
imprison  the  votes  of  three  Members  of 
that  House.  But  was  he  not  in  a  large 
measure  justified,  when  he  found  that 
the  Gk>vemment  had  suddenly  broken 
>ff  a  delicate  and  confidential  mission 
to  bring  one  vote  from  the  Tiber  to  the 
rhamee  ?  It  was  as  unpleasant  to  him 
IS  to  any  Member  of  that  House  to 
iause  offence  or  give  insult  to  anyone ; 
)at  when  public  duty  required  lum  to 
express  his  convictions,  he  cared  not 
nrhat  the  result  might  be,  and  though 
die  conclusion  he  drew  might  be  offen- 
dve,  mature  consideration  convinced 
lim  that  it  was  the  true  conclusion.  An 
ittempt  had  been  made  to  make  it 
ippear  that  the  people  of  Ireland  felt 
titUe  interest  in  the  question  then  before 
the  House.  He  called  the  attention  of  the 
Souse  to  the  fact  that  it  was  too  familiar 
to  them  that  every  avenue  for  the  free 
expression  of  OonstitutioDal  opinion  had 
been  dosed  in  Ireland,  that  the  leaders 
of  the  people,  the  clergy  of  the  people, 
tad  tome  of  the  bravest  and  best  of  the 


women  of  Ireland  were  pining  in  gaol. 
Such  a  moment  was  not  the  moment 
when  it  could  be  expected  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  dare  not  merely 
the  civil,  but  the  military  power  of  this 
great  Empire  in  the  expression  of  their 
public  feeling.  What  a  story  the  Irish 
journals  told  them  to-day  of  attempts 
made  by  the  electors  of  Ireland — by 
those  electors  whose  rights  were  sacred 
as  those  of  electors  in  this  country — 
of  attempts  made  by  them  to  meet  toge- 
ther and  instruct  and  suggest  to  their 
Bepresentatives  what  course  they  ought 
to  take,  and  in  these  attempts  terrorized 
and  prevented  by  those  outsiders  in  Ire- 
land who  represented  the  territorial 
interest,  and  by  those  military  and  those 
police  whose  pay  they  in  the  House 
were  expected  to  vote  with  silence  and 
with  tame  assent.  It  was  impossible  at 
such  a  moment  for  the  electors  of  Ire- 
land to  g^ve  expression  to  their  feelings. 
They  could,  however,  do  so  indirectly  by 
making  a  recently  liberated  **  suspect  " 
Chairman  of  a  Board  of  Guardians  in 
place  of  a  Lord  who  had  held  the  posi- 
tion for  20  years.  Those  were  the  pro- 
tests which  the  people  made  against 
the  Algerian,  and  worse  than  Algerian, 
hold  on  the  country  which  was  main- 
tained by  this  country.  He  was  proud 
to  say  that  the  Irish  journals  left  no 
doubt  of  the  opinions  of  the  Irish  people 
upon  this  question.  In  despite  of  their 
military  and  police,  meetings  had  been 
held,  and  wherever  they  had  been 
held  one  voice  had  gone  forth,  and  that 
voice  had  said  that  any  attempt  to 
silence  or  to  restrict  the  Irish  Bepresen- 
tatives in  that  House  should  meet  with 
the  condemnation  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  that  any  man  who  was  accessory  to 
the  success  of  that  attempt  should  meet 
with  their  hatred  and  their  contempt. 
That  evening  had  snowed  telegraphic 
messages  from  the  Lobby  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
about  him  had  received  telegrams  beyond 
number,  informing  them  of  letters,  of 
messages,  and  of  memorials  addressed 
to  Irish  Members  who  sat  on  the  Go- 
vernment side  of  the  House,  praying 
them  to  have  no  hand  in  this  ignoble 
and  base  attempt  to  silence  the  Bepre- 
sentatives of  their  people.  A  Petition 
had  reached  him  which  the  Forms  of 
the  House  would  not  allow  him  to  pre- 
sent, which  was  signed  in  a  few  hours 
by  1,400  electors  of  the  City  of  Dublin, 
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praying  those  Irish  Members  who  sat 
on  Goyemment  Benches  on  that  occa- 
sion to  vote  for  the  Irish  people.     He 
passed  from  this  part  of  the  subject  by 
saying  that  in  spite  of  the  extraordinary 
difficulties,  in  spite  of  the  most  compli- 
cated and  most  universal  terrorism  pre- 
vailing over   the  face   of  Ireland,  the 
Irish  people  had  left  no  doubt  of  the 
feelings  with  which  they  regarded  these 
attempts   of  the   present    Government. 
The  interposition  in  that  debate  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  coupled,  as  it 
had  been,  with  the  equally  significant 
silence  of  his  right  hon.  Colleague  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  was  an 
episode  too  singular  to  escape  attention. 
It  was  not  often  even   in  that   House 
of  late  that  they  had  been  favoured  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  eloquence. 
It  was  certainly  strange  that  one  whose 
tongue   for    40    years   had   moved   as 
freely,  as  actively,    and  with  as  little 
moral    constraint,    derived    from    con- 
sideration for  the  feelings  of  others  as 
that  of    any    man    in    the    House    of 
Commons  or  in  England — that  he  should 
appear  that  night  as  the  advocate  of 
a  measure  which   proposed  to  deprive 
his  fellow-Members  of  even  the  right  to 
brief  and  moderate  speech.      He    re- 
peated that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had   never  been   distinguished    in  his 
public   speeches  for   either  brevity  or 
moderation.     And  it  was  he  who  now 
proposed  to  deprive  his  fellow-Members 
of  tiie  right  to  even  brief  and  moderate 
speech.     For,  if  the  cldture  were  ever  in 
operation,  as  he  had  no  doubt  it  would 
be,  when  once  the  majority  had  declared 
their  will,  although  some  men  might 
have  spoken  with  neither  brevity  nor 
moderation,  every  man  afterwards  would 
be  shut  out  from  doing   so,   however 
brief  or  moderate  might    be    the   re- 
marks he   proposed  to  address  to  the 
House.      He    could,    to    some    extent, 
understand   the    attitude    assumed    by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     Men  hated 
to  be    confronted    with    their    cast-off 
principles.     It  was  from  the  mouth  of 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman    that    pro- 
ceeded the  terse  and  pregnant  maxim 
that  **  force  is  no  remedy."     Force  had 
been  proved  to  be  no  remedy.     And  he 
and  his  friends,  who  knew  well  the  evil 
to  which  that  maxim  had  reference — 
who  knew  that  it  would  prove  to  be  the 
grave  of  a  reputation,  the  moral  ruin  of 


a  g^eat  Party  and  its  diaastrooB  failure 
— they  knew,  then,  that  force  would  be 
no  remedy.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man apprehended  that  Irish  Members 
in  that  House  would  come  from  time  to 
time  to  accumulate  proofs  in  that  House 
of  the  truth  of  his  own  principles,  would 
endeavour  to  prove  to  him  and  to  the 
House  that  force  was  no  remedy.    The 
ease  and  dignity  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
had  had  such  an  effect  upon  that  man  of 
a  fiery  tongue  who  wielded  the  fierce 
passions  of  a  democracy  that  he  did  not 
wish  any  longer  to  be  confronted  with 
his  own  princi^es  raised  in  protestation 
against  him.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  wish  to  hear  those   things ;  he 
wished  t-o  buy  oblivion — to  live  alone 
like  the  lotus-eaters   described  by  the 
Laureate,  and  to  forget  his  past.    Afta 
the  speech  which  they  had  heard  that 
night — a  speech  full  of  sad  recoUectiona 
I  of  moral  retrogression  as  well  as  of  in- 
tellectual decay;   after  that  speech  he 
would  have  a  cruel  heart   who  coald 
wish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  hearier 
punishment  than  he  would  endure  in 
those  still  hours  of  reflection  and  retro- 
spection which  occurred  in  the  life  of 
every  man,  and  when    he    would  re- 
member that  he  had  been  the  mouth- 
piece of  a  coercive  Ministry  after  the 
greatness  and  magnificence  of  his  past 
career.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
fore he  ever  saw  him,  before  he  thought 
that  anybody  would   see    him  in  the 
cruel  position  which  he   occupied  that 
night,  employed  in  one  of  his  addroasos, 
with  great  force  and  digni^,  an  illus- 
tration from  the  Scriptures.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion,  re- 
ferring to  some  offers  of    office   and 
dignity  which  had  been  made  to  him, 
reminded  his  audience  of  the  stoxy  of 
the  Shunamite  woman.     He  said  that 
when  a   person  asked  the  Shunamite 
woman,  who  had  done  some  public  ser- 
vice worthy  of  reward — "  Shall  I  speak 
for  thee  to  the  King,  or  to  the  Captam  of 
the  Host  ?  "  the  Shunamite  woman  re- 
plied— '*No;    I  will  dwell  among  my 
own  people."     Since  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  reconsidered  the  subject 
His  view  of  the  Shunamite  woman  hid 
changed  since  that  earlier  day,  and  the 
position  in  which  they  found  him  to-night 
was  that  the  Shunamite  woman    had 
come  under  the  influence  of  the  Captain 
of  the  Host.     He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  was  the  right  hon.  QentlemaB 
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who  once  oompared  the  Ministers  of 
this  ooontiy  to  a  row  of  extinct  vol- 
oanoes.  [CW#t  of  '*No!"]  The  re- 
mark, he  was  now  told,  was  made  by  a 
deceased  statesman,  and  it  might  be 
most  fitly  applied  to  the  men  now  occu- 
pying the  Treasury  Bench.  The  right 
non.  Oentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  was  the  most  com- 
plete extinct  yolcano  at  present  existing 
in  the  world.  Formerly  his  eruptions 
were  full  of  violence  and  splendour ;  but 
what  remained  now  of  the  democratic 
volcano  of  England?  Nothing  more 
than  the  empty  void  and  the  cold  crust 
that  once  was  living  fire.  "The  obser- 
vations of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
indirect  and  remote  from  the  subject, 
oould  not  be  dignified  with  the  name  of 
argument.  With  what  propriety  and 
reason  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
compare  the  practice  of  public  meetings 
with  the  Procedure  of  this  supreme  de- 
liberative Assembly?  Public  meetings 
were  not  deliberative  assemblies,  and 
did  not  afiPect,   except  in    rare    cases, 

Sublic  opinion  beyona  their  own  vicinity. 
Loreover,  they  were  generally  held  by 
persons  of  one  particular  opinion  for  the 
purpose  of  registering  a  decree.    More- 
over,  when  a  speaker  became  unpleasant 
at  a  public  meeting,  the  way  to  silence 
him  was  by  clamour.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ventured  somewhat  rashly 
into  the  arithmetic  of  this  question  ;  but 
he  might  much  better   have   left   the 
"stem  and  unbending  lines  of   arith- 
metic "  to  the  care  of  the  Prime  Minister 
himself,  who  was  known  to  be  a  master 
in  that  department.     His  rashness  in 
dealing  with  the  arithmetical  aspect  of 
the  case  appeared  in  the  remarkable 
omissions  which  occurred.    In  his  argu- 
ment he  dealt  pretty  exhaustively  with 
the  case  of  minorities,  and  he  endea- 
voured to  show    that  small  minorities 
would  have  the  intellectual  delight  of 
being  overborne    by  majorities    much 
larger  than  themselves ;  but  for  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  so  frank  and  so  un- 
reserved a  career,   it  was  singular,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  that  he  paused  at  the 
point  where    minorities  become  large, 
and  he  shrunk  from  giving  his  opinion 
ef  the  moral  or  material  worth  of  a  ma- 
jority of,  say,  201  overpowering  a  mi- 
nority of  200.     He  came  now  to  consider 
the  attitude  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
with  regiuxl  to  Menxbers  from  Ireland. 
He  bad  noticed  that  it  was  ever  poli- 


ticians of  fastidious  lives  who  hurled  ex- 
treme charges  against  other  men.    He 
might  search  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  look,  for  instance, 
at  that  famous  passage  about  the  British 
Lion,  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expressed  a  wish  that  the  beast  or  the 
brute  were  dead.    If  he  were  to  look  at 
that  and  at  other  passages  of  fierce,  he 
would  not  say  of  coarse,  invective  with 
which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  had 
often  assailed  his  fellow-subjects  of  the 
Crown,  and,  perhaps,  virtually  even  the 
Crown  itself,  he  should  find  as  many 
passages  as  seriously  open   to  rebuke, 
and  even  to  denunciation,  as  any  which 
could  be  found  in  speeches  spoken  by 
Members  on  that  side  of   the  House. 
What  was  the  characteristic  argument 
by  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  en- 
deavoured to  politically  defile  the  Irish 
Party  ?  Was  it  for  any  language  spoken 
by  them  in  that  House,   or    for   any 
article  in  their  political  policy,  or  for  any 
manifesto,  document,  or  speech  issued 
by  any  meeting  of  the  Party,  or  any 
Member  of  the  Party,  in  the -Dominions 
of  the  Queen  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance. 
It  was  a  dramatic  touch  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  a  great  master  of 
dramatic  touches,  relied  to  awaken  the 
passions  of  those  around  him.     But  they 
never  swore  allegiance  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  or  to  the 
Government  of  which  he  was  a  Member. 
They  swore  allegiance  to  the  Sovereign 
of  this  country.  [^Ironical  cheers  from  the 
Ministerial  sideJ]     That  cheer  was  un- 
generous, if  not  unmeaning,  considering 
the  quarter  from  which  it  came.     They 
had  pursued  objects  and  sought  for  pur- 
poses compatible  and  consistent  with  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance ;  and  they  defied  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  and  the  Prime 
Minister  to  find  in  the  action  of  their 
Party,  as  a  whole,  or  in  the  action  of 
individuals,  any  declarations  or  acts  in- 
compatible or  inconsistent  with  that  Oath. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  rhetorical 
reference  to  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  was 
not  a  thing  of  very  pregnant  meaning. 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  his  own  under- 
standing, as  every   man  had,    of    the 
Oath  of  Allegiance.     He  did  not  concur 
with  the  views  of  Paley,   their  great 
English  writer,  who,  after  six  elaborate 
essays,    by    which  he   endeavoured   to 
prove  the  meaning  and  the  force  of  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  left  it  in  a  much 
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foggier  condition  than  he  found  it.  The 
meaning  of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  was 
not  open  to  considerable  doubt ;  and  he 
maintained  that  for  any  purposes  which 
they  had  avowed,  as  for  any  objects 
which  they  had  sought,  the  scope  for 
free  action,  the  scope  for  free  expres- 
sion, and  the  scope  for  public  effort  left 
to  them  by  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  was 
quite  sufficient  for  them  for  all  their 
purposes.  What  was  the  argument  by 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desired, 
at  this  critical  moment,  to  cast  discredit 
on  the  Party  to  which  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
had  the  honour  to  belong  ?  Two  hon. 
Gentlemen — the  Member  for  the  borough 
of  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  and  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  borough  of  Galway  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor) — happened  to  be  in 
America  on  a  political  mission — a  mis- 
sion of  life  and  death  to  their  people, 
who  were  being  evicted  and  subjected  to 
the  worst  influences  of  despair,  and  who 
were  thrown  into  a  condition  of  actual 
starvation,  at  a  time  when  the  landlords 
of  Ireland,  with  the  tacit  encourage- 
ment of  the  Government,  were  allowed 
to  persevere  in  acts  of  tyranny  and 
cruelty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  House  knew  full  well  that  the  mass 
of  the  Irishmen  who  had  gone  from  Ire- 
land to  the  various  countries  of  the  world 
had  taken  with  them  a  burning  and  a 
bitter  hatred  of  the  Government  of  Eng- 
land. [Mr.  Archdale  :  As  many  Pro- 
testants went  as  Eoman  Catholics.]  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  feared  the  hon.  Member's 
arithmetic  was  not  accurate  ;  but,  at  all 
events,  he  seemed  to  be  unaware  of  the 
fact  that  the  Protestants  evicted  from 
Ulster  in  the  last  century  were  some  of 
the  sturdiest  and  stoutest  soldiers  who 
fought  on  the  American  side  in  the  War 
of  Independence,  which  wrested  the 
brightest  jewel  from  the  British  Crown. 
The  men  who  met  at  Chicago  were  the 
men,  or  the  sons  of  men,  who  had  been 
turned  out  of  their  humble  homes  in 
Ireland  by  virtue  of  tyrannical  Land 
Laws,  which  no  one  had  condemned  with 
more  eloquence  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself.  They  saw  their  roof- 
trees  torn  down  by  the  crowbar,  they 
saw  the  fires  put  out  upon  their  fathers' 
hearths,  they  had  to  rend  the  dearest 
ties  of  men's  affections,  they  left  the 
shores  of  Ireland  with  eyes  blinded  by 
tears,  and  they  went  to  a  foreign  land 
with  bitter  hatred  in  their  hearts  to  that 
tyrannical  system  which  caused  their  ex- 


patriation ;  and  he  challenged  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  to  deny  that  it  was  the 
dearest  hope  of  that  great  mass  of  Irish- 
men, wherever  they  were  situated  in  this 
wide  world,  to  firee  the  people  of  Ireland 
from  at  least  the  existing  system  of 
British  rule — that  system  which,  cor- 
roded the  national  life  of  Ireland,  and 
which  took  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  their  own  national 
resources.  The  hon.  Members  for  Wex- 
ford and  Galway  found  themselves  in 
America,  and  what  were  thev  to  do? 
Were  they,  in  order  to  ^ratify  the  new 
found  fastidiousness  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  which  they,  not 
being  prophets,  could  not  have  antici- 
pated— were  they  to  keep  away  from 
this  assembly  of  their  countrymen- 
were  they  to  isolate  themselves  from 
their  own  kith  and,  kin  and,  in  the  midst 
of  the  great  mass  of  patriotic  and  high- 
minded  Irishmen  on  the  American  Con- 
tinent, to  proclaim  themselves  not  Irish- 
men, but  Englishmen  ?  They  attended 
the  Convention  as  spectators.  They  did 
not  speak.  The  Government  had  en- 
deavoured to  mix  up  the  matter  of  the 
Convention  with  other  matters.  They 
attended  the  Convention  ;  and  because 
they  did  not  make  themselves  the  mouth- 
pieces of  the  Birmingham  school,  or 
some  other  school  of  English  politics; 
because  they  were  true  to  the  traditions 
of  Irish  history  and  true  to  the  political 
gospel  of  the  Irish  race,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  arraigned  them  in  that  House 
as  traitors  to  the  Crown.  They  had  a 
perfect  right  to  attend  as  spectators.  If 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  been  in  America 
he  should  have  considered  it  his  first 
duty  to  have  been  at  that  gathering. 
[Cries  of  '-Oh!"  from  the  MinuUrid 
Benches  and  Irish  cheers.']  Not  because 
he  should  regard  himself  bound  by  the 
proceedings  of  that  Convention,  not  be- 
cause he  should  consider  the  Irish  people 
at  home  bound  by  any  extreme  action 
which  in  other  countries  and  under  other 
circumstances  might  be  taken  by  the 
Irish  race ;  but  because  he  should  deem 
it  his  first  duty,  as  one  oonoemed  in 
fighting  the  cause  of  the  Irish  people,  to 
attend  that  great  representative  gather- 
ing of  Irishmen  in  America,  to  learn 
from  them  directly,  with  his  own  ean, 
the  feelings  of  the  Irish  race  in  America. 
No  politician  interested  in  the  future  ol 
Irish  affairs  should  be  without  that  im- 
portant information ;  and,  therdfoi6|  he 


369       F4KrUam&ni-'£uiinMs     (Maboh  30,  1882) 


of  th$  ffouse. 


370 


held   that  his  hon.  Friends  attending 
that  meeting  were  availing  themselves 
of  an  educational  agency  of  the  greatest 
Talae.    More  sigpoificance  than  that  he 
refused  to  give  to  the  incident,  and  he 
could  not  help  saying  that  the  use  made 
of  it  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
unworthy  of  him,  and  unworthy  of  any 
Minister;    and    least  of  all   should  it 
hsTe  proceeded  from  a  Minister  who,  in 
his  speeches  and  in  his  life,  had  cer- 
tainly cpone  to  the  utmost  possible  limits 
allowed  to  an  English  agitator.     The 
question  before  the  House  was — P  *  Hear, 
hear !  "J — if  he  had  departed  rrom  the 
question  it  was  because  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  persisted  in  taking  him 
from  Westminster  to  America — the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  concerned,  pri- 
marily and  chiefly,  the  two  great  English 
Parties.     ['*  No.  no ! "]     He  spoke  with 
the  most  unequivocal  frankness.  He  did 
not  think  it  greatly  concerned  the  Irish 
Party,  which  had  in  the  House  up  to 
that  time,  whatever  might  be  thought 
by  others,    touched  only  the  fringe  of 
Parliamentary  activity.     The  proceed- 
ings of  the  Legislature  were  so  compli- 
cated, and  in  its  capacity  for  business  it 
80  far  transcended  the  power  of  any 
other    Legislative    Assembly,   that,  no 
matter  what  Bules  might  be  devised — 
eidiur0  or  no  cMure — ^it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  it,  looking  at  the  vast  ambit  of 
its  Business,  and  considering  the  infinite 
variety  of  the  Business  it  had  to  man- 
age,  to    prevent    any    Member  of  it, 
possessing  the  spirit  of  a  man,   from 
making  their    activity  permeate^per- 
manently  permeate — every  department 
of  the  Leg^lature.     He  was    not    an 
Englishman,  neither  was  he  a  Eepre- 
sentative  of  an   English  constituency ; 
but  the  House  wonla  allow  him  for  the 
moment  to  take  the  part  of  an  English 
spectator,  and  tell  them,  with  as  much 
impartiality  as  they    would  give  him 
credit  for,  what  he  thought  the  effect  of 
the  ddturs  would  be  upon  the  future  of 
that  Assembly.     As  an  Irishman  he  felt 
that  the  miseries,  the  misfortunes,  the 
discontent,  and  disaffection  of  his  coun- 
try had   sprung  from  the  spirit  which 
had  governed  the  House  in  past  times, 
and  the  laws  which  had  been  the  emana- 
tion of  that  spirit.     If  he  had  been  an 
"Rf^glialimftn  bom  and  bred,  whether  a 
representative    Englishman  or  not,  he 
should  take  a  pride  in  the  records  of  its 
acCSy  and  in  the  influence  which  it  had 


brought  to  bear  upon  the  history  of  the 
world  and  the  course  of  the  human  race. 
He  would  admit  that  that  Assembly  had 
been,  to  a  large  extent,  the  upholder  of 
class,  and  that  its  enactments  had  borne 
the  brand  of  class  legislation.  But  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  Parliament  of 
England  had  struck  its  roots  deep  into 
the  hearts  and  history  of  the  English 
people.  It  was  an  ancient  and  a  proud 
Parliament ;  and  although  it  might  not 
have  responded  very  speedily  or  success- 
fully to  the  demands  of  the  English 
people,  yet  he  would  say,  as  an  Irish- 
man, endeavouring  for  a  moment  to 
eradicate  his  own  prepossessions,  that 
the  House  had  slowly,  though  surely, 
responded  to  the  general  needs  and 
wishes.  It  was  an  ancient  and  a  proud 
Parliament ;  and,  therefore,  if  he  had 
been  an  Englishman,  he  should  take 
pride  in  it.  it  had  the  capacity  both  to 
rule  the  affections  of  the  English  people 
and  to  take  the  leading  place  in  the 
Assemblies  of  the  world.  What  was  the 
secret  of  that  power  ?  First,  it  was  the 
position  —  the  unexampled  position — 
held  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  was  not  under  an  obliga- 
tion to  please  any  Party,  or  to  have  re- 
gard to  any  Party.  He  was  elected  by 
one  Party,  and  often  kept  in  Office  by  the 
other  Party,  which  showed  the  thorough 
belief  of  both  sides  of  the  House  in 
the  impartiality  that  characterized  the 
high  Office  of  the  greatest  Commoner  in 
England.  This  House,  conscious  of  its 
strength,  had  always,  with  the  common 
sense  that  Englishmen  claimed,  post- 
poned the  hour  of  victory  of  the  majority 
till  the  minority  had  been  fully  heard. 
The  minority  of  the  House  were  actuated 
by  such  loyalty  to  their  Party  that,  hav- 
ing once  been  allowed  to  argue  their 
case,  they  went  quietly  into  the  Lobby 
and  accepted  their  defeat  in  a  loyal  and 
law  -  abiding  spirit.  These  were  the 
secrets  of  the  power  of  that  House ;  but, 
if  the  Government  had  their  will,  would 
this  power  continue  ?  Would  Parlia- 
ment continue  to  inspire  the  respect  and 
affection  of  the  people  of  England? 
Would  it  be  any  longer  called  the  Par- 
liament of  free  speech  ?  The  Govern- 
ment sought  to  establish  a  system  by 
which  a  majority,  without  regard  to  the 
minority,  would  be  enabled  to  say  they 
would  hear  no  further  debate.  The  ma- 
jority and  the  Party  in  power  were  con- 
vertible terms ;  and  in  future,  he  appre- 
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^ft.;!    v.Ar.    .-.-:-.,*r"j".   Man    iia;  .nrr  Iioii  r**ati^ifi  iiadin-is.     If  rjiej  entertained 

*.  ci-«    ',*=:<iTi    T.-li-y    -..-,    ^r.sroone    rii-r  1:17  iiarc  w  zn-  ''jiaz,  liie  spe«cli  of  the 

.v..-.r.".<::-.'  -^f  7..:*,-,r7  '•--  "-^"^  2ii-«:rlrT  li.i  r.xi:  ii-ro-  '-n?nil-r "i  in  :c.«r  Lhief  Secre- 

iiv."V>.i:  '.r.-^i.'  r.-.i-:»:   -vli::  t-.iI'I  be  rarvi.r  Irrla:ii  JLiii  zLid-*  iu  all  perfectly 

',(■.»■  ^i-,-. <K^  ;i*r.r.«%  .:  -■:.■./.  i  xiil-^  w  :iii? :  .Ir^iz.     Ii-vxa  jji  xlic  of  r^renge,  becaiue 

y.  ..*-.7  '.r.ft  .v.a;"'.r!:7    \'.  *:..■=  dr*;:  ~  .t^.-?^:  i'  tij  cLiialj  siur^e^aced  bj  the  opposi- 

^f  i.'r.'-z'.^r.  or  x-%r:r.^*-*  z,rA'ic*i*i  bT  i  -i:!!  :f  li^Irisc.  Members  :o  that  Statute 

i^-^r./    :-:',<iV:,  T'/*!:!   r.\'-^'\S.T  ceri-  "-:  tLi.:!!  ^Luei  the  liberties  of  the  Irish 

\<irr»  V,  '  ..-;  r*^:^f  ^'^r,:fi^A  r.j  :L^  .^leri-  ?^cle  a:  :he  feec  of  an  o£cial  of  the 

ti^iT.  'A  "c.h  h'i'.<=r.  ar.  i  X -/ill  cl.id "j'lr  I : r  'iueec.     Xhe   rzea&ore  could  not  have 

\r.f\  ap;.;ira?:ir,T.  of  tr.e  f '^rur*.  Tii-r  niz.:-  been  i:ie  to  the  experience  of  the  last 

nty.  or*  th<.  o*.r-f:T  har.i.  xho  :r.;^Lt  'le  Firliisien:.  because  if  there  had  been  any 


79ii*ir.'/^  '-.Tiryiy^h  to  f^r.'/rt^i.  a   Ieia:e.  ::  iilaiorj  debate  in  that  Parliamentf  the 

fii.r  \,.hy  -K^ixt'.  a.iox^pl  th^ri.  Troili  i-f-  iL.Tea.:or»  and  chief  practitioners  of  the 

U\ r/i ;,*'.' I    a r. •]  r h al i <;r. j?«r-i   •  ->   -r i ert  an  i  art  tt •? re  Gentlecien  now  on  the  Treasury 

ft^e/jf*,  *f.';ir  r ]}(.'.*.  V^*  Vjr.tir.  ;*:  the  'lebat-r.  Bench  :  and.  doreorer.  in  the  last  year 


'fh'j^,  ';v«;ry  on/:  of  tiv;  tfiF*:*;  great  in-  of  that  Parliament^  the  Prime  Minister 
Wit  t.i  *'.<  'fiV.  I '^rl'iArti '::.*:  r.e'.I  in  r^apec:  himself  had  appeared  in  a  public  maga- 
woiii'l  'W^Hpit'ifir.  All  would  go — COL-  ,  zine  as  :he  most  ingenious  and  elaborate 
^'I'-.i»"!  if*  Xhh  irf.pftr*.i;iii:jof  the.'ipeaker,  '  apjlogiat  of  Obstruction.  It  could  not, 
fh'i  for^';arariC';  of  th*;  rr-^jority.  and  the  {  therefore,  have  been  the  experience  of 
Hntiiitu*.',ou  of  th'j  riiifioritj.     That  was    the  last  Parliament  that  had  led  to  this 

measure.     Nor  could  the  Besolution  be 


Ui'»  vi'-^  that  h<j  iia^l  been  obli;red  to 
tiik'j  of  f.h/»  rria*.t*»r;  and  now,  returning 
U9  tiJK  rj;it.ijral  attitude  aii  an  Irishman  in 
r'»volfc  aj(airiftt.  lh«:  att^jinpt.  to  «'il*:nco  the 
ln*i\t  I'/irty,  Ji«j  wan  ahl»j  U)  j-.ay  what  he 
hirf>v:lf  U:\t  in  ni^^ard  to  tho  pro.ipeot. 
Mo  had  iilwayn  obHf;rv<;d  that  it  boded 
ill  forfndarid  whofi  both  tho  groat  Parties 
in  tJi'i  lloijHo  w^rro  agnjf.-d.  That  con- 
r|jf.Jon  of  thing.')  in  tho  pant,  which  had 
Ht%r.nrm\  and  r:ontinu«^l  a  tolerably  good 
foiling  botwoon  thotwo  Knglinh  Parties, 
had  boon  unfavourable  Ut  tho  develop- 
niont  of  tho  right h  and  liberties  of  Ire- 
Janrl.  Ifo  oxp(H;tod  that  there  would  be 
no  Nindi   grMid  feeling  in  future.    The 

i/r.  90»(9n 


due  to  the  experience  of  the  first  Session 
of  the  present  Parliament,  with  which 
the  Government  had  professed  themselvea 
well  satisded,  nor  to  what  had  oocorredin 
the  present  Session,  because  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  up  their  mind  on  the 
subject  before  that  Session  had  begun. 
No ;  the  cause  of  the  measure  was  to 
be  found  in  the  experience  of  last  Ses- 
sion, but  not  in  the  incidents  of  the 
passage  of  the  Land  Bill  through  the 
House,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
expressed  his  sense  of  the  assistance 
given  him  by  the  Irish  Members,  who 
had  saved  the  Government  on  two  crucial 
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diviaions.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
oonld  not  deny  that,  next  to  himself,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
had  the  most  perfect  knowledge  of  the 
BlU.  It  followed,  then,  that  the  resist- 
anoe  of  the  Irish  Party  to  the  Coercion 
Bill  was  the  real  cause  of  this  gagging 
Resolution.  If  the  arguments  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  in  The  Nineteenth 
Century  could  possibly  apply  to  any  con- 
dition of  things  as  the  justification  of  any 
Party,  his  words  and  sentiments  might 
stand  on  record  as  the  justification  of  the 
Irish  Members  for  their  obstinate  resist- 
ance to  a  measure  which  they  knew  to 
be  undeserved.  And  what  terms  could 
be  extreme  in  denouncing  the  Coercion 
Bill  ?  It  was  an  Act  ostensibly  passed 
against  crime,  but  really  used  to  put 
down  political  agitation.  It  was  an  Act 
which,  according  to  the  Treasury  Bench, 
was  directed  against  the  disorderly 
classes  in  Ireland ;  but  it  was  used 
against  the  leaders  of  the  people,  against 
the  clerffy,  and  against  ladies  of  a  highly 
respectable  position  and  of  unstained  life. 
The  Irish  people  upheld  the  Irish  Party 
in  their  opposition  to  the  Besolution ; 
and  he  challenged  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  turn  to  his  own  article  in  The 
NineUmUh  Century,  and  by  his  own  words 
and  sentiments  the  Irish  Party  would  be 
justified.  This  Hesolution  was,  as  he 
had  said,  not  only  an  act  of  revenge,  but 
it  was  a  mobilization  of  forces  directed 
against  Ireland.  The  last  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  a  warn- 
ing of  what  the  Irish  people  had  to  ex- 
pect, though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, indeed,  understood  the  melo- 
dramatic business  better.  The  speech 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
intonations  of  ungovernable  passion  in  his 
voice,  and  fierce  light  in  his  eye,  pledged 
the  Government  to  further  and  more 
drastic  measures  of  coercion,  was  a  warn- 
ing to  the  House,  and  to  every  Member, 
no  matter  on  which  side  he  might  sit, 
who  derived  his  mandate  from  the  Irish 
people,  of  the  moral  significance  of  the 
vote  he  would  give  to-night.  Let  there 
be  no  mistake.  If  he  voted  for  the  Beso- 
lution he  would  vote  for  further  coercion. 
A  year  of  folly  had  not  been  enough  for 
the  Government — a  year  of  disaster  and 
disgrace  had  not  been  enough,  and  half 
a  year  in  which  to  reconsider  their  course 
and  their  steps  had  not  been  enough. 
They  did  not  seem  disposed  to  take  the 


salutary  advice  tendered  by  the  Under 
Secretfiuy  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Courtney)  to  make  an  effort  to  bring  the 
law  in  Ireland  into  harmony  with  the 
convictions  and  associations  of  the  people. 
That  was  done  in  every  civilized  country ; 
but  the  determination  of  the  Government, 
so  far  as  they  could  discover  it  from  their 
dark  hints  and  blacker  looks,  was  to  per- 
severe in  their  course  of  despotism,  and 
to  force  the  people,  by  their  Algerine 
enactments,  into  collision  with  the  law. 
He  did  not  believe  they  would  succeed 
in  that  object.  As  the  gag  imposed  upon 
Ireland  had  proved  ineffective,  so  he 
believed  the  additional  gag  that  would 
be  imposed  upon  the  House  of  Commons 
would  not  help  them  out  of  their  diffi- 
culty. For  himself,  so  filled  was  he  by 
the  burnine  passion  which  agitated  the 
Irish  mind  on  this  question  that  no 
human  consideration  would  make  him 
hesitate  in  the  vote  he  would  give. 
Some  time  ago  The  Times  said  to  Irish- 
men— '*  We  do  not  pass  what  laws  you 
ask,  but  we  listen  to  what  you  have  to 
say;  and,  unreasonable  and  passionate 
Celts  that  you  are,  what  more  can  you 
desire?"  He  thought  that  a  very  in- 
conclusive argument,  for  to  listen  to  a 
man  was  a  small  satisfaction  if  you  did 
not  give  him  what  he  wanted.  But  the 
Government  had  advanced  on  The  I'imes, 
which  was  willing  to  listen.  The  Govern- 
ment would  neither  grant  nor  listen. 
Irishmen  were  not  only  to  have  their 
demands  refused,  but  their  speeches 
silenced.  So  deep  was  the  feeling  of 
Irishmen  on  this  question,  that  if  he 
were  an  Irish  Member  who  had  in- 
curred, by  his  past  conduct,  the  hatred 
of  the  Irish  people,  he  would  endeavour, 
by  his  vote  to-night,  cast  in  favour  of  free- 
dom of  speech,  to  obtain  immunity  for  any 
fault  he  had  committed,  and  he  believed 
that  by  so  doing  he  might  atone  for  errors 
in  the  past ;  because  a  vote  given  at  a 
critical  moment,  in  the  face  of  the  social 
and  political  influences  which  the  Go- 
vernmentcould  bringto  bear,  would  show 
his  sympathy  and  solidarity  with  the 
Irish  people.  As  for  himself,  his  con- 
stituents had  sent  him  no  message.  He 
believed  they  had  confidence  in  him,  and 
he  hoped  he  would  never  do  anything 
which  would  lead  them  to  withdraw 
that  confidence.  But  if  he  were  to  vote 
with  the  Government  to-night,  he  should 
regard  this  night  as  one  from  which  to 
date  his  political  outlawry  in  Irelaud. 
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The  vote  of  this  night  would  be  for  years 
to  come  the  starting-point  of  poUtioal 
criticism  and  denunciation  in  Ireland, 
for  the  Irishman  who,  by  his  vote  now, 
should  violate  the  trust  placed  in  him 
by  the  people,  would  seal  his  own  poli- 
tical extinction.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  prefer  that  his  name  should  go 
down  to  posterity  with  the  Masseys,  the 
Gory  dons,  and  the  Armstrongs,  than  that 
it  should  be  said  that,  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, he  followed  the  Government  into  the 
Lobby — a  Government  which  had  filled 
the  gaols  with  the  leaders  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  with  theirpriests  and  women, 
and  who  struck  thereby  the  deadliest 
blow  at  the  rights  and  honour  of 
Ireland. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  It  did  not  need  the 
stirring  and  eloquent  address  of  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright), 
which  we  heard  in  the  early  part  of  the 
evening,  to  convince  me  that  the  Prime 
Minister  was  more  than  justified  in  ask- 
ing the  House  to  consider  the  existing 
Bules  which  govern  the  Business  of  the 
House  of  Commons.   We,  who  sit  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  are  in  entire  accord 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster in  this — that  we  acknowledge  the 
propriety,  and,  I  may  say,  the  absolute 
necessity,  of  some  change  being  made, 
unless  the   House  of   Commons  is  to 
sink  beyond  the  power  of  recall  in  the 
mind  and  estimation   of    the  country. 
I  can  only  say  this  much  in  addition — 
that  however  much  we  may  differ  as  to 
the  mode  in  which  this  change  is  to  be 
effected,  however  much  we  may  be  op- 
posed to  the  particular  propos^  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  yet,  not  the  less  is 
the  House  of  Commons  indebted  to  him 
for  seriously  endeavouring  to  grapple 
with  what  is  acknowledged,  on  all  sides, 
to  be  a  great,  a  growing,  and  an  in- 
tolerable evil.     Having  said  this  much, 
I  hope  my  motives  will  not  be  miscon- 
strued if  I  say  this  also  to  the  House — 
that  while  I  am  prepared,  -  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  to  agree  to  almost  any 
alteration  of  our  Bules  which  can  be 
shown  to  be  requisite  in  order  to  restore 
the  character  and  useful  purposes  of 
this  Assembly,  yet  I  am  diametrically 
opposed  to  the  Ist  Besolution  of  the 
n^t  hon.  Gentleman.     And  I  am  op- 
posed to  it  not  only  on  its  merits,  and 
oecause  it  contains  what  I  regard  as  the 
mischievous  and  dangerous  principles  of 

Mr,  8$xion 


a  general  cldture,  but  because  1  consider 
that  it  is  not  the  right  mode  of  pro- 
cedure;  and,   because,    if  carried    to- 
morrow, it  would  not  be  an  efficacious 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  mischief  we 
have  to  encounter.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  we  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  has  given  us  a  description  of 
these  evils  to-night ;  but  before  I  pro- 
ceed to  examine  them,  I  desire  to  say  a 
few  words  in  answer  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman,    and  then, 
with  the  permission  of  the   House,  I 
should  like  to  point  out  one  or  two  ob- 
jections to  the  eldture  which  have  not 
been  raised,  I  think,  up  to  the  present 
time.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
commenced  his  observations  by  inform- 
ing us  that  he  could  not  conceive  what 
was  the  cause  of  our  attitude  on  this 
side  of  the  House ;  and  he  followed  that 
up  by  the  frank  admission  that  if  he  had 
been    in    Opposition    he    should    have 
treated  the  question  from  a  purely  Party 
point  of  view.    The  right  non.  Gentle- 
man also  told  us  that  we  ought  to  agree 
that  some  real  and  effective  remedy  is 
called  for.  Now,  we  do  agree  with  that ; 
but  our  point  is  this,  that  the  remedy  is 
not  a  real  one,  and  that  if  carried  it 
would  not  be  effective.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    said — <'Is  this  Resolution 
effective  or  not  ?     That  is  the  question 
you  have  to  consider."  Then  he  added— 
''  It  is  a  simple  and  moderate  remedy; 
but  it  is  not  severe  enough."     I  quite 
admit  that  it  is  simple.      Whether  it  is 
moderate  and  wanting    in    severity  is 
another  question  altogether;   and  that 
it  is  not  likely  to  be  effective,  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  show  the  House  before  I 
bring  my  observations  to  a  close.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ridiculed  the  idea 
that  under  any  circumstances  the  Speaker 
could  introduce  the  el6twr$  when  there 
was  so  narrow  a  majority  as  1  in  200. 
If  that  is  the  case,  what  objection  can 
there  be  to  giving  the  majority  of  two- 
thirds,  which  is  asked  for  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  Honse. 
In  the  second  place,  I  would  venture  to 
point  out  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  that  there  are  freouently 
a  considerable  number  of  hon.  Gentl^ 
men  in  the  Lobby  and  the    Smoking 
Booms,  and  in  other  parts  of  the  HonsOi 
and  that  it  would,  consequently,  be  im- 
possible for  the  Speaker  to  arrive  at  an 
accurate  estimate  of  the  evident  aaoM 
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of  the  House.  There  are  two  objections 
to  the    ddiurOf    which    seem    to   have 
escaped  the  attention  of  the  right  hon 
Oentleman,  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  a  moment. 
The  first  of  them  is  this — that  if  the 
eldiure  is  to  be  habitnallj  used  in  our 
debates — and  if  it  is  not  to  be  so  used  I 
really  do  not  •see  what  is  the  object  of 
passing  it — ^then  it  is  obvious  that  in 
zature,  in  any  considerable  debate,  only 
a  limited  number  of  hon.   Gentlemen 
will  be  able  to  exercise  what  is  at  pre- 
sent their  undoubted  right  of  liberty  to 
ipeak ;  that,  in  fact,  whenever  the  in- 
tending speakers   are   more  numerous 
than  usual,  only  a  certain  number  of 
them  can  be  heard,  and  a  certain  num- 
ber of  them  must  be  inevitably  excluded. 
If  that  be  so,  then  arises  at  once  the 
very  important  question,  how  are  these 
speakers  in  future  to  be  selected  ?    At 
the  present  moment  that  selection  is  left, 
by  the    universal  consent  and  concur- 
rence of  the   House,  entirely   to    Mr. 
Speaker;  because  every  hon.   Member 
knows  quite  well  that,  however  often  he 
may  be  disappointed  in  his  endeavour 
to  catch  the  Speaker's  eye,  sooner  or  later 
his  time  will  come,  and  tiiat  before  the 
dose  of  the  debate  he  will  have  an  op- 
portunity of  addressing  the  House,  if 
he  continues  to  think  that  what  he  desires 
to  say  warrants  him  in  continuing  his  en- 
deavours to  address  the  House.  But  under 
the  eldture  all  that  will  be  changed.  The 
time  will  come  when  the  eldture  will  be 
demanded,  and  then  it  will  be  abso- 
lutely too  late ;  and,  whatever  the  im- 
partiality of  the  Speaker  may  be,  he 
will  be  unable,  when  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House  is  clear,  and  the  eldture 
has  been  asserted,  to  call  on  any  further 
speaker  to  address  the  House.      It  will 
practically  come  to  this — that  the  first, 
the  chief,   and  the  greatest  of  all  our 
privileges  at  the  present  time — namely, 
the  right  to  speak — will  be  exercised  in 
future,  not  as  a  matter  we  have  a  right 
to  claim,  but  solely  at  the  mercy  or  dis- 
cretion or  the  vision  of  the  Chair,  or 
whatever  you  may  be  pleased  to  call  it. 
Beally,  that  is  a  responsibility  so  great, 
a  power  so  novel,  and  so  tremendous  in 
its  character,  that,  although  I  do  not 
doubt  that  many  of  us,  even  in  a  case 
Hke  this,  would  be  disposed  to  make  an 
exception.  Sir,  in  your  favour,  as  long 
as  you  are  the  occupant  of  that  Chair, 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  House  of  Com- 


mons would  ever  be  willing  permanently 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  some  unknown 
inmvidual  who  may  be  your  successor, 
however  lofty  his  position,  and  however 
distinguished  his  ability  and  character ; 
and  then  it  comes  to  this — if  I  rightly 
interpret  the  sentiment  of  the  House — 
that  we  should  have  to  come  to  some 
arrangement  by  which  everyone  who 
desires  to  take  part  in  a  debate  would 
have  to  ballot  for  precedence  precisely 
as  we  ballot  now  with  regard  to  prece- 
dence for  Motions  and  Bills.  Would 
such  a  course  be  likely  to  improve  the 
character  of  our  debates;  or  would  it 
not  be  likely  to  lead  to  some  curious  and 
unexpected  debates  ?  For  instance,  the 
possible  exclusion,  if  they  were  unlucky 
in  the  ballot,  of  the  Leaders  on  either 
side  of  the  House,  who  desired  to  take 
part  in  a  debate ;  and  it  would  lead  to 
circumstances  of  a  ridiculous  or  of  a 
highly  inconvenient  character,  and,  as 
far  as  I  can  judge,  in  all  probability, 
both.  But,  assuming  that  Mr.  Speaker 
should  never  think  it  right  to  initiate 
the  eldture  before  the  Leaders  of  the 
House  have  spoken,  and  if  you  did  not 
have  this  ballot,  then  I  foresee  that 
another  inconvenience,  quite  possible, 
and,  I  believe,  highly  probable,  would 
happen.  And  it  is  this.  Whenever  the 
eldture  was  imminent,  and  there  were 
still  many  hon.  Members  who  desired  to 
speak,  if  the  Leaders  of  the  House  rose 
to  wind  up  the  debate,  in  company  with 
several  other  hon.  Members  who  rose  at 
the  same  time,  and  the  Leader  of  the 
House  was  selected  by  the  Speaker, 
then  the  eldture,  almost  immediately 
afterwards,  would  be  naturally  expected ; 
and  what  would  probably  happen  then 
would  be  this — that  some  Friend  of  an 
hon.  Member  who  had  risen,  but  who 
had  not  been  called  upon  to  address  the 
House,  would,  strictly  in  accordance  with 
the  existing  Eules  of  the  House,  imme- 
diately make  a  Motion  to  this  effect — 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  risen, 
and  had  not  been  called  upon,  should 
be  **  now  heard,"  or  **do  now  speak." 
That  would  be  a  Motion  strictly  in  ac- 
cordance with  our  existing  Bules ;  and 
the  House  will  observe  that,  in  a  case 
like  that,  it  would  be  made  from  no 
want  of  courtesy  towards  the  Leader  of 
the  House,  and  from  no  disrespect  to  the 
Chair,  but  as  the  sole  chance  of  obtain- 
ing for  a  Member  the  opportunity  of 
speaking.     It  is  evident  that  a  matter  of 
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that  kind  would  lead  to  wrangling,  de- 
bate, and  divirion.  It  would  be  repeated 
again  and  again;  and  I  am  conyinced 
that  in  this  way  there  would  be  abso- 
lutely a  loss  of  more  time  than  would  be 
gained  if  your  Resolution  was  carried  as 
it  is  now.  If  the  House  will  give  me 
their  patience  for  a  very  few  moments 
— passing  over  many  of  the  objections 
which  have  been  urged  to  the  eldture — I 
wish  to  examine  the  precise  nature  of 
the  evils  with  which  we  have  to  deal  at 
the  present  time.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  has  described  them  at  some 
length  to-night ;  and  he  attributed  them, 

fierhaps  with  some  justice,  mainly  to  the 
rish  Members.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Prime  Minister  gave  a  somewhat 
different  description  of  those  evils  on 
the  opening  nignt  of  the  debate.  And 
here,  again,  we  are  considerably  in- 
debted to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
has  placed  these  evils  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly before  the  House.  I  have  care- 
fully read  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  again  since  I  heard  the  state- 
ment which  he  made ;  and  this  is  the  de- 
scription he  gives  of  the  evils.  He 
said — 

"  There  are  two  great  evils  which  form  the 
salient  feature  of  the  picture  before  us.  One  of 
them  is  the  great  increase  in  the  labours  of  the 
House ;  the  other  is  the  diminution  in  power  on 
the  part  of  this  Assembly  to  perform  them." 

Now,  Sir,  I  can  say  nothing  in  regard 
to  the  proposals  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  delegating  a  certain  portion 
of  the  labours  of  the  House,  because 
they  are  not  now  before  us.  But,  with 
regard  to  the  second  great  evil — the 
main  evil  we  have  to  deal  with — namely, 
the  diminution  in  the  power  of  the 
House  to  perform  its  labours,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  this  statement, 
which  I  beg  the  House  to  observe — 

**  By  that  diminution  of  power  I  mean  this — 
namely,  the  diminution  of  power  on  the  part 
of  this  Assembly  over  its  own  Alombers  indi- 
vidually." 

Therefore,  the  loss  of  power  of  its  Mem- 
bers individually  is  the  main  evil,  ac- 
cording to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  which  we  have  to  deal,  and  which 
we  have  to  consider  at  the  present  time. 
With  that  description  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  For- 
merly the  House  had  the  exercise  of 
power  over  its  individual  Members,  not 

Jifr,  Chaplin  


by  any  Bules  or  regalatioiis,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out  on 
the  occasion  to  which  I  refec,  but  by 
virtue  of  that  deference  almost  invariably 
paid  by  the  Members  of  the  House  when- 
ever the  will  of  the  House  is  dearly  and 
unmistakably  expressed.  Now,  that 
power  in  great  degree  is  gone.  And 
why  ?  Because — and  I  will  again  quote 
the  authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— the  deference  which  was  paid  20, 
or  30,  or  40  years  ago  is  no  longer  paid 
universally  by  individuals  to  the  House. 
I  can  supplement  that  statement  by  ex- 

Eerience  of  my  own— experience,  I  am 
appy  to  say,  which  does  not  extend 
over  more  than  half  of  30  years,  but 
which  is  sufficient  to  enable  me  to  cor- 
roborate his  view  of  the  deference  for- 
merly paid.  So  far  I  go  entirely  with 
the  Prime  Minister  in  his  description  of 
the  evil.  I  am  ready  to  ag^e,  and  I 
believe  both  sides  of  the  House  are 
ready  to  agree,  to  almost  any  alteration 
in  order  to  restore  to  this  Assembly  the 
power  over  its  individual  Members  which 
it  has  lost,  which  can  be  shown  to  be 
requisite  and  adequate  for  the  porposo. 
But  I  must  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  this  power  over  indi- 
vidual Members  is  one  thing,  and  the 
power  of  the  majority  to  suppress  s 
whole  minority  collectively  is  another 
thing  altogether.  And  when  I  come  to 
the  remedies  which  the  right  hon.  Ghen- 
tleman  proposes,  then  I  am  afraid  that 
he  and  I  must  part  company  altogether. 
Let  me  now  turn  to  a  speech  made  by 
another  hon.  Member,  a  supporter  of 
the  Government,  whom  I  do  not  now 
see  in  his  place.  I  allude  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hussey 
Vivian).  The  hon.  Member,  with  a 
blunt  and  frank  admission,  which  left 
nothing  to  be  desired,  said — "Formerly 
we  always  had  a  e/dlure,  and  a  very 
effective  one  it  was.  In  those  halcyon 
days,"  he  said — 

**  Our  del)atos  wero  conducted  in  a  good  old- 
fashioned  and  gentlemanlike  style,  by  matoal 
understanding.  The  WhijM  on  either  side  «r* 
ranged  the  day  of  division  by  an  agreement 
between  themselves ;  and  if  any  hon.  Member 
ventured  to  address  the  House  after  we  tbooriit 
we  had  had  enough,  why  we  simply  howled  him 
down." 

Whatever  may  be  said  of  the  old- 
fashioned  practice  of  howling  down,  no- 
body can  deny  that  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  truth  in  what  is  said.  Formerly  hon. 
Members  did  yield  to  the  manifest  dis- 
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podtioQ  of  the  Honse ;  and  when  that 
disposition  waa  evinced,  either  by  the 
howling  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glamor- 
ganshire or  in  any  other  way,  it  was  a 
d6tw»^  and  a  eldture  of  a  very  effective 
kind.     Let  me  ask  the  House  this  ques- 
tion— What  kind  of  eldture  was  it  that 
vas  found  so  effective  at  that  time? 
That  is  a  question  which  I  desire  to 
submit  to  the  candid  and  impartial  con- 
nderation  of  independent  Members.  Cer- 
tainly it  was  not  a  general  eldture,  such 
as  that  demanded  by  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman.    Nobody  can  deny  that  if  a 
Unister  or  an  ex-Minister,  or  a  Member 
of  great  authority,  thought  it  necessary 
to  rise  in  his  place,  even  after  the  Leader 
of  the  House  had  wound  up  the  debate, 
to  point  out,  perhaps,  something  of  great 
importance  which  had  escaped  the  ob- 
servation of   the  House,   the  howling 
«totrrtf  would  never  have  been  applied 
to  him.    No  one  would  have  dreamt 
of  it.     On    the    contrary,    he    would 
have  been    listened    to   with    all    the 
zespect  his  position  demanded  and  de- 
served.   Therefore,  I   say  that  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  a  general  eldture  like  that 
we  are  asked  to  sanction  now,  but  a  kind 
ot  eldture  which  was  applied  and  limited 
strictly  to  individuals,  and  to  individuals 
only,  who,  neither  very  wise  nor  very 
jndicioas,  in  all  probability  had  failed  to 
appreciate  the  general  sense  and  dis- 
position of  the  House.     What  is  the 
only  inference  we  can  draw  ?  Why,  that 
the  Prime  Minister  and  his  supporters, 
instead  of  proceeding  with  the  1st  Be- 
solution,  ought  to  agree  to  an  Amend- 
ment which  was  placed  on  the  Paper 
almost  immediately  after  the  scheme  of 
the   Government  was  announced,   and 
which,  in  place  of  a  general  eldture,  sub- 
stituted an  individual  eldture.      Well, 
Sir,  that  is  my  answer  to  the  right  hon. 
Ctentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  ;   and   when    he  asks  us 
whether  we  are  not   willing  to  make 
some  small  alteration  in  our  Bales  in 
order  to  maintain  the  character  of  this 
Assembly,  I  say  that  is  what  a  g^eat 
majority  of  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  would  like  to  do.     Now,   Sir, 
what  can  be  the  objections  to  this  pro- 
position?   The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  throw  no  light  on 
the  matter.     He  was  followed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  ;  but  he  left  the  matter  in  very 


much  the  same  condition  as  it  was  left  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  I 
do  not  wish  to  g^  into  what  these  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  said,  because  I  do 
not  wish  to  detain  the  House  a  moment 
longer  than  I  can  help  ;  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  a  proposal  of  this  kind  would 
really  cover  almost  everything  that  wo 
want ;  it  would,  at  all  events,  exactly 
meet  the  evil  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  so  accurately  described, 
and  it  was  no  small  recommendation  of 
it  that  it  would  enable  us  to  dispense 
with  all  the  other  alterations  in  the 
Bules  which  were  proposed  by  the 
Government.  I  am  afraid  that,  in  this 
respect,  I  shall  be  in  a  minority  even  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge  from  the  speeches  of  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  ;  but  none  the  less  do  I 
adhere  to  my  own  firm  conviction  that 
our  existing  Bules  ought  not  to  be 
lightly  tampered  with  or  altered.  De- 
pend upon  it,  they  have  been  adopted  in 
former  days  for  good  and  weighty  rea- 
sons, they  have  grown  up  from  the 
wisdom  and  experience  of  ages,  they 
are  the  guardians  of  our  privileges,  and 
the  safeguards  of  our  liberties  and 
rights;  and  I,  for  one,  should  be  most 
unwilling,  as  regards  the  major  part  of 
them,  to  see  anything  like  a  sweeping 
alteration  in  them,  and  especially  be- 
cause a  system  of  individual  eldture, 
such  as  I  would  like  to  see  adopted, 
would  render  any  material  change  in 
the  existing  Bules  unnecessary.  Take 
the  case  of  Motions  for  Adjournment  at 
Question  time.  The  power  of  moving 
the  Adjournment  is  a  privilege  which  I 
value  highly,  as  one  which,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  may  be  of  great  use 
to  the  Opposition.  At  the  same  time,  I 
frankly  admit  the  privilege  has  been 
much  and  grossly  abused  very  often  of 
late ;  but  see  what  would  be  the  effect 
of  individual  eldture  in  a  case  like  this. 
Now,  the  remonstrances  of  Mr.  Speaker 
are  often  made  in  vain ;  but,  then,  if  the 
admonition  of  Mr.  Speaker  be  disre- 
garded, I  assume  he  would  probably 
rise  almost  immediately  and  caution  the 
hon.  Member  offending,  and  if  that  were 
not  sufficient,  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  the  House  to  instantaneously  silence 
the  hon.  Member  by  a  Motion  that  he  bo 
no  longer  heard.  Well,  Sir,  I  shall  be 
told,  I  suppose,  that  that  would  involvo 
a  great  waste  of  time  in  the  divisions 
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taken  for  the  puipose  of  silencing  such 
hon.  Members.  1  do  not  believe  it  for  a 
moment,  and  for  this  reason — that  with 
this  latent  power  in  reserve  divisions 
would  become  unnecessar}'.  You  may 
be  certain  that  except  in  some  cases  of 
great  importance,  which  might  warrant 
a  Motion  for  Adjournment,  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  yield  at  once  to  Mr.  Speaker; 
and  if,  in  addition,  the  House  should 
think  fit  to  order  that  for  the  first  ofifence 
the  hon.  Member  should  be  silenced  for 
the  night,  and  for  the  second  offence 
for  a  week  or  month  and  so  on,  I 
am  certain  that  the  House  would  very 
soon  discover  that  it  had  found  a 
new  and  simple,  but  a  most  efficient 
weapon,  a  weapon  which  would  enable 
the  House  to  instantaneously  compel, 
by  the  exercise  of  its  authority,  that 
which  formerly  was  invariably  yielded 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  in  this  Assembly — 
namely,  submission  to  the  dictates  of 
good  feeling  and  good  taste.  I  am  well 
aware,  Sir,  that  I  really  have  no  right  or 
claim  to  intrude  upon  the  House  at 
an  hour  such  as  this.  It  is  not  be- 
cause I  have  not  ri^en  before,  and  if 
hon.  G^entlemen  will  do  me  the  favour 
to  listen  to  what  I  have  to  say  I  promise 
them  I  shall  not  detain  them  more  than 
a  very  few  moments  more.  I  was  about 
to  observe  that  all  we  desire  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  and  what  above  all  we  ought, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  endeavour  to  ac- 
complish, is  to  restore,  as  far  as  may  be, 
the  tone  and  the  temper  which  formerly 
prevailed  in  this  Assembly.  That  is 
what  wo  ought  to  aim  at  now,  and  that 
is  exactly  what  your  let  Eesolution 
never  is  likely  to  accomplish.  Your  1st 
Bcsolution  is  a  contrivance  for  punish- 
ing the  many  for  the  offences  of  the 
few  ;  it  is  a  contrivance,  not  for  the  sup- 
pression of  offending  individuals  only, 
but  for  the  suppression  of  an  unoffend- 
ing Party  ;  and,  consequently,  it  is  also  a 
contrivance  to  irritate  a  whole  minority. 
Well,  Sir,  I  ask  the  House,  is  that  the 
way,  do  you  think,  to  bring  about  a 
restoration  of  a  spirit  of  conciliation  and 
of  general  deference,  sucli  as  we  all  desire 
to  see  ?  I  must  apologize  to  the  House 
for  having  taken  up  so  much  of  it«  time. 
I  really  would  not  have  done  so ;  but  it 
does  seem  to  me  that  this  question  is  as 
essentially  one  for  independent  Members 
as  it  is  for  the  Leaders  of  the  House. 
This  is  not  the  first  time  I  have  offered 
my  opinions  to  the  House  on  th^^b- 


jeot.  More  than  once  I  have  endeavoured 
to  submit  them  to  the  Honse,  with  the 
fate  which  usually  attends  upon  the 
efforts  of  private  Members.  Daring  the 
last  Parliament,  and  at  a  time  when  the 
proceedings  in  this  House  had  already 
become  the  scandal  and  the  amazement 
of  the  world,  but  when,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  the  subject  did  not  possess  the  same 
paramount  interest  to  the  Prime  Minister 
which  it  possesses  at  the  present  time,  I 
submitted  these  views  to  the  House.  I 
am  convinced  that  it  is  in  this  direction 
that  we  must  look  for  the  ultimate  solu- 
tion of  all  our  troubles  and  our  difficnltiM 
at  the  present  time ;  and  it  is  because  I 
am  convinced  that,  so  far  from  having 
the  effect  which  you  anticipate,  your 
Besolution  will  have  a  precisely  opposite 
effect,  and  will  lead  to  mischiefs  in  the 
future,  worse  even  than  the  disease- 
mischiefs  of  every  character  and  of  eveiy 
kind— *I,  for  one,  must  give  an  uncom- 
promising opposition  to  the  Besolution 
which  is  now  proposed.  Well,  Sir,  I 
am  not  much  disturbed,  I  must  confess, 
by  the  rumours  of  a  crisis  which  tie 
hovering  in  the  air.  I  do  not  believe  t 
word  about  it,  and  I  do  not  believe  the 
Government  will  resign,  even  if  the 
vote  taken  to-night  is  adverse  to  them. 
["  No ! "]  An  hon.  Member  says  "  No ! " 
I  will  tell  him  why.  Because,  if  they 
did,  they  would  occupy  a  most  ludicroos 
position ;  and  when  die  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  comes 
down  to  this  House  with  a  speech  of 
menace  and  resignation  in  his  pocket, 
he  ought  to  remember  that  he  serves 
under  a  Chief  who  has  expressly  declared, 
on  the  opening  night  of  this  debate,  that 
this  Kesolution  which  is  now  before  us 
is  not  the  most  important  Besolution  of 
the  series  he  proposes.  For  a  Ooveni- 
ment  to  talk  of  resignation  on  an 
Amendment  which,  on  the  showing  of 
the  Prime  Mimister,  is  more  or  less  a 
subsidiary  Besolution,  is  the  most  ludi- 
crous thing  I  ever  heard.  The  noble 
Lord  ought  to  show  more  courage  on 
the  eve  of  a  general  eng^agement.  If 
the  case  of  the  Government  is  a  good 
one,  what  reason  is  there  to  be  alarmed ; 
if  it  is  a  bad  one,  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  sooner  they  recede  from  their  posi- 
tion the  better.  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
should  be  very  careful  for  many  reasons, 
for  his  action  may  be  calculated  to  give 
colour  to  some  absurd  stories  whidi  have 
been  going  the  round  of  the  Lobbies, 
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and  which  I  have  seen  in  fhe  news- 
papers, as  to  the  curious  postscripts 
wmch  the  noble  Lord  is  sometimes  sup- 
posed to  add  to  some  of  his  correspon- 
dence. I  do  not  believe  it  for  one  mo- 
ment; bat,  whatever  may  be  the  fate 
which  is  in  store  for  Her  Majesty's  Gb- 
vemment,  of  this  at  least  I  am  assured, 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  persists 

[  in  forcing  upon  the  House  of  Commons 
a  policy  ana  a  principle  which  is  re- 
pngnant  to  the  instincts  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  of 
Gentlemen  of  all  opinions  in  the  House, 
00  long  time  will  elapse  before  he  will 

|-  discover  that  ho  has  again  accomplished 
the  political  destruction  of  his  Party 
and  his  Friends,  that  he  has  done  this 
for  the  third  and  last  time  in  a  g^at 
eareer,  the  most  brilliant,  I  admit,  but 
tte  most  strange  and  the  most  disastrous, 
in  the  political  annals  of  our  history  and 

our  time.       

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  that  as  one  who 
had  long  been  a  Member  of  the  House, 
and  who  had  a  reverence  for  its  tradi- 
tions, he  wished  to  rescue  it  from  falling 
into  the  position  of  a  debating  society. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  (Colonel  Stanley)  had 
stated  that  a  great  number  of  Mem- 
bers on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House 
thoroughly  disliked  the  cUturey  and, 
therefore,  objected  to  this  Resolution. 
That  might  be  so ;  but,  sitting  among 
them  as  he  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  did,  he  had 
certainly  not  heard  them  express  their 
dislike,  and,  indeed,  he  faued  to  re- 
member a  time  when  there  had  been  so 
general  a  concurrence  of  opinion.  Even 
ue  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  must  ad- 
mit that,  seeing  that  he  had  enumerated 
and  accounted  for  the  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House 
who  wonld  vote  against  the  Government. 
He  ahoold  not  have  ventured  to  obtrude 
himsdLf  in  the  debate  if  his  name  had 
not  been  mentioned  as  one  of  those  who 
was  formerly  opposed  to  this  measure. 
No  doubt,  he  had  always  been  anxious 
to  maintain  the  rights  of  minorities  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  he  had  op- 
posed the  eidture,  as  it  was  called.  But 
this  was  not  the  el6tur$  pure  and  simple 
at  all.  If  it  were  the  eldture  pure  and 
nmple  he  should  oppose  it  now.  Cldture 
pare  and  nmple  would  enable  the  Go- 
Tsmment,  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  to 
do  as  they  pleased.     Obstruction  was 

VOL.  CCLXVni.    [tuiud  series.] 


often  necessary  at  the  end  of  the  Session, 
when  the  House  was  thin,  and  the  Gt)- 
vernment,  with  their  own  40  or  60  Mem- 
bers, could  command  a  majority  and 
rule  the  country.  That  was  what  he  ob- 
jected to.  He  objected,  at  the  end  of  the 
Session, to  "small  Houses"  doingexactly 
what  they  liked,  at  the  will  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  he  had  never  objected 
to  a  qualified  cldturey  which  was  all  the 
present  Kesolution  amotmted  to.  All  he 
desired  was  that  care  should  be  taken 
before  a  debate  was  closed  that  it  had 
been  thoroughly  exhausted,  and  that 
it  was  only  in  a  sufficiently  fldl  House 
that  the  cldture  was  declared.  That 
was  what  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
now  proposed,  and,  instead  of  there 
having  been  any  change  in  his  opi- 
nions, he  had  himself,  last  year,  pro- 
posed a  measure  almost  identical  with 
that  which  they  were  now  discussing. 
Although  he  approved  of  the  proposal 
made  by  the  Government,  he  certainly 
preferred  his  own ;  but  this  was  not  a 
time  for  splitting  straws  in  a  great  Con- 
stitutional crisis  like  this.  His  proposal 
was,  that  any  Member,  having  obtained 
the  consent  of  the  Speaker,  should  be  at 
liberty  to  move  that  the  debate  be  closed ; 
and  he  further  proposed  that  the  debate 
should  be  closed,  not  by  a  fanciful  majo- 
rity, but  in  the  good  old  English  way — 
namely,  by  the  majority.  He  had  made 
provision,  however,  that  the  majority 
should  consist  of  not  less  than  150 
Members.  He  said  this  in  order  to 
establish  his  own  consistency,  and  to 
show  that,  in  supporting  the  Resolution 
moved  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
he  was  still  advocating  and  voting  for 
a  course  of  Procedure  in  that  House 
which  he  had  always  been  in  favour 
of.  No  doubt  the  altered  circum- 
stances of  the  present  times  called  for 
an  altered  method  of  dealing  with  them. 
The  circumstances  of  the  present  were 
very  different  from  the  circumstances  of 
the  past.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair,  and  others  who  had  been  in 
the  House  for  a  long  series  of  years, 
knew  that  there  had  been  a  great  change 
in  their  mode  of  Procedure ;  and  he  would 
mention  one  or  two  facts  to  illustrate 
the  change.  When  the  House  met  at 
the  time  Lord  Eversley  occupied  the 
Chair — now  so  worthily  filled  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  its  present  occu- 
pant— he  always  considered  it  necessary 
to  count  the  House  before  taking  the 
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Chair ;  and  there  was  frequently  a  diffi- 
culty in  getting  40  Members  present  to 
constitute  a  House.  The  attendance  was 
generally  slack,  and  there  were  very  few 
Members  present  except  on  great  occa- 
sions. Consequently^  it  often  happened 
that  there  was  **no  House."  There 
was  no  difficulty  then  in  getting  seats ; 
whereas  now-a-days  Mr.  Speaker  always 
took  the  Chair  without  counting  the 
House,  and  there  was  no  difficulty  what- 
ever in  insuring  the  making  of  a  House. 
All  the  seats  were  occupied,  and  many 
hon.  Members  who  wanted  them  had 
great  difficulty  in  finding  them.  That 
was  one  change.  In  the  next  place,  how 
were  the  proceeding  of  the  House  con- 
ducted now  ?  In  olden  times  the  debates 
were  generally  concluded  within  a  reason- 
able time,  because  hon.  Members  who 
wished  to  speak  refrained  from  repeat- 
ing arguments  upon  points  which  had 
already  been  exhausted,  knowing  that 
it  was  useless  to  say  that  which  had  al- 
ready been  said  before.  The  consequence 
was  that  the  debates  were  brought  to  a 
close  within  a  reasonable  time.  Now- 
a-days  hon.  Members,  for  reasons  best 
known  to  themselves,  never  seemed  to 
be  tired  of  speaking.  They  never 
seemed  to  think  that  a  debate  could 
be  exhausted  as  long  as  they  were  able 
to  make  another  speech.  Time  after 
time  it  occurred  that  debates  which 
ought  to  have  finished  in  one  night 
were  carried  over  two  or  three  nights, 
with  nothing  whatever  that  was  new 
being  added  to  the  information  of  the 
House.  This  abuse — if  he  might  so 
term  it — this  inordinate  flow  of  talk, 
which  had  now  become  the  habit  of  the 
House,  was  what  necessitated  this  new 
Eule  more  than  anything  else.  He  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  opinion  already 
expressed,  that  there  was  no  injury  any 
hon.  Member  could  inflict  on  the  public 
greater  than  that  of  wasting  the  time  of 
the  House.  The  Itesolution  was  pro- 
posed in  order  to  apply  a  remedy  to  that 
special  abuse.  Then,  again,  the  Ob- 
struction was  formerly  a  special  Obstruc- 
tion, and  was  rarely  resorted  to,  except 
on  special  occasions,  to  prevent  par- 
ticular Bills  from  passing — such,  for  in- 
stance, as  the  Bill  for  the  admission  of 
the  Jews  into  Parliament.  Obstruction 
was  never  the  rule  of  the  House.  What 
was  the  case  now  ?  Obstruction,  instead 
of  being  reserved  for  special  occasions, 
was  the  rule.    It  was  quite  true  that 

Mr.  DiUwyn  ' 


there  had  not  been  much  Obstniction 
lately.    The  same  thing  happened  last 
year.    At  one  time  there  was  a  lull; 
but  it  was  felt  that  it  was  a  oalm  that 
could  not  last.     The  present  circum- 
stances were  the  same ;  and  there  could 
be  very  little  doubt  that  the  calm  and 
quiet  times  they  had    been    enjoying 
lately  would  not  last  long.    He  thought 
the  necessity  for  an  alteration  in  the 
Procedure  of  the  House  arose  from  the 
increased  representation  of  the  people  in 
the  House  of  Commons.     Former^  the 
people  of  the  country  were  not  ade* 
quately    represented ;     the    privileged 
classes  were  in  a  great  majority,  and 
the  working  classes  were  in  a  great  mi- 
nority.    The  result  was  that  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  House  were  used  as  a  bul- 
wark to  protect  the  rights  of  the  people, 
and  any  infraction   of   the  privileges, 
rights,  and  power  of  the  minority  was 
always    viewed    with    great    jealousy. 
Here,  again,  there  had  been  a  marked 
change.    Instead  of  the  masses  of  the 
people  being  in  a  minority  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  House,  they  had  now  a 
much  more  efficient  representation  than 
they  ever  had  before,   and  were  in  a 
large  majority.     He  quite  agreed  that 
they  were  not  even  yet  represented  u 
largely  as  they  ought  to  be;   and  he 
concurred  in  the  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold), 
who  advocated  the  extension  of  house- 
hold suflrage  to  the  counties.    Never- 
theless, the  representation  of  the  people 
in  the  working  classes  was  much  greater 
now  than  it  had  ever  been  before ;  and, 
what  was  more,  they  had  an  additional 
protection  for  the  free  exercise  of  the 
franchise    in    the    ballot.     Should  the 
Conservative  Party  say,    "That  is  all 
very  well,  but   how  about  our  protec- 
tion ;    ought    not  we  to  be  protected 
now   we    are  in  the    minority?"    his 
reply  was  that    that  was  an  argument 
which  ought  not  to  be  used.     The  privi* 
legos  of  the  monied  and  landed  claMes 
needed  no  protection,  because  it  seemed 
to  him  that  those  classes  were  always 
able  to  take  care  of  themselves.    Bat 
even  if  thoy  were  afraid  of  losing  their 
protection  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
they  ought  to  support  the  BesolutioD, 
because  the  monied  and  landed  interest 
had  another  Chamber  ever  ready,  even 
to  endanger  the  Government,   or  the 
peace  and  welfare  of  the  countxy,  in 
order  to  guard  their  own    Privuegea 
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whenever  they  saw  them  in  any  way 
attacked.     He  should  not  have  said  this 
much  if  his  opinions  had  not  been  per- 
sonally referred  to  in  the  course  of  the 
debate.   The  Question  before  the  House 
was,  whether  there  was  any  real  cause 
now  for  a  change  of  their  Kules  ?    He 
thought  there  was  a  great  demand  for  a 
change  on  the  part  of  the  people  them- 
BslTes,  in  order  to  restore  to  the  House 
the  character  which  it  used  to  possess  of 
being  able  to  transact  the  Business  of 
the  country.   It  was  also  felt  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  push  forward  the 
Business  of  the  country,  which  was  of  an 
urgent  character,  and  had  already  got 
greatly  in  arrear.    The  noble  Marquess 
uie  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the 
Uarquess  of  Hartington)  told  them,  on 
tbe  20th  of  February,  that  the  Govern- 
mmt  had  at  that  moment  in  contempla- 
tion various  measures  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, and  in  which  the  country  was 
oeeply  interested;  and  the  noble  Har- 
dness further  stated  that  it  would  be 
impoeeible  to  deal  with   them    unless 
nme  alteration  were  made  in  the  pre- 
nnt  mode  of  Procedure.    He  did  not 
think  the  noble  Marquess  ever  uttered 
tnier  words.    He  was  sure  there  was  an 
urgent  desire  for  an  alteration  on  the 
ptrt  of  the  country ;  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  tiie  House  to  pass  such  Rules  as 
vonld  enable  the  Government  to   for- 
ward such  legislation  as  the  circum- 
itaiices  of  the  times  imperatively  de- 
manded.    [An  hon.  Member  :    Ci6turfi,'\ 
He  did  not  often  trouble  the  House, 
and  he  had  very  few  more  words  to 
say.    It  was  freely  admitted  by  hon. 
Hembers  who  had  spoken  against  the 
proposition    of    the    Government    that 
aome  reform  in  the  mode  of  Procedure 
was    required.      It  was  generally  ac- 
knowledged  that  the  mode  in   which 
the  Business  of  the  country  had  been 
obstructed  was  a  disgrace   and  a  dis- 
credit to  the  House  of  Commons.     But 
hon.  Members  opposite  wished  to  wait 
a  little  longer.     He  thought  the  House 
had  waited  long  enough.    It  was  on  the 
20th  of  February,  about  five  weeks  ago, 
that  this  very  debate  was  commenced; 
and  on  that  occasion,  although  he  did 
not  hear  the  words  himself,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was  re- 
pented to  have  said — 

"  But  I  caimot  sit  down  without  making  one 
^ipeal  to  the  Honae  generally.    We  are,  as  a 


House,  on  our  trial.  Nothing  that  can  be  done 
in  the  way  of  restriction  or  r^^ulation  will  meet 
this  evil  properly.  There  is  only  one  way  in 
which  to  meet  it,  and  that  is  by  our  own  reso- 
lution to  perform  our  duties  in  a  sensible,  in  a 
workmanlike,  and  at  the  same  time  in  a  reason- 
able and  gentlemanly  manner.'' — [3  Mansard^ 
cclxvi.  1169.] 

This  was  the  third  year  of  the  present 
Parliament ;  and  had  their  work  been 
done  in  a  sensible,  a  reasonable,  or  a 
workmanlike  manner?  He  confessed 
that  he  was  not  of  that  opinion,  and  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  himself  thought  so  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  these  words  on  the 
20th  of  February,  five  weeks  ago,  and 
the  House  was  still  engaged  upon  the 
very  same  debate.  No  doubt,  part  of 
the  delay  had  been  occasioned  by  pro- 
ceedings in  "  another  place, "which  neces- 
sitated the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons being  taken  whether  the  other 
House  should  be  allowed  to  override  the 
feeb'ng  and  judgment  of  the  country. 
Personally,  he  confessed  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  justified  in  re- 
fusing to  accept  the  Motion  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  m  appealing  to  the  House 
of  Commons  for  an  expression  of  opinion 
upon  it.  At  all  events,  there  they  were, 
on  the  3 0th  of  March,  still  discussing  a 
question  which  was  introduced  to  the 
notice  of  the  House  on  the  20th  of  Feb- 
ruary. Most  hon.  Members  appreciated 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  their 
honest  efforts  to  protect  life  and  property 
in  Ireland,  p*  Oh,  oh !  "]  He  had  no 
wish  to  appeal  to  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
the  Liberal  Members,  and  he  was  satis- 
fied that  there  were  very  few  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  who  would  not 
support  the  Government  when  they  were 
endeavouring  to  do  their  best  to  restore 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  These  were 
some  of  the  grounds  which  induced  him 
to  vote  for  tne  Resolutions  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  would  not  prescribe 
which  Resolution  should  come  first. 
He  left  that  to  the  Government,  and 
it  was  only  fair  and  reasonable  that 
they  should  lay  down  their  own  course. 
But  he  did  appeal  to  all  Liberal 
Members  to  give  their  support  to 
the  Ministry  in  their  honest  endea- 
vours to  rescue  the  House  and  its 
proceedings  from  the  contempt  and  ridi- 
cule which,  he  was  sorry  to  see,  were 
slowly  but  surely  gathering  around 
them. 
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Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE:  Sir, 
I  am  sure  that  all  those  who  have  sat  in 
this  House  for  a  good  many  years  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  and  who  have 
marked  his  independent  and,  hitherto, 
consistent  course  as  a  defender  of  the 
rights  of  the  House  against  successive 
and  opposing  Ministries,  must  have 
listened  with  mingled  feelings — partly 
of  amusement,  partly  of  regret;  I 
may  say,  also,  partlv  of  apprehension 
— to  the  speech  which  he  has  just  de- 
livered, it  struck  me  that  the  hon. 
Member  spoke  almost  as  if  he  were 
under  the  sense  of  some  embarrassment, 
and  some  little  difficulty,  in  reconciling 
his  present  position  with  his  past  action ; 
and  that  it  was  owing  to  this  feeling  that 
he  hit  out  a  little  wildly.     I  am  not  sur- 

Erised  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
ave  felt  some  difficulty  in  his  way,  be- 
cause here  is  the  position  from  which  he 
started  two  years  ago.  His  words  then 
were  very  few,  but  they  were  very  clear. 
This  is  what  he  said  on  the  26th  Febru- 
ary, 1880,  with  regard  to  the  cloture — 

*'  He  trusted  that  there  was  no  sort  of  possi- 
bility of  its  being  adopted,  and  that  any  such 
proposal  would  meet  with  the  most  determined 
opposition."— [3  Hansardy  ccl,  1488.] 

I  can  quite  understand  that  he  has  had 
two  years  to  turn  round  in  ;  and  let  us 
hope  that  he  has  done  it  to  his  own 
satisfaction.  It  must  be  admitted  that, 
although  his  change  has  been  tolerably 
rapid,  he  has  not  been  quite  so  quick  in 
his  movements  as  some  others  we  see  on 
the  Benches  opposite.  Beference  has 
been  made  to  various  instances.  It  is 
not  necessary  to  repeat  all  the  utterances 
that  have  been  made  on  this  subject ; 
but  there  is  one  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment whom  I  am  sorry  not  to  see  in  his 
place  at  this  moment — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  (Mr. 
Mundella) — who  appears  to  have  made 
a  sharper  turn  on  this  question  than 
anybody  else.  I  hold  in  my  hand  an 
extract  from  a  speech  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  at  Sheffield  on 
the  2nd  of  February  in  the  present  year, 
just  four  days  before  the  Session  opened, 
and  this  is  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  said — 

"As  to  the  eUture^  it  would  never  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  because  they  were 
as  anxious  as  the  Conservatives  wore  to  preserve 
the  rig^hts  of  minorities.*' 


Well,  Sir,  this  is  a  striking  illustration 
of  the  wisdom  of  the  advice  given  in  an 
American  book,  and  once  referred  to  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter (Mr.  John  Bright) — "Don't  prophesy 
unless  you  know.*'     Unfortunately,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  know  at 
the  time  he  made  that  speech  that  at 
that  very  moment  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  already  decided  upon  in- 
troducing the  cldture.     **  But,"  savs  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  DUlwyn), 
"I.  never  knew  an  occasion  on  which 
greater  unanimity  prevailed  among  the 
Members  of   our  t'arty  than   prevails 
among  us  now."  I  do  believe  that  upon 
the  main  point  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
unanimity  among  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site.  That  is  to  say,  that  there  certainlj 
are  a  great  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  whom  we  expected  to  see  take  a 
di^erent  course,  who  are  unanimous  in 
the  opinion  that  they  must  vote  for  the     . 
Government  on  this  occasion.     There  is 
no  mystery  about  the  matter,  because  we 
have  been  told  by  one  of  themselves  hov 
it  happens  that  they  have  arrived  at  that 
unanimous  opinion.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  told  us  the 
whole  secret.    The  hon.  Member  said— 
**  I  hate  the  cldture  as  much  as  any  of 
you  do,"  and  he  gave  uncommonly  good 
reasons  for  doing  so ;   but  he  added, 
"  Although  I  hate  the  cldture,  if  I  do  not 
vote  for  it,  the  Government  perhaps  may 
go  out."    It  is  evident,  therefore,  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  hates  the  cldture,  he 
loves  the  Government  more.     It  is  not 
for  me  to  blame  hon.  Members  opposite 
whose  consciences  dictate  that  course  to 
them.     I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Council  on  Educa- 
tion has  returned  to  his  place,  and,  as  I 
would  not  say  anything  with  reference  to 
him  in  his  absence  that  I  would  not  say 
in  his  presence,  I  will  state  that  I  have 
just  referred  to  a  speech  delivered  by 
him  at  Sheffield  on  the  2nd  of  February 
last,  in  which  he  said — 

'^  As  to  the  cUtnre^  it  would  never  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  becanee  they  wwe 
as  anxious  as  the  Conservatives  were  to  preeerre 
the  rights  of  minorities.'* 

Mr.  mundella  :  I  beg  to  assure 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  what  I 
said  was,  that  the  Government  would 
never  propose  the  cldture  without  proper 
safeguards. 
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Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE:  I 
quoted  the  words  precisely  as  they  are 
pven  in  the  report  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenian'B  speech  in  The  Standard.    I 
do  not  doubt  for  a  moment  that  the 
words  he  has  just  stated  were  used  by 
him  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  and  I 
am  glad  to  hare  had  the  opportunity  of 
eliciting  from  him  the  fact  that  he  made 
this  qualification.   But  I  must  say,  with 
regard  both  to  that  qualification  and  the 
distinction  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  drew  between 
the  cidture  pure  and  simple  and  the  cidture 
as  proposed  with    certain   safeguards, 
that  I  ao  not  attach  very  much  import- 
ance to  those  differences.    It  is,  how- 
e?er,of  importance  that    we  should  un- 
derstand  what  is  the  particular  form 
of  cidture  we  are  about  to  vote  upon, 
because  there  seems  to  have  been  some 
little  confusion  with  regard  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Mar- 
riott).    As  I  understand,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  moves  that  no  alteration 
of  our  Rules  of  Procedure  will  be  satis- 
factory which  involves  the  voting  of  the 
eldture  by  a  majority.    Bv  that  I  under- 
stand hiin  to  mean  that  ne  does  not  in- 
tend to  name  any  particular  majority 
that  he  would  require  to  have,  and  that 
he  simplv  asks  the  House  to  pronounce 
against  the  eldture  being  voted  by  a  bare 
majority.     That,  I  infer,  is  the  distinc- 
tion winch  he  draws  ;  and  in  that  respect 
his  Amendment  differs  from  the  Amend- 
ments, of  which  Notice  has  been  given, 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Sir 
ToUemache  Sinclair)  and  the  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  the  University  of 
London  (Sir  John  Lubbock),  both  of 
which  name  the  proportionate  majorities 
which  they  require  for  the  purpose  of 
the  cidture  being  voted.    Well,  Sir,  as  I 
have  pointed  out,  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brighton 
leaves  the  proportion  of  the  majority  an 
open  question ;  it  merely  affirms  that  the 
votins^  of  the  eldture  by  a  bare  majority 
would  not  be  satisfactory.     ['*No!"j 
An  hon.  Member  says  **  No ! ''  but  that, 
at  all  events,  is  the  meaning  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  himself  at- 
taches to  his  Amendment.     Such  is  the 
meaning  also  which,  I  believe,  the  House 
attaches  to  it,  and  which,  I  understand, 
is  attached  to  it  by  the  country.  For  my 
own  party  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  have 
a  strong  objection  to  the  cidture  in  any 


form.    But  I  understand  there  are  many 
hon.  Members  who  take  a  different  view 
of  the  matter,  and  who,  while  they  are 
of  opinion  that  iheeldtureis  desirable,  will 
join  in  the  protest  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  against  the  cidture 
with  a  bare  majority.    There  is  another 
point  upon  which  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words,  because  it  has  reference  to  a 
subject  partly  of  a  personal  character. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  I  think,  and  some  other 
Gentlemen,  have  made  observations  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  as  to  the  Go- 
vernment not  having,  as  they  say,  made 
any   ''  formal  commtmication "  to  the 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition  in  regard  to 
these  Rules.    I  think  it  is  only  right  to 
state  that,  shortly  before  the  opening  of 
the  Session,  the  Prime  Minister  did  com- 
municate to  me  a  drJEift  of  the  Rules  which 
he  was  about  to  propose,  and  he  gave 
me  the  opportunity  of  consulting  with 
my  Friends.    He  did  not  exactly  come 
to  me  and  say,  ''  I  wish  to  consult  with 
you  as  to  what  we  shall  do,"  but  he 
gave  me  the  opportunity  of  making  ob- 
servations with  regard  to  these  Rules ; 
and  if  I  could  have  seen  my  way,  by  any 
communication  with  him,   to  facilitate 
the  proceedings  of  the  Government,  I 
should  have  been  most  happy  to  have 
made  that  communication.    But,  as  I 
explained  to  him,  whilst  I  agreed  sub- 
stantially with  almost  the  whole  of  the 
other    Rules    which    the    Government 
proposed,  and   upon  which   I  thought 
we    might    have    come    to    an    agree- 
ment in   the   ordinary   manner  across 
the  Table  of  the  House,  there  was  one 
Rule — namely,  the  first  of  the  series — 
on   which,   I   said,  there  would  be  a 
sharp  divergence  of  opinion.    I  thought 
it  right  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  explanation,  and  felt  that  in 
so  doing  I  was  meeting  the  communica- 
tion of  the  Government  in  a  spirit  which 
I   hoped  they  would  see  no  reason  to 
complain  of.   Now,  I  am  quite  of  opinion 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
statement  which  he  made  at  the  begin- 
ning of  this  debate — that  the  question 
of  some  amendment  of   the  Rules  of 
Procedure  was  one  which  had  forced 
itself  on  the  attention  of  the   House, 
and  had  been,  for  a  considerable  time, 
a  matter  of  more  or  less  anxious  con- 
sideration. But  he  said,  in  the  first  place, 
that  this  was  a  matter  not  so  much  for 
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the  G-overnment  as  for  the  House  itself 
to  consider;  it  was  not  a  Party  Ques- 
tion, but  one  in  which  the  House  was 
interested  and  had  to  decide.  But,  he 
added,  experience  proved  to  us  that 
there  was  no  use  in  multiplying  Com- 
znittees ;  because  Committee  after  Com- 
mittee sat,  examined  witnesses,  and 
made  Eeports,  while,  really,  little  or 
nothing  came  from  them.  "In  fact,"  said 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  very  properly, 
*'  you  want  a  propelling  power,  besides 
Committees;  and  the  Government  are 
about  to  prepare  it."  I  think  the  Go- 
vernment were  quite  right  in  offering 
to  supply  that  propelling  power.  But  I 
say,  also,  that  while  they  rightly  sub- 
mit to  the  House  those  provisions  which 
they  think  ought  to  be  adopted,  the 
House  ought  to  be  allowed  freely  to 
discuss  and  decide  upon  them.  When 
I  speak  of  freely  discussing  the  Govern- 
ment proposals,  I  do  not  mean  merely 
that  we  should  be  at  liberty  to  discuss, 
to  amend,  or  to  oppose  every  proposal 
which  the  Government  brings  forward, 
because  that  is  a  kind  of  liberty  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
deny  us — I  have  no  objection,  of  course, 
to  make  to  the  Government  using  all 
their  powers  of  argument,  their  influence 
and  advice,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
the  majority  to  accept  their  views  and  to 
set  aside  ours — but  I  say  it  is  not  free 
discussion  when  there  is  imported  into  it 
considerations  which  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  merits  of  the  question ;  that  is 
to  say,  when  you  are  told  you  are  not  to 
vote  according  to  your  view  of  its  merits, 
but  under  the  threat  that  unless  a  cer- 
tain measure  is  passed  something  is  to 
happen.  The  Government  may  be  so 
rash  and  so  ill-advised  as  to  say — ''In 
consequence  of  our  being  unable  to 
have  our  way,  we  will  throw  up  alto- 
gether the  conduct  of  affairs,  and  thereby 
throw  the  country  into  a  state  of  con- 
fusion." This,  I  say,  is  altogether  con- 
trary to  free  discussion  ;  and  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  the  present  in- 
stance furnishes  a  very  bad  omen  for 
the  Bules  we  are  asked  to  pass,  if  they 
are  enforced  by  such  arguments  and  ac- 
cepted by  Gentlemen  under  such  a  pres- 
sure as  I  have  described.  But  let  me 
turn  for  a  moment  to  the  argument 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
duced in  support  of  his  own  Eules.  We 
have  had,  of  course,  other  arguments 
from  the  Colleagues  of  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman,  and  some  things  have  been 
said  by  them  which  have  thrown  light 
upon    parts  of   the    Goyemment   pro- 
posals ;  but  I  prefer  to  go  as  £Eur  as  pos- 
sible on  the  case  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  told  us  that  what  the  GK>vemment 
were  about  to  propose  were  Bales  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  the  normal  condi- 
tion and  exigencies  of  the   House  in 
order  to  deal  with  cases  of  wilful  Ob- 
struction and  Urgency.     With  regard  to 
wilful  Obstruction,  he  said  that  most  be 
dealt  with  specially,  and  he  referred  to 
the   Standing    Orders  that  we  passed 
three  years  ago,  and  which  he  proposed 
to   strengthen ;    while,  with  regard  to 
cases  of  Urgency,  he  did  not  propose  to 
deal  with  them  by  means  of  these  Beso- 
lutions,  because,  as  he  said,  they  must 
be  dealt  with  as  they  arose.    I  should 
say  we  are  perfectly  ready  to  accept  any 
reasonable  amendment  of  the  Buleeof 
the  House  for  the  purpose  of  meeting 
cases  of  wilful  Obstruction,  and  to  oon- 
cur  in  passing  a  Bule  analogous  to  them 
for  deaHng  with  cases  of  Urgency.  ' '  But,'' 
says  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  ''  that  is 
not  the  point  I  want  to  impress  upon  the 
House;    I   want  to  impress  upon  the 
House  that  for  years  past  the  fiusinea 
of  the  House  has  been  increasing,  and 
the  power  of  the  House  to  get  tluougli 
its  Business  has  been  decreasing ;  I  want 
to  call  attention  to  that,  and  to  propoee 
some  remedy  for  the  evil."     Well,  SiTi 
we  want,  as  far  as  possible,  to  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assistance  and  co- 
operation in  attaining  that  result.    But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
first  and  most  important  of  all  the  pro- 
posals he  has  to  make  is  that  we  ahoold 
relieve  the  House  of  part  of  its  Bosineai 
by  a   process  of   devolution  ;   and  he 
emphasizes  that  by  saying  that  no  re* 
strictive  measures,  even  if  we  were  pre- 
pared to  give  the  Government  all  uey 
asked  for  in  that  respect,  would  meet  the 
case.     This  is  a  most  interesting  and 
important  statement.    It  is  one  which, 
whatever  our  feelings  may  be,  deeerres 
careful  inquiry  and  discussioUi  and  is  a 
subject  of  the  highest  interest.     Unfor- 
tunately, the  Prime  Minister  does  not 
think  it  a  matter  which  he  can  bring 
forward  in  the  first  instance,  and  so  he 
puts  it  aside  and  takes  up  the  most  dis- 
putable and  the  most  difficult  of  all  the 
proposals  he  makes — namely,  that  with 
regard  to  the  eldture.  Now,  inpropoaing 
the  cldlurg,  the  right  hon.  OenUeman 
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made  this  observation.     He  said  that  in 
times  past  the  House  had  by  degrees,  as 
it  found  its  Business  extend,  set  aside, 
one  after  the  other,   the  privileges  of 
private    Members   in    order    to    make 
better  way  for  Public  Business.     The 
privileges    of    private    Members    have 
been  dealt  with,  undoubtedly,  in  a  sum- 
marv  manner.     When  I  read  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  it  occurred  to  me  that  there 
was  a  considerable  resemblance  between 
the  way  in  which  he  treated  some  private 
Members,    and  the  way  in  which  the 
constable  treats   the   civilian  when  he 
8ay»— "  Now  mind,  if  you  kill  me,  it  is 
mnrder;  if  I  kill  you,  it  is  nothing." 
The  noble  Lord  said,  in  efifect,  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton) — "  If  you  obstruct  me,   it  is 
cl6iitre:  if  I  obstruct  you,  it  is  nothing." 
Bat  that  is  not  the  tone  of  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman    the  Prime  Minister, 
who  said  that  private  Members  had  been 
called  upon  to  submit  to  an  invasion  of 
their  privileges.     He  gave  us  some  in- 
stances— su^  as  the  Bule  relating  to  dis- 
coasion  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day ;  the 
Bole  of  Progress  in  Committee ;   and 
another,  which  I  believe  he  mentioned. 
Now,  all  these  are  alterations  which  are 
entirely  in    harmony  with    the    other 
Boles  which  he  is  now  going  to  propose, 
or  which,  at  least,  I  hope  he  is  going  to 
propose,  for  facilitating  the  conduct  of 
JBusiness  and  diminishing  the  number 
of  occasions  on  which  there  might  be 
discussions  and    expenditure  of  time ; 
but  they  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  of  eldittre,  which  goes  far  in- 
deed beyond  any  of  the  Bules  or  pre- 
cedents to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred.     Will  the  House  consider 
for  a  moment  what  are  the  principal 
forms  of  Obstruction  ?    Tou  have  one 
form  of  Obstruction  in  Members  speak- 
ing against  time ;  another,  in  Members 
speaking  too  often ;  then  you  have  the 
frequency  of  repeated  Motions  for  Ad- 
journment ;  and  the  multiplying  of  frivo- 
lous   Questions.     These  are  the  great 
heads  under  which  you  place  the  various 
forms  of   Obstruction.    I  am  not  now 
speaking  of  wilful  Obstruction,   which 
must  be  dealt  with  as   a  separate  of- 
fence. There  is  the  2nd  Rule,  which  deals 
with  Motions  for  Adjournment  before 
Public  Business    is  reached ;    the   3rd 
Bole,  which  limits  debate  on  Motions 
for  Adjournment ;  the  5th  Bule,  which 


^ves  Mr.  Speaker  or  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  power  to  caU  attention  to 
tedious  repetition,  and  to  direct  a  Mem- 
ber to  discontinue  his  speech ;  and  the 
Eule,  that  if  Mr.  Speaker  considers  any 
Motion  for  Adjournment  is  paade  for  the 
purpose  of  delay,  he  may  forthwith  put 
the  Question  from  the  Chair.  These 
Eules,  I  say,  will  largely  diminish  the 
opportunities  for  Obstruction ;  and  when 
you  take  them  in  connection  with  the 
other  provisions,  such  as  for  putting  an 
end  to  discussions  on  the  postponement 
of  the  Preambles  of  Bills,  and  on  the 
Question  of  Mr.  Speaker  leaving  the 
Chair,  hon.  Members  will  see  that  we 
have  the  means  of  greatly  facilitating 
the  progress  of  Business  in  the  House. 
Now,  Sir,  we  are  prepared  to  accept  the 
principle  and  spirit  of  almost  the  whole 
of  these  Eules ;  and  I  must  say  that  the 
addition  proposed  to  be  made  to  the 
"  Half-past  Twelve"  Rule  is  one  which 
I  consider  of  the  highest  importance, 
and  I  hope  that  when  we  reach  that  re- 
gulation, some  further  provision  will  be 
made  so  as  to  exempt  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Rule  questions  of  appoint- 
ment of  Standing  Committees.  These 
are  practical  matters  which,  if  you  will 
deal  with  them  in  a  practical  spirit,  and 
according  to  the  practice  and  precedents 
of  our  Predecessors,  you  will  be  able  to 
adjust  without  heat  or  animosity,  and, 
as  I  believe,  with  a  full  knowledge  of 
what  the  effect  of  the  alterations  you 
make  will  be.  But  I  venture  to  say 
with  regard  to  this  Resolution  of  the 
eldturey  that  no  man  can  say  what  will 
be  its  effect.  It  causes  great  animosity, 
great  excitement,  and,  I  will  undertake  to 
s^y*  ^  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction  even 
amongst  that  unanimous  Party  which  sits 
opposite.  [**  No !  "]  Hon.  Members  say 
"  No  !  "  "Well,  I  am  very  sorry  if  it  does 
not.  Matters  have  gone  farther  than  I 
was  prepared  for,  if  the  consciences  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  have  become  so 
seared.  But  I  wUl  leave  them  to  settle 
that  point  among  themselves,  and  will 
only  add  that,  however  satisfied  they 
may  be,  I  am  filled  with  greater  appre- 
hension when  I  see  them  entering  with 
such  a  light  heart  on  what  appears  to  be 
so  serious  a  matter.  I  say  you  are 
raising  a  false  issue  altogether,  when 
you  merely  reply  to  our  objections  to 
the  cldture  by  saying — '*  You  must  not 
deny  that  the  present  state  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  is  unsatisfactory." 
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We  do  not  meet  you  with  that.  "We  say 
we  are  prepared  to  accept  the  greater 
part — the  practical  part — of  your  pro- 
posals; but  we  object  to  one  of  them, 
the  working  of  which  we  do  not  under- 
stand, but  which  we  feel  will  be  pro- 
ductive of  a  great  deal  of  evil.  I  believe 
that  Bule  will  have  a  bad  efifect  upon 
the  conduct  of  debates  in  this  House; 
that  it  will  tell  for  evil  on  the  position 
of  the  Speaker;  and  I  should  think  it 
will  also  tell  badly,  to  some  extent,  on 
the  character  and  conduct  of  Members 
of  the  House  itself,  because  we  shall  be 
left  in  the  unnatural  position  of  not 
being  allowed  to  discuss  the  various 
subjects  presented  to  our  consideration 
with  that  freedom  to  which  we  have 
hitherto  been  accustomed.  We  are  told 
that  the  cldiure  will  never  be  abused,  and 
that  we  are  always  arguing  on  its  abuse. 
But,  Sir,  the  Forms  of  the  House  are 
abused ;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  cldture  may  be  abused  likewise,  be- 
cause you  will  be  exercisinc^  this  power 
under  the  eye  of  the  pubhc,  under  the 
pressure  of  the  constituencies,  and  es- 
pecially of  the  caucuses.  You  are  ex- 
tremely likely  to  find  that  the  pres- 
sure of  the  caucuses  and  the  comments 
which  will  be  made  on  your  proceedings 
by  the  Press,  if  those  proceedings  are 
disagreeable  to  the  majority  out-of- 
doors,  will  be  of  a  character  which  will 
unfavourably  influence  your  debates. 
But  you  will,  perhaps,  say — *'  That  does 
not  signify,  because  the  opinion  out-of- 
doors  is  the  opinion  of  this  House.  Why 
are  we  the  majority  if  we  do  not  repre- 
sent public  opinion  out-of-doors?  "  That 
is  all  very  well  if  you  are  to  look 
upon  this  as  giving  over  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country  bound  hand-and- 
foot  to  the  majority ;  but  what  we  have 
always  said  was,  that  it  was  the  high 
privilege  of  this  House  to  stand  up 
against  the  majority  of  the  moment,  or 
the  power,  whatever  it  may  be,  of  the 
day,  and  demand  that  the  opinion  of  the 
minority,  however  unpalatable  for  the 
moment,  should  have  at  least  a  fair  and 
full  hearing.  We  are  told — **  What  has 
that  to  do  now  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  Things  are  very  much  altered. 
If  you  want  to  discuss  go  out-of-doors 
and  discuss — discuss  in  the  Press  or  on 
the  platform."  Are  wo  really  to  take 
that  as  the  advice  of  the  Liberal  Party  ? 
I  think  if  that  is  to  be  the  case,  and  if 
this  House  is  to  be  turned  into  a  mere 
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Court  of  Eegistration  to  register  the 
decisions  of  me  tribunals  of  the  Press 
and  the  platform,  you  will,  depend  upon 
it,  find  a  great  falling  off  in  the  number 
of  Gentlemen  who  will  think  it  worth 
their  while  to  come  and  take  part  in  the 
Business  and  proceedings  of  the  House. 
Another  alternative  has  been  offered  us 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn),  who  is  good  enough  to  point 
to  the  House  of  Lords  and  say — "  If  you 
Gentlemen  who  are  Conservatives  find 
yourselves  in  a  minority,  and  if  you  find 
you  cannot  argue  your  oases  fairly  and 
fully  before  this  House,  you  have  got 
another  remedy,  because  you  can  fto  to 
the  House  of  Lords."    I  should  lu:e  to 
know  if  anyone  is  prepared  to  advise 
us  to  go  to  the  House  of  Lords  and 
say — *'  We  have  come  to  the  House  of 
Lords ;  the  House  of  Commons  refuses 
to  give  us  freedom  of  speech,  will  yoa 
give  it  to  us  ?  "     That  is  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  suggests ;  and  what 
I  say  is,  that  I  want  to  keep  the  power 
of  free  discussion  in  our  own  House.    I 
do  not  want  to  go  to  the  House  of  Lords; 
I  do  not  want  to  go  to  the  Press  or  to 
the  platform — I  want  to  have  freedom 
of  debate  secured  to  us  here ;  and  I 
undertake  to  say  that  when  you  part 
with  that,  you  part  with  what  is  the 
most  precious  jewel  you  have.     Butt 
then,  it  is  said — **0h!  yes;   you  are 
arguing    entirely  on  extravagant  and 
extreme  cases."     Well,  I  do  not  knov 
what ''  extravagant  and  extreme  cases" 
are,  when  I  see  these  sudden  conversions 
taking  place.    It  may  be  all  very  well 
this  year,  or  next  year ;  but  two  yeais 
seems  to  be  a  long  time  in  the  memories 
of  some  Bepresentatives. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Hear,  hear! 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cheers  me.  He 
says,  rather  pointedly,  ''  Hear,  hear!" 
but  two  years  ago  I  was  as  strong  against 
the  cldture  as  I  am  now. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  And  other  sub- 
jects ? 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE :  Oh ; 
as  to  ''other  subjects,"  I  do  not  know 
that  it  weakens  my  present  argument,  if 
it  couldp  be  said  that  there  had  been  a 
change.  When  we  were  in  command  of 
a  majority  in  this  House,  we  did  not  use 
the  influence  we  had  to  bring  about  the 
cldture.  On  the  contrary,  under  every 
temptation  thatway,  we  always  proteeted 
against  it;  and  so  distinctly  protealed 
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against  it,  that  when  a  newspaper  wluch 
supports  the  Oovernment  thought  it  de- 
sirable to  call  me  in  as  a  witness  on 
their  side,  it  was  good  enough  to  cut  off 
jast  half  the  sentence  I  spoke.    That 
does  not  alter  what  I  was  about  to  say. 
I  am  told — ''You  are  taking  extreme 
cases ;  and,  after  all,  there  is  no  danger, 
because  this  matter  is  not  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  House,  or  in  the  hands  of 
the  Ministry  of  the  day,  but  in  those  of 
the  Speaker."    I  think    it   is  a  very 
serious    thing    indeed,  a    very  serious 
question  whether  you  ought  to  put  the 
Speaker  into  this  position.    If  this  is  to 
be  a  power  which  is  to  be  frequently 
used,  I  venture  to  say  the  position  of 
the  Speaker  will  beeome  intolerable,  be- 
cause,  upon  almost  every  occasion,  he 
irill  be  made  the  subject  of  comment 
and  of  attack — if  not  in  the  House,  at 
any  rate  out  of  the  House.    He  will  be 
made  the  subject  of  conmient  and  attack 
both  when  he  exercises  the  eldture  and 
when  he  does  not.     He  may  be  as  im- 
partial as  an  Archangel;  but  he  will 
always  be  charged  with  partiality  by 
those  who  feel  disappointment  at  the 
course  he  has  adopted.  I  venture  to  say, 
moreover,  that  this  is  not  an  imaginary 
danger.     I  heard  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  speak  just  now  of  the  Speakers 
he  remembered  in  the    course  of  his 
Parliamentary    career.    No  doubt,  the 
Speakers  whom  he  recollects,  and  whom 
he  mentioned  to  us,  and  who  are  always 
held  in  gpreat  honour,   have  been  men 
upon  whose  impartiality  we  could  tho- 
roughly rely,  and  in  whom  we   were 
i'ustified  in  placing  implicit  confidence. 
\  remember  the    circumstances    imder 
which   they  were  elected.     They  were 
elected  under  circumstances  which  would 
remove  them  from  great  temptation  to 
anything  in  the  nature  of  impartiality. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  remem- 
ber the  circumstances  tmder  which  Sir 
Charles  Manners  Sutton  was  set  aside, 
and  Mr.  Abercrombie  was  chosen,  at  the 
commencement  of  a  Parliament  in  which, 
I  think,  the  Prime  Minister  himself  held 
a  seat  in  the  Ministry.     Wbat  were  the 
grounds  on  which  Sir  Charles  Manners 
Sotton  was  objected  to  ?    He  was  ob- 
jected to  because  he  had  taken  some  im- 
proper part  in  the  action  of  the  new  Mi- 
nistry ;  and  when  that  charge  was  dis- 
proved and  abandoned — and  here  is  the 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  attention 
—the  ground  on  which  Mr.  Abercrombie 


was  particularly  recommended  was  this, 
that  in  the  Heformed  Parliament  it 
was  very  desirable,  for  the  well- working 
of  the  Beform  Act,  that  there  should  be 
a  Speaker  in  sympathy  with  that  mea- 
sure which  had  just  been  passed.  That 
is  drawing  matters  very  fine  indeed,  but 
it  is  an  indication  of  the  sort  of  danger 
that  may  occur  in  the  present  case.  It 
may  be  found  necessary,  when  a  new 
Speaker  is  elected,  to  appoint  one  who  is 
in  sympathy  with  the  rfew  Bules  that 
have  been  passed,  so  that  they  will  not 
be  mere  dead  letters,  but  will  be  worked 
in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  Party 
who  might  then  be  in  a  position  to 
nominate  the  Speaker  of  the  day.  I  am 
told  that  the  Speaker  might  be  in  a 
difficulty,  in  judging  by  the  mere  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  or  by  the  mere  cries 
from  one  Party  or  another,  as  to  what  is 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House.  But 
let  me  ask  what  is  to  be  done  in  this  case 
— which  I  have  not  yet  heard  men- 
tioned— Suppose,  after  a  debate  has  gone 
through  one  evening,  a  question  arises 
as  to  an  adjournment,  and  supposing 
the  Ministry  of  the  day  think  it  un- 
desirable that  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed, and  divide  against  it,  and  have 
a  majority  against  it  ?  As  matters  now 
stand,  if  the  minority  are  tolerably 
strong,  and  they  think  they  have  a  good 
case,  they  will  divide  over  and  over 
again.  The  Speaker,  after  two  or  three 
divisions,  will  have  had  a  clear  indica- 
tion that  the  body  of  the  House,  or  the 
majority  of  the  House,  do  not  desire  to 
have  an  adjournment,  and,  therefore, 
desire  to  close  the  debate.  What  is  the 
Speaker  to  do  in  such  a  case  ?  He  al- 
most necessarily,  I  think,  would  have  to 
put  the  Question,  and  then  you  would 
have  the  eldture  adopted,  on  the  very 
first  evening,  perhaps,  of  the  debate, 
when  the  Opposition  has  not  had  time  to 
master  the  facts  brought  forward,  or 
to  array  their  forces.  That  is  what 
may  happen  when  the  Speaker  is  in 
the  Chair.  But  what  I  think  much 
more  serious  and  much  more  difficult 
is  the  case  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. I  cannot  help  observing  that 
all  through  this  debate  the  Govern- 
ment, and  those  who  have  spoken  for 
this  proposal,  have,  almost  studiously, 
omitted  to  mention  the  case  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees ;  and  yet  I  will 
undertake  to  say  that  nine-tenths  of  the 
cases  of  Obstruction  have  taken  place  in 
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Committee.  In  the  Ohairman  of  Com- 
mittees you  have  an  Officer  of  the  House 
who  is  always  a  Gentleman  of  ability 
and  standing  in  the  House,  a  Gentleman 
in  whom  we  always  have  had  confidence, 
and  who — as  far  as  we  have  had  expe- 
rience of  a  large  number  of  Gentlemen 
who  have  been  Chairmen  of  Committees 
— we  have  always  found  to  be  fair  and 
impartial  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties. 
Still,  the  weight  and  authority  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  are  by  no 
means  those  of  the  Speaker,  and  the 
questions  which  will  come  before  him 
are  innumerable.  How  are  you  to  deal 
with  those  questions  of  Obstruction  which 
will  take  place  in  Committee  ?  How  are 
you  going  to  deal  with  repeated  Amend- 
ments on  clause  after  clause  which  you 
will  not  be  able  to  put  a  stop  to  by 
exercising  the  cldture  once  or  twice? 
You  will  have  to  repeat  the  cldture  at 
every  turn ;  and  when  you  have  done 
that  you  will  find,  in  a  large  proportion 
of  cases,  that  Members  will  indignantly 
resent  it,  and  endeavour  to  defeat  your 
object  by  making  new  proposals  such  as 
they  have  it  perfectly  in  their  power  to 
make  in  Committee.  It  does  seem  to 
me  that  the  position  of  Chairman  of 
Committees  would  be  a  most  painful 
one.  He  would  very  soon  find  himself 
in  the  position  of  having  remarks  made 
about  him,  and  the  House  might  be  put 
into  relations  with  him  which  would 
greatly  enfeeble  his  authority.  I  must 
apologize  to  the  House  for  having  de- 
tained them  so  long  at  this  hour  of  the 
night ;  but  the  question  is  one  of  the 
very  highest  importance.  We  are  taking 
a  step  of  which  it  is  impossible  to  cal- 
culate the  consequences.  It  does  seem 
to  me,  in  spite  of  the  manner  in  which 
this  Kesolution  has  been  pressed  upon 
us,  and  the  urgency  with  which  we  are 
told  we  must  adopt  certain  measures  to 
deal  with  the  Obstructive  Party,  that 
these  are  measures  which  we  might 
easily  adopt  to  get  rid  of  a  momentary 
difficulty,  but  which  would  leave  greater 
difficulties  behind  them.  It  is  the  old 
fable  of  the  horse  and  the  stag.  The 
horse  allows  the  man  to  mount  him,  and 
never  gets  rid  of  him — **  Non  equxtem 
dor  so ,  fr<Bnxim  non  depulit  ore.^^  But  I 
have  attempted  to  argue ;  and  there  are 
occasions,  of  which  I  am  afraid  this  is  one, 
when  argument  is  of  little  or  no  use — it 
is  now  no  question  of  argument,  except  of 
argument  with  the  master  of  many  legions, 

Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


all  of  whom  are  sworn  to  obedience.  I 
can  but  raise  my  voice;  I  can  but  urge 
the  House  to  consider ;  I  can  but  press 
upon  them  my  strong  conviction  that,  in 
taking  the  step  we  are  now  asked  to 
take,  we  are  taking  one  that  endangers 
the  position  of  this  famous  House  and 
the  liberties  of  which  we  have  been  so 
proud.  I  will  not  venture  to  detain  the 
House  by  reading  more  than  one  line  or 
so ;  but  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  read 
just  one  quotation  from  a  book  written 
by  a  famous  Foreigner  who  studied  the 
condition  of  England  some  years  ago— 
I  mean  M.  de  Montalembert.  These  are 
his  words,  speaking  of  the  difference 
between  llie  English  and  the  Foreign 
system — 

"  England  is  not  like  these  Continental  gar- 
dens and  parks  with  straight  avenues  and  well- 
trimmed  trees,  where  you  look  forward  and 
backward,  right  and  loft,  and  see  on  aU  sides 
neat  lanes  watered  by  vigilant  gardeners ;  it  ii 
a  vast  forest,  with  roads  buth  straight  and 
crooked,  abominable  sloughs,  charming  lakes, 
centenary  oaks  and  scented  briars,  where  all  is 
spontaneous  and  vigorous,  abounding  in  every 
part  with  life  and  vigour." 

Sir,  I  object  both  to  the  French  word 
and  the  French  institution. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  glad  to  see, 
Sir,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  though 
he  objects  both  to  the  French  word  and 
the  French  institution,  does  not  object 
at  all  to  a  quotation  from  a  French  writer; 
and  I  myself  was  struck  with  the  pecu- 
liar appropriateness  of  one  of  the  most 
marked  phases  of  that  quotation,  over 
which  it  appeared  to  me  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet   travelled  rather  lightly. 
He  said  that  England  had,  amongst  other 
figures  he   described,   an   *'  abomiable 
slough."  Our  contention,  put  in  a  homely 
phrase,  is  this — that  the  Mouse  of  Com- 
mons has  ^t  into  one  of  these  abomin- 
able sloughs ;  and  that  the  queation  is, 
How  is  it  to  get  out  of  it?     Now,  Sir,  at 
this  hour  of  the  night,  I  shall  endeavour 
to  select,  as  carefully  as  I  can,  the  paints 
on  which  I  may  have  to  touch ;  but,  after 
a  debate  so  lengthened,  and  on  a  ques- 
tion so  important,  there  are  several  points 
on  which  I  must  touch  clearly  and  dis* 
tinctly.    I  am  very  glad  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Mundella)  came  into  the 
House  at  a  very  opportune  moment — ^not, 
indeed,  in  time  to  save  200  or  800  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  opposite  from  enormoos 
vocal  exertions,  but  in  time  to  show  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  quoted  from 
an  incorrect  and  untrue  version  of  his 
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speech.     ["No,   no!"]    Not  incorrect 
and  an  true  ?  Then  I  will  give  hon .  Mem- 
bers the  advantage  of  further  light  on 
the  subject.    The  right  hon.  Gentieman 
was  reported  to  have  said  some  brief 
▼ords  to  the  effect  that  he  would  not  have 
the  e/d/«r«  absolutely ;  but  what  he  did  say 
was,  "  that  he  would  never  have  it  with- 
out qualifications — that  we  should  never 
propose  it  without  qualifications.**  Those 
were  his  actual  words,  and  the  diffe- 
rence is  important,  because  I,  myself,  am 
ready  to  adopt  and  make  my  own  the 
declaration  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
Bay  I  should  not  have  proposed,   and 
should  be  most  averse  to  proposing,  and 
in  the  present  circumstances — or  in  any 
drcumstances  I  can  anticipate — should 
refuse  to  propose,  the  closing  power  with- 
out qualifications.     Now,  what  are  the 
qual^cations  we  have  introduced  ?    The 
fiwt  point  on  which  I  must  join  issue 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  is  the  point 
upon  which  he  has  touched — namely, 
the  question  upon  which  we  are  g^ing 
to  Yote.    He  says  the  question  upon 
which  we  are  going  to  vote  is  only  whe- 
fher  the  closing  power  may  be  brought 
jnto  operation  by  a  bare  majority ;  and 
he  Bays  that  that  is  the  construction 
jhich  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.   Marriott) 
pots  on  his  Motion.     I  must  say  I  did 
not  hear  it ;    but,  whether    it  is    so 
<^  not,  I  apprehend  it  is  totally  impos- 
sible for  him   to  construe  his  Motion. 
He    must    accept    the     authoritative 
interpretation  which  may  be  put  upon 
the  Motion  by  those   who  are  quali- 
fied to  interpret  it  for  the  House,  and 
whose  interpretation  cannot  be  disputed. 
I  venture  to  assert  with  considerable 
confidence  the   direct  reverse  of   what 
has  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    I  say  that  the  question  we  are  to 
decide  to-night  is  not  the  question  whe- 
ther the  eldture,  by  a  bare  majority,  as 
it  is  called,  is  or  is  not  to  be  had.    The 
question  ia — Whether  we  are  to  introduce 
into  our  system,  in  any  form,  a  limita- 
tion of  the  quantity  of  debate  ?    And  in 
order  that  I  may  give  hon.  Gentlemen 
every  advantage,  I  will  state  in  a  still 
more  definite  form  that  which  I  have  to 
state,  and  which  I  state  with  the  utmost 
confidence.     I  hope  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Brighton,  if  he 
be  in  hia  place,  will  do  me  the  favour  to 
listen  to  what  I  say.    It  is  this,  if  the 
Amendment  become  the  Main  Question, 


and,  after  having  become  the  Main  Ques- 
tion, be  recorded  it  as  it  stands — and 
the  words  we  are  debating  are  the  pre- 
sent words  of  the  Amendment — if  the 
Amendment  as  it  stands  be  recorded  as 
the  deliberate  and  final  decision  of  the 
House,  then  it  will  not  be  competent  to 
anyone  to  move  the  introduction  of  any 
closing  power  by  a  majority  in  any  shape 
whatever.  That  is  the  question;  and 
let  it  be  distinctly  understood  what  we 
say  is  that  matters  in  this  House  have 
reached  a  state  which  is  not  adequately 
appreciated  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  I  hope  they  will  do  me  the 
justice  to  admit  that  in  introducing  this 
subject  to  the  House  I  did  not  introduce 
it  in  the  spirit  of  controversy  and  Party, 
and  I  shall  endeavour  strictly  to  adhere 
to  that  position  as  well  as  I  am  able ; 
and  all  that  I  charge  against  them  now 
is  this,  that  I  do  not  think  they  have 
looked  as  closely  at  this  matter  as  we 
have.  [ '  *  Oh,  oh ! "  ]  Surely  that  is  an 
innocent  thing  to  say.  We  are  more 
bound  to  look  closely  at  the  matter  than 
they  are,  and  that  is  the  extent  of  my 
charge  against  them.  If  they  had 
looked  at  it  as  closely  as  we  have,  I  do 
not  believe  they  would  have  indulged  in 
the  exaggerated  predictions  which  have 
formed  the  staple  and  substance  of 
nearly  all  the  speeches  we  have  heard 
from  them.  What  we  contend  is,  that 
there  are  certain  technical  amendments 
which  you  can  make  in  your  Hules 
which  will  do  good.  There  are  great 
schemes  of  a  division  of  labour,  and  de- 
volution of  power,  which  may,  perhaps, 
be  patiently  elaborated,  carefully  tried, 
and  ^aduedly  developed,  and  which  will 
be  of  immense  importance,  but  of  which 
it  is  impossible  at  this  moment  to  as- 
sume the  acceptance  or  success  upon  any 
large  scale.  But,  in  addition  to  all  that, 
although  it  be  true  that  you  may  deal 
with  offences  of  Obstruction  penally, 
that  is  not  enough.  We  have  reached 
a  point  when  you  must  look  at  the 
quantity  as  well  as  the  quality  of  de- 
bate, and  see  whether  the  time  has  not 
arrived  when,  in  moderation  and  with 
carefully-devised  guarantees,  some  limits 
ought  not  to  be  administered.  That  is 
the  contention  upon  which  we  are  to 
decide  to-night — we  on  this  side  being 
pledged  to  the  affirmative,  and  those 
who  oppose  us — the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  and  any  others 
with  him — being  pledged  to  the  nega- 
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tive.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
this  question  ought  to  be  freely  dis- 
cussed, and  that  it  cannot  be  freely 
discussed  unless  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  accept  any  results  of  the 
discussion  at  which  the  House  may  ar- 
rive. Now,  Sir,  I  put  it  with  some 
confidence  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
with  the  experience  he  has  of  the  work- 
ing of  political  authorities  in  this  House, 
that  he  is  here  in  contradiction  with  him- 
self. He  was  good  enough  to  quote 
what  I  had  said  in  a  description  in  which 
I  endeavoured  to  convey  to  the  House, 
that  the  House  itself,  through  its  Com- 
mittees— its  natural  and  legitimate  in- 
strument— had  totally  failed  in  dealing 
with  this  question,  and  why  ?  Not  be- 
cause the  Committees  were  incompetent 
to  discuss  it ;  not  because  the  arguments 
were  not  brought  here  and  there  with 
great  ingenuity  and  pains ;  but  because 
there  was  a  want  of  a  guiding  authority 
and  a  propelling  power ;  and  unless  the 
House  could  supply  that  power  itself,  no 
choice  remained  to  it  but  either  to  con- 
tinue in  its  present  embarrassments,  or 
call  in  that  kind  of  authority  and  influ- 
ence which  belongs  of  necessity  to  the 
Government  of  the  day,  having  the  con- 
fidence of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  commended  me  for  that.  But 
what  is  the  meaning  of  the  authority  and 
influence  of  the  Government  of  the  day, 
if,  after  all,  it  comes  only  to  this,  that 
we  are  to  submit  our  arguments,  but  we 
are  wrong  if  we  attach  our  existence 
even  to  the  most  vital  portions  of  this 
plan  ?  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  have 
any  exaggerated  anticipations  of  the 
working  of  this  scheme.  I  have  not  de- 
scribed it  as  being  invested  with  magic 
powers;  and  I  will  by-and-bye  state 
how  far  I  think  it  is,  in  its  intention  and 
possible  power,  from  producing  some  of 
the  results  ascribed  to  it.  Still,  we  have 
undertaken  the  responsibility — and  it  is 
a  great  responsibility — of  proposing  to 
the  House  the  introduction  of  a  measure 
which  is  in  principle  novel ;  and  in 
making  that  proposal  under  the  circum- 
stances under  which  we  make  it,  and 
considering  the  necessities  of  the  case,  I 
say  it  is  our  duty,  as  was  said  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  to  support  that  proposition  by 
(3 very  legitimate  means  we  can  bring  k> 
bear.  As  to  threats,  I  know  not  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means ;  and, 
judging  from  the  vagueness  of  his  lan- 
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guage,  I  do  not  think  he  knows  himself. 
If  me  right   hon.    Gentleman    means 
what  was  stated  by  my  noble  Friend, 
I  say  it  is  not  fair  to  call  that  a  threat. 
The  Government  have  a  right  to  be  the 
judges  of  their  own  honour  and  inte- 
grity in  a  case  of  this  gravity,  where 
the  House  of  Commons  is  in  danger  of 
being  reduced  to  impotence  and  to  a 
disgraceful  state  of  things;  and  when 
the  Government  undertakes  the  task  of 
endeavouring  to  retrieve  it  from  that 
mischief,  I  say  it  is  impossible  to  con- 
ceive an  assumption  of  graver  responsi- 
bility;  and  no  Government  whidi  do 
not,  as  to  their  main  outlines  and  prin- 
ciples, know  their  own  mind  on   such 
a  subject  as  that,  is  flt  to  hold  for  a  day 
the  reins  of  power.    At  the  same  time,  I 
am  very  far  from  admitting  that  on  that 
account  there  is  any  need  for  our  dis- 
cussing this  question    in    a    spirit  of 
Party,  or  for  our  framing  our  measures 
with  a  view  to  Party  aid;   and  here 
I  will  refer  briefly  to  what  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  forLaun- 
ceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard)  in  his  able 
speech.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 

fut  a  question,  I  think  not  unfairly,  and 
will  endeavour  to  meet  him  in  temu 
as  explicit  as  his  challenge  to  me.    He 
said — **  One  of  two  things ;  either  this  is 
a  measure  for  the  common  good  of  all* 
or  it  is  a  measure  for  putting  forward 
Party  measures."    Just  let  us  see  how 
that  stands.    In  one  sense  I  admit  that 
these  plans  for  the  reform  of  Procedure 
are  favourable  to  legislation  such  as  may 
be  agreeable  to  the  majority  of  the 
House.    Bo  you  consider  that  to  stamp 
them  with  the  character  of  Party  mei^ 
sures  ?    I  say  no ;  and  I  confidently  sajt 
in  answer    to    the    hon.    and    learned 
Gentleman,  that  this  is  a  plan  devised 
for  the  common  good  of  all.    But  if  yea 
are  to  improve    your   Procedure,  and 
relieve  the  House  of  Commons  from  iti 
present  deplorable  condition,  you  cannot 
possibly  do  otherwise  than  increase  the 
power  of  the  majority  to  perform  its 
work.    Although,  happily,  it  is  always 
the  case  in  this  country  that  there  is 
much  which    is    dissociated    from  the 
interests  of  Party,  yet,  unquestionablyv 
the  majority  has  opinions  of  its  own 
which  it  is  sent  here  to  propagate ;  and 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  admit  that  in  thai 
sense  a  reform  of  Procedure  is  fayouraUfl 
to  legislation  in  the  spirit  of  the  majoritj. 
But  would  that  be  a  reason  why  the 
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Procedare  sbould  not  be  reformed  ?    It 
is  a  Teiy  different  question  indeed,  as 
I  think,  which  the  hon.  and   learned 
Oentleman  had  to  review.     I  do  not 
think,  when  he  stigmatized  this  as  a 
Party  measure  in  one  of  the  alternatives, 
lie  at  all  intended  that.     I  think  he 
meant — Is  it  a  device  for  restraining 
liberty  of  speech  on  the  part  of  the 
minority  of  the  House  of  Commons? 
That  is  a  question  you  have  a  right  to 
put,  but  which  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
answer  wholly  in  the  negative.   There  is 
not  a  word  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  his  speech  with  regard  to 
the  privilege  of  speech,  and  its  priceless 
yalae  as  an  absolutely  essential  con- 
dition of  our  political  life,  which  I  do 
not  accept  ana  am  not  ready  to  echo. 
But  I  go  further,  and  assure  the  right 
hon.  Baronet    and    others    who    have 
spoken  that  it  fills  us  with  astonishment 
to  understand  by   what    process  hon. 
Uemhers  opposite  have  filled  their  minds 
with  the  dire  apprehensions  and  horror 
Aej  entertain.     It  has  been  said  that 
ftere  will  be  tyrannical  Speakers — tools 
of  the  Government — who  will  use  this 
^tirtf  one  after  the  other,  to  put  down 
liberty  of  speech.     Is  that  so?     The 
^ght  hon.  Oentleman  knows,  something 
of  Speakers,  and  he  has  not  accepted 
&e  idea  of  a  tyrannical  Speaker.     He 
faows  perfectly  well  that  there   never 
can  be  a  tyrannical  Speaker    in  this 
House.     p'Oh!"]     I  am  glad  to   ob- 
aerve,  and  I  think  it  right  to  record, 
that  that  expression  of  dissent    came 
from  a  very  peculiar  quarter. 

Mb.  HEALY  rose  to  Order,  and  said, 
the  remark  did  not  come  from  the 
Irish  Members,  but  from  the  Conserva- 
tive Benches. 

Mb.  NEWDEOATE  :  I  beg  to  say  it 
was  I  who  made  the  exclamation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  sincerely  apo- 
logize to  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  for  the  assumption  I 
made ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say,  not  as 
an  apology  or  an  extenuation,  but  in 
self-defence,  that  the  local  association, 
symbolizing,  perhaps,  political  accord, 
has  become  so  great  that  it  is  impossible 
in  every  case  to  know  from  whom  an 
exclamation  comes.  With  regard  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Newdegate),  I  must  say  that  I 
think,  from  his  long  experience,  he 
ought  to  have  known  more  of  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Speaker  than  to  suppose  it 


possible  that  such  a  case  could  arise. 
But  I  will  give  my  view  of  the  position 
of  the  Speaker.  The  Speaker  does  not 
govern  this  House  by  the  exercise  of 
power.  He  governs  it  by  influence,  and 
his  influence  depends  upon  his  winning 
the  confidence  of  the  House.  Without 
the  confidence  of  the  House,  he  cannot 
continue  Speaker  for  a  month  ;  and  the 
confidence  of  the  minority  is  as  essential 
to  that  as  the  confidence  of  the  majority. 
It  is  on  that  account  that  I  am  sur- 
prised when  I  hear  the  references  that 
are  made  to  the  possibility  of  the  exer- 
cising an  oppressive  power,  not  by  the 
present  Speaker,  but  by  the  abstract 
Speaker  who  looms  in  the  distance. 
Even  the  matters  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  referred,  so  far  as  they  go,  sup- 
port me  in  what  I  say.  The  circum- 
stances were  very  peculiar  circumstances 
under  which  Mr.  Abercrombie  (after- 
wards Lord  Dunfermline)  was  elected  to 
the  Chair  of  this  House.  There  was 
more  political  colour  in  that  election 
than  there  was  in  subsequent  elections 
to  the  Chair.  It  was  only  fair  to  those 
who  at  that  time  constituted  the  Liberal 
Party  to  say  that  they  felt — as  I  have 
always  been  assured  they  folt— that  the 
act  required  special  justification,  and  the 
justification  they  gave  was  alleged  poli- 
tical intrigue  on  the  part  of  Sir  Charles 
Manners  Sutton,  while  Speaker,  in 
conjunction  with  the  Ministry  of  Sir 
Eobert  Peel,  but  anterior  to  the  ope- 
rations which  brought  about  a  change 
of  Ministry.  But  what  was  the  conse- 
quence ?  The  consequence  was  this — 
and  it  is  well  worth  recording — that 
Lord  Dunfermline,  though,  I  believe,  a 
man  of  the  strictest  honour,  and,  un- 
doubtedly, of  very  great  ability,  and  to 
whom  we  owe  some  of  the  greatest  Par- 
liamentary services  ever  rendered  by  a 
Speaker,  yet  allowed  his  Speakership  to 
be  coloured  by  something  like  politi- 
cal partizanship,  and  it  terminated  after 
four  years'  duration.  Does  not  that  sup- 
port the  doctrine  I  lay  down — that  every 
Speaker,  who  desires  to  be  firm  in  his 
position,  must  possess  the  confidence  of 
the  entire  House,  and  if  he  were  in- 
clined to  abuse  his  power  he  would  find 
it  impracticable  to  do  so  ?  The  fact  is 
this — You  have  painted  pictures  of  a 
tyrannizing  majority ;  but  if  there  were 
a  tyrannizing  majority  in  this  House, 
does  not  everyone  know  that  the  mino- 
rity of  the  House,  constituting  the  re- 
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gular  Opposition,  has  in  its  hands  the 
means  of  resistance  not  justifiable  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  but  justifiable 
against  a  tyrannizing  majority,  which 
are  amply  sufficient  for  its  defence? 
Have  you  not  seen  what  can  be  done  by 
a  body  of  some  20  Irish  Representatives ; 
and  do  you  suppose  it  is  not  in  the 
power  of  200,  or  sometimes  300,  Gen- 
tlemen, by  using  the  Forms  of  the 
House  against  a  tyrannizing  majority, 
to  secure  themselves  against  oppression  ? 
As  far  as  I  am  able  to  form  a  judgment, 
it  is  impossible  to  conceive  apprehen- 
sions more  entirely  dreamy  and  ground- 
less  than  those  which  have  possessed 
the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
They  seem  to  think  tliere  is  some  trans- 
formation about  to  pass  over  the  spirit 
of  English  life.  They  seem  to  suppose 
that  henceforward  all  majorities  are  to 
be  actuated  by  this  abominable  spirit; 
are  at  once  to  renounce  the  traditions  of 
Englishmen,  in  which  they  have  grown 
ana  passed  their  political  existence.  I 
will,  if  you  like,  allow  that  monstrous 
paradox.  I  will  grant  that  improbability, 
reaching  to  incredulity,  to  be  a  realized 
fact.  I  say,  if  it  were  a  realized  fact, 
you  would  still  have  in  your  own  hands 
the  amplest  powers  of  self-defence,  and 
no  person  could  work  the  House  of 
Commons  upon  any  principles  tliat  would 
ever  allow  of  the  doing  of  systematic  in- 
,  justice  to  those  who  constitute  the  Oppo- 
sition in  this  House.  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  annoyed  because 
someone  had  referred  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  pointed  out  that  the  Gentle- 
men opposite  are  the  very  last  persons 
who  need  conceive  these  exaggerated 
alarms.  What  is  their  case  ?  Their 
case  is  that  they  are  to  be  a  minority  of 
the  House,  who  are  to  be  absolutely 
oppressed.  Is  it  no  satisfaction  to  know 
that  they  have  the  House  of  Lords  at 
their  back?  If  they  think  that  the 
House  of  Lords  would  have  no  power  for 
their  defence  in  the  extraordinary  case 
that  they  have  supposed,  all  that  I 
can  say  is,  that  they  must  then  believe 
something  else  more  outrageous  still — 
namely,  not  only  that  the  Speaker,  not 
only  that  the  majority  are  engaged  in 
this  nefarious  enterprize,  not  only  that 
the  House  of  Lords  is  impotent,  but  that 
the  whole  nation  is  perverted  and  cor- 
rupted, for,  unless  that  were  so,  sound 
public  opinion  would  support  the  House 
of  Lords  in  defending,  at  least  as  far  as 
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legislative  measures  were  oonoemed,  the 
rights  of  an  oppressed  minority.    Well, 
Sir,  I  must  say  it  is  always  a  sig^  uf 
an  instructive  character  when  I  observe 
Gentlemen  entirely  contradict  themselves 
in  the  course  of  their  own  speeches;  and 
within  the  space,  I  think,  of  two  minutes 
I  have  heard  a  Gentleman  who  is  a  very 
temperate  and  much  respected  Member 
of  Parliament  —  the  Member  for  Mid 
Kent  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)— after 
having  propounded  boldly  and  confi- 
dently that  this  closing  power  would  be 
ineffective,  and  would  fail  for  the  pur- 
poses he  ascribed  to  it — and,  I  must 
say,  it  would  entirely  fail  for  any  such 
purposes — immediately  went  on  to  say— 
''We  are  now  asked  to  make  so  vast  a 
change  that  is  nothing  more  or  less  than 
a  revolution."     First  of  all,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  the  power  asked 
for  would  wholly  fail  to  produce  anv 
serious  results,  and  in  the  next  breath 
he  characterized  the  change  as  revolu- 
tionary.   Another  contradictor  of  him- 
self was  the  hon  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Oarthy), 
on  whose  speech  I  wish  to  make  a  feir 
comments.     He,   too,  coolly  announced 
that  the  proposal  to  introduce  a  dosing 
power  was  made  with  the  view  to  renew 
the  Coercion  Bill  of  last  Session.    I 
think  I  can  convey  information  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman.     He  thinks  that  it  is 
closure  which  renders  coercion  possible 
in  this  House.   I  teU  him  that  it  is  crime 
which  renders  coercion  possible.    This 
power  was,  he  says,  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  coercion,  and  on  that  account 
he  is  going  to  oppose  it;  and  then  he 
proceeded  to  say  that,  after  all,  it  would 
totally  fail  when  it  was   met  by  a  de- 
termined and,  what  he  called,  a  malig- 
nant Obstruction;  so  that  at  the  same 
time  that  he  ascribed  to  us  its  purpose, 
and  on  account  of  which  purpose  he  in- 
tended to  vote  against  the  measure,  he 
said — ''The  scheme  is  absurd,  and  never 
can  attain  the  end  for  which  it  is  de- 
vised."    I  am  exceedingly  indebted  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  ascribing  to  as 
this  most  absurd  proposition,  this  pro- 
position which  I  denounce  in  stronger 
terms  even  than  he  has  used,  if  it  be 
considered  as  a  means  of  passing  coer- 
cion upon  the  House ;  and  here.  Sir,  I 
will  venture  to  refer  to  a  misconstractioii 
of  the  actual  words  of  the  Resolution. 
According  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Leiceq- 
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tonhire  Hliajor  (General  Bumaby),  when 
a  discussion  on  a  dause  in  Oommittee 
had  beg^un,  and  there  is  a  long  series  of 
Amendbments  on  the   clause,   the  first 
happening,  perhaps,  to  be  frivolous,  the 
others,  possibly,  may  be  very  valuable, 
and  if  the  closing  power  is  applied  to 
the  first  Amendment  it  affects  tne  whole 
of  the  Amendments,   and  there  is  no 
more  debate  upon  the  clause.    That,  he 
seriously  says,  is  the  effect  of  the  1st 
Hesolution.     He  hopes  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  satisfy  him  that  it  is  not  the 
effect  of  the  Resolution.     Why,  Sir,  the 
Besolution  is  so  plain  that  it  cannot  be 
made  plainer.  What  is  to  happen  in  the 
case  of  the  exercise  of  the  closing  power  ? 
This,  and  this  only,  is  to  happen — the 
question  under  discussion  shall  be  put 
nnrihwith.    What  is  the  question  under 
&OQnion  ?   It  admits  of  no  doubt  what- 
orer.    It  is  the    question  which    the 
Speaker  or,  in  Committee,  the  Chair- 
inan  will  next  put  from  the  Chair.     It 
has  no  possible  application  to  any  other 
debate  or  any  other  question  whatever, 
and  has  not  the  smallest  effect,  there- 
of upon  the   moving  of  subsequent 
Amendments.    With  regard  to  what  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  concern- 
ing the  position  of  the  Speaker,  I  will 
not  say  that  from  one  point  of  view  it  is 
not  worthy  of  notice.     We  must  deal  in 
<^sefl  of  this  kind  by  endeavouring  to 
make  that  selection  of  propositions  which 
is,  on  the  whole,  the  best.     I  admit  it  is 
a  new  responsibility  added  to  the  Chair; 
bat  I  feel  perfectly  certain  that  if  the  re- 
sponsibility is  found  too  heavy,  the  con- 
sequence will  be  the  power  will  be  rarely, 
and  perhaps  insufficiently,  used.     From 
the  first  I  ventured  to  state,  and  I  re-state 
most  confidently,  the  power  never  will  be 
used  except  in  comparatively  rare  and 
in  very  clear  cases.     And  if  it  overloads 
the  Speaker,  or  overloads  the  Chairman 
of  Committees,  the  consequence  of  that 
will  be  that,  in  order  to  maintain  the 
essential  conditions  of  their  Office,  which 
absolutely  require  the  confidence  of  the 
House  in  general,  they  will  be  obliged 
to  pass  by  many  opportunities  and  occa- 
sions when  the  reasons  of  the  case  would 
justify  the  exercise  of  the  power.    Even 
now  it  is  notorious   that  many  things 
that  might  be  justly  taken  exception  to 
on  the  ground  of  Order  are,  of  necessity, 
passed  by,  because  it  is  impossible  for 
anyone  m  a  position  like  that  of  the 
Speaker  of  Committees  to  interfere  inces- 


santly with  the  Droceedings  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  U-entleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  makes  an  assertion 
that  by  means  of  the  closure  it  is  in- 
tended to  bring  in  coercion.  When  the 
hon.  Member  takes  upon  himself  to 
speak  of  the  motives  and  intentions 
which  are  in  the  minds  of  Members  of 
the  Government,  I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  meet  his  assertion  with  a  strong  and 
positive  denial.  He  has  no  right  to 
make  it.  He  knows  nothing  of  our  in- 
tentions ;  he  cannot  read  the  interior  of 
our  minds ;  and  it  is  not  fair  nor  just  to 
impute  to  us  an  intention  which  he  him- 
self denounces  as  not  only  guilty,  but 
absurd,  in  defiance  of  our  declarations. 
I  can  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  is  to 
be  the  interpreter  of  our  conduct,  I  will 
be  the  interpreter  of  his.  I  make  no 
complaint  of  his  junction  with  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  it  is  a  perfectly  natural 
course  in  his  position.  He  and  the  ''  no 
rent  "  Party — for  that  is  the  best  name 
for  them — are  but  a  small  fraction  of  the 
Irish  nation ;  and,  though  they  are  a 
small  fraction,  they  are  a  fraction  deter- 
mined to  go  all  lengths.  They  have  one 
great  object  in  view,  and  they  pursue  it 
with  fidelity,  constancy,  and  courage, 
and  that  is  to  enervate  the  power  of  this 
House  and  to  reduce  it  to  impotence. 
They  have  another  object,  subordinate, 
perhaps,  but  not  unimportant.  It  is  to 
eject  the  present  Government  from 
power.  I  make  no  complaint  of  them 
whatever  for  that.  It  is  part  of  the 
policy  they  pursue.  Their  policy  of 
**  no  rent"  I  look  upon  as  mad  and 
guilty  ;  but  they  choose  their  own  start- 
ing point,  and,  having  chosen  it,  I  can- 
not wonder  I  cannot  complain  that  they 
take  steps  the  best  fitted  to  advance  it. 
They  know  what  is  going  on  in  Ireland. 
They  know  the  views  which  the  present 
Government  entertain  as  to  the  means 
by  which  the  "no  rent"  Party  can  be 
coped  with.  They  know  that  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  sit  opposite  do  not  concur  in 
our  views— and  most  naturally — and 
with  perfect  consistency  they  desire  to 
get  rid  of  the  present  Government  and 
the  supporters  of  the  Land  Act,  because 
that  Land  Act  is  an  Act  which  they  fear. 
They  believe  and  apprehend  that  it  will 
win — and  it  has  in  some  degree  won — 
the  people  of  Ireland  away  from  the 
Land  League.  Let  me  remind  the  House 
that  the  proposition  which  is  now  made 
to  the  House,  though  new  in  form,  is 
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not  new  in  substance.  I  have  described 
it  as  a  proposition  intended  to  limit,  with 
proper  guarantees,  the  quantity  of  de- 
bate even  apart  from  the  offence  of  posi- 
tive and  wilful  Obstruction.  That  is  not 
the  first  time  it  has  been  done.  There 
are  two  modes  of  limiting  the  quantity 
of  debate.  One  is  to  stop  the  length 
of  particular  debates.  The  other  is  to 
abolish  the  opportunities.  We  have 
been  busy  ever  since  the  Beform  Act  in 
limiting  the  quantity  of  debate  by 
abolishing  the  opportunities  of  debate ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach),  in  an  able  speech  deli- 
vered the  other  night  in  a  spirit  of 
candour  and  comparative  moderation, 
actually  recommended  that  we  should 
diminish  the  opportunities  now  afforded 
for  debate.  I  ask  whether  that  in  prin- 
ciple is  not  the  same  thing  ?  It  may  not 
be,  perhaps,  from  your  point  of  view  ; 
because  I  admit  that  if  you  are  deter- 
mined to  say  that  this  closing  power  is 
a  power  to  be  exercised  against  the  mi- 
nority of  the  House,  it  is  not,  from  your 
point  of  view,  the  same  thing.  We 
utterly  disbelieve  it ;  for  us,  it  is  quite 
natural  to  say  that  the  power  of  free 
speech,  on  which  you  insist  for  the  House 
at  large,  is  diminished  by  diminishing 
the  opportunities.  If  we  had  proposed 
that  the  power  of  raising  a  debate  on 
the  Question  that  the  Speaker  leave  the 
Chair  should  bo  taken  away,  that  would 
be  to  an  extent,  at  all  events,  an  inva- 
sion of  the  right  of  free  discussion. 
We  are  told  sometimes  that  there  are 
many  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  who  do  not  like  these  proposals. 
I  am  not  surprised  that  it  should  be  said, 
because  I  admit  that  to  me  nothing 
can  be  more  repugnant  than  the  intro- 
duction of  any  limiting  proposals  what- 
ever. But  when  I  have  to  choose 
between  two  evils,  I  prefer  to  take  the 
smaller  of  the  two,  and  hope  to  get  rid 
of  the  greater ;  and  therefore  I  class  my- 
self amongst  those  who,  in  that  sense,  do 
not  like  any  of  these  limiting  proposals. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  spoke  very  fairly 
when  ho  made  an  admission  very  diffe- 
rent, I  must  say,  from  the  other  state- 
ments that  have  been  made.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — I  cannot  be  sure 
I  quote  his  exact  words,  but  I  do  not 
think  I  deviate  from  his  intention  when 
I  say  he  said — that  if  this  Eule  were 
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passed  as   it    stands,   and  if   it   were 
abused  by  the  majority  of  the  House, 
the  effect  would  be  that  the  majority 
of  the  House  would  suffer  at  once  in 
the  estimation  of  the  people ;  and  that 
if  we  came  back  to  Westminster  next 
year  as  a  Government,  we  would  come 
back  as  a  Government  weakened  in  our 
hold  upon  Parliament  and  public  con- 
science.    That  means  that  the  people  of 
the  Three  Countries  would  disapprove  of 
this  tyrannical  use  of  power,  and  would 
cause  that  those  who  were  guilty  should 
at  once  discover  the  result  in  the  com- 
parative weakness  to  which  they  were 
reduced.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir 
B.  Assheton  Cross)  said  that  we  ought 
not  to  make  the  folly  or  misconduct  of 
the  few  the  measure  of  the  privilege  of 
the  many.  It  is  a  very  sound  sentiment, 
and  it  is  exactly  the  sentiment  which  we 
quote  in  favour  of  our  plan.     What  we 
allege  is,  that  at  this  moment  the  mis- 
conduct which  interferes  with  our  pro- 
gress is  the  misconduct  of  the  few,  ani 
that  the  many  are  the  victimB  of  that 
misconduct.    The  many  came  here  to 
perform  the  duty  with  which  the  nation, 
intrusted   them ;    they    came   here  to 
watch  and  criticize  the  Government ;  and 
they  came  here  to  conduct  the  Business 
of  Legislation  ;  but  the  conduct  of  a  few, 
of  an  insignificant  minority  —  not  ab- 
solutely, perhaps,  of  one  political  com- 
plexion, but  certainly  not  amounting  in 
all  to  one-twentieth  part  of  the  House  of 
Commons — has  been  the  main  cause  of 
bringing  about  this  state  of  things.    It 
is  an  actual  fact,  and  not  a  remote  ap- 
prehension, that  the  misconduct  of  the 
few  has  measured  and  has  limited  Ae 

frivileges  and  the  powers  of  the  many, 
do  not  at  all  disgpiise  the  fact  that  we 
have  to  deal  with  other  matters  besides 
wilful  Obstruction  and  gpross  irreleTanf^. 
There  is  amplitude  of  speech.  It  is  rwj 
necessary  that  something  should  be  done 
in  that  matter.  I  myself  am  charged  if 
an  offender  in  this  respect.  The  other 
day  I  was  taken  to  task  oy  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  length  of  my  speeches,  and 
I  am  not  prepared  to  deny  it.  I  think 
there  is  good  ground  for  the  complaint 
which  the  hon.  Member  made.  A  great 
deal  of  responsibility  attaches  to  one  who 
holds  high  Office,  or  is  the  Leader  of  a 
Party ;  but  look  at  the  condition  at  which 
we  have  arrived !  The  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis)  reproved  me 
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ibr  amplitude,  in  perfect  good  faith, 
thonffh  he  is  not  the  Leader  of  a  Party 
nor  the  holder  of  a  responsible  office — he 
leproTed  me  for  amplitude  in  a  speech 
which  was  itself  two  hours  long.     Can 
it  be  that  some  change  of  a  mild  and 
reasonable  kind  is  desirable  in  these  re- 
Bpsets.      You  say,  and  say  truly,  that 
the  multitude  of  speakers  is  constantly 
increasing,  and,  with  the  further  exten- 
non  of  the  franchise,  may  still  more  in- 
ereaee.    A  cruel  ag^avation  has  pre- 
Bented  itself  to  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House.    They  have  been 
subjected  to  pressure  which  is  almost  in- 
tolerable, and  which,  I  confess,  I  have 
wondered  at  as  much  as  I  have  admired 
the  patience  with  which  it  has  been 
home.    If  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
^  nde  had  spoken  duriog  the  last 
two  years  in  the  same  proportion  as  the 
oto  fractions  of  the  House,  I  do  not 
helieve  we  should  have  made  any  pro- 
gnas  at  all.    This  is  a  matter  which  is 
fiot  at  all  invidious  ;  but  one  which  re- 
Jiures  a  dispassionate  examination.     Is 
It  necessary  for  the  House  to  handle 
toeitions  at  such  length  as  they  are 
ittQallj  handled  now  ?    The  House  of 
I^ds  determined  in  a  night  t.^  appoint 
t  Committee  to  inquire  into   the  Irish 
I^nd  Act.    We  object  to  the  proposal, 
utd  offer  a  Hesolution,  which  is  intended 
^  express  an  opposite  conclusion ;  but 
thit  Motion  is  not  disposed  of  in  one 
fiight,  but  it  requires  four  nights.     [An 
hon.  Meicbeb  :  Five.]    I  think  it  was 
i>Qr,  but  if  it  was  five  it  is  so  much 
the  better  for  my  argument.     And  why 
IB  this  ?     It  is  not  because  the  House 
of  Lords  has  less  time  at  their  disposal 
than  we  have,  because  they  have  a  great 
deal    more  time  ;    but    they   did    not 
find  it  necessary  to  enter  into  the  sub- 
ject at  leng^.     We,  however,  cannot 
dispose  of  it  under  four  nights.     If  it 
is  to  be  considered  as  a  political  Motion, 
I  have  already  pointed  out  that  a  far 
grawer  Motion  was  disposed  of,  51  years 
ago,  as  rapidly  as  the  House  of  Lords 
dupoeed  of  the  question  to  which  I  refer. 
That  was  the  case  of  Lord  Ebrington's 
Motion  in  1881,  in  this  House,  after  the 
rnection  of   the  Beform  Bill    by  the 
"ELOfOLBe  of  Lords,  which  was  disposed  of 
in  a  angle  night.    Last  year  we  had  1 1 
nights'  debate  on  the  Address,  and  this 
year  eight  nights.    Is  that  really  neces- 
sary f    We  ask  how  is  this  closing  power 
to  apply  to  it  f    In  my  opinion,  it  will 
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apply  to  it,  not  only  by  a  gentle  action, 
but  by  a  double  action.  I  believe  that 
it  will  be  judiciously,  cautiously,  and 
fairly  exercised  by  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair ;  and  I  believe  that,  as  in  the  case 
of  railways  in  regard  to  competition, 
the  mere  expectation  of  competition  did 
a  good  deal  to  keep  down  abuses,  the 
mere  apprehension  of  the  exercise  of 
the  power  will  have  a  gentle  but  ma- 
toriai  effect  in  checking  the  tendency  to 
inordinate  speaking.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Glou- 
cestershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
has  seen  that  there  are  the  greatest  diffi- 
culties  in  the  way  of  abusing  a  power 
of  this  kind.  What  is  our  exact  posi- 
tion ?  We  see  the  case  as  he  does  ;  but 
I  think  we  see  it  on  both  sides.  We 
see  the  House  as  it  now  stands,  ex- 
hausted with  its  labours,  failing  in  the 
performance  of  its  duties,  beginning  to 
lose  somewhat  of  its  estimation  in  the 
public  mind,  and  lapsing  by  degrees  into 
a  slavery  to  its  own  system.  This  House 
has  conquered  every  external  foe,  and 
now  it  runs  the  risk  of  being  vanquished 
itself  by  those  who,  perhaps,  are  not  the 
noblest  of  its  children.  What  do  we 
ask  ?  We  ask  you  to  apply,  or  to  en- 
deavour to  apply,  a  remedy  to  this  spe- 
cific mischief,  the  growing  amplitude  of 
debate,  which,  even  apart  from  positive 
disgrace,  and  apart  from  increasing  mis- 
chief, is  rapidly  tending  to  a  point  which 
will  soon  make  the  transaction  of  Busi- 
ness impracticable.  We  have  endea- 
voured to  make  the  remedy  mild  and 
moderate  and  practicable.  We  do  not 
ask  you  to  assent  to  our  remedy  to- 
night. The  words  of  the  Besolution 
before  you  to-night  are  merely  a  few 
words  necessary  to  form  a  peg  upon 
which  to  hang  our  Besolution.  We  do, 
however,  ask  you,  by  negativing  this 
Amendment,  which  shuts  the  door 
against  every  application  of  a  remedy — 
we  do  ask  you,  by  rejecting  that  Amend- 
ment, to  assert  a  principle  which  means, 
and  which  assures  the  House,  that  this 
House  is  able,  casting  sophisms  aside, 
to  look  at  the  substance  of  things.  That 
it  means  not  phrases,  but  work,  and  that 
neither  individual  folly  nor  combinations 
shall  be  allowed  to  stand  between  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  discharge  of 
its  great  duties  to  the  Crown  and  to  the 
nation. 

Mr.  HEALY,  who  rose  amid  inter- 
ruption, remarked  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
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opposite  need  not  be  impatient,  beoause 
he  only  wished  to  make  a  short  reference 
to  the  speech  delivered  in  the  early  part 
of  the  evening  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright).  In  the  course  of  the  night  he 
had  risen  several  times  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 
He  had  not  intended,  otherwise,  to  inter- 
pose in  the  debate  upon  the  cloture.  It 
was  a  question  in  which  he  took  a  very 
limited  interest,  for  he  had  no  objection 
to  see  the  English  House  of  Commons, 
having  destroyed  the  Irish  Parliament, 
now  degprading  their  own.  He  should  con- 
fine his  remarks  to  the  statements  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Puchy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  and  him- 
self (Mr.  Healy)  were  present  and  spoke 
at  the  Chicago  Convention,  at  which  sub- 
scriptions were  made  for  equipping  sol- 
diers to  fight  against  the  Crown,  al- 
though both  hon.  Members  had  taken 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance  at  that  Table.  He 
had  informed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
by  a  negative  sign,  that  neither  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  nor  himself  spoke 
at  the  Chicago  Convention.  They  were 
simply  present  at  a  meeting  in  Chicago 
which  was  held  later,  and  which  was 
held  altogether  independent  of  the  Con- 
vention. So  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
the  cause  of  his  not  speaking  at  the 
Convention  at  which  they  were  pre- 
sent was  not  that  he  was  afraid  in  the 
smallest  degree  of  being  involved  in  any 
responsibility  for  its  proceedings,  but 
because  it  should  not  be  said  that  any 
of  the  Irish  Representatives  had  inter- 
posed any  authority  or  influence  they 
might  possess  to  induce  the  Irish  people 
in  America  to  come  to  any  conclusion 
whatsoever.  That  was  the  sole  reason 
of  their  silence.  He  fully  and  entirely 
endorsed  every  one  of  the  resolutions 
come  to  at  the  Chicago  Convention ;  and 
as  to  the  subscriptions  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  were  raised  to 
equip  Irish  soldiers,  ho  must  candidly 
say  that  he  never  heard  a  word  about 
them  until,  on  his  way  back  from  Ame- 
rica, he  read  a  speech  delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  Birmingham, 
of  which  the  speech  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  early  part 
of  the  evening  was  simply  a  re-hash. 
While  ho  was  upon  his  logs  ho  was  also 
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anxious  to  contradiot  another  statement 
which  had  been  made   by  a   Liberal 
Member — namely,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member   for  Galway   (Mr.   T.   P. 
O'Connor)  subscribed  £200  towards  the 
objects  of  the  Chicago  Convention.     He 
only  wished  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
such   a  sum  of   money  that  ho   could 
afford  to  be  80  generous.      His  hon. 
Friend,  no  doubt,  considered   that  he 
did  sufficient  for  Ireland  in  devoting 
his  time  and  his  services   to  the  Irish 
cause  for  five  or  six  months  in  Ame- 
rica ;    but  his  hon.   Friend  had  pro- 
mised no  subscription  whatever.     JBut, 
of  course,  like  another  contradiction,  in 
which  a  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Glad- 
stone) was  repudiated,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  would  not  condescend  to 
notice  this  one,  but  on  some  future  day 
would    go  down    to  Birmingham  and 
repeat  his  assertions  in  spite  of  what 
was  now  said ;  and  in  due  course  of  time 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  handed  down  to  his  hxm, 
executors,  and  assigns  in  the  Liberal 
Party  of  the  future,  to  be  utilized  br 
them  in  their  dealings  with  the  Irish 
Members.  Before  he  sat  down  he  wished 
to  make  one  remark  upon  a  point  in 
regard  to  which  it  was  necessary  to  asso- 
ciate the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Uie  Chan* 
eel  lor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  with 
the  Prime  Minister.     The  Premier  said 
the  intention   of  the    Irish    Memben 
was  to  enervate  the  power  of  the  Hoase 
of  Commons  and    to  reduce  it   to  a 
state  of   incapacity  for    the  discharge 
of  its  proper  functions;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  said  there  was  t 
Party  in  the  House  whose  sole  object 
was  to  insure  the  degradation  of  that 
Assembly.     Now,  he  had  no  desire  to 
place  the  Irish  Members  in  a  poaitioa 
which  was  not  clearly  intelligible,  or  to 
bo  laid  open   to   the  witty  ezpreaaion 
once  applied  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northoote)  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU)— 
that  he  was  "  un  homme  ineompris,"    He 
would   simply  remind  the  House  that 
the  position  of  the  Irish  Members  was 
not  by  any  means  the  position  which 
either  the  Premier  or  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  asserted,  and 
for  this  reason — that  while  those  light 
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Hon.  GFentlemen  attributed  to  them  dis- 
affection,  disloyalty,   murder,  and  out- 
rage there  happened  to  exist  in  the 
background  in  Ireland   a    Party  who 
were  10  times  —  aye,  1,000,000  times 
more  opposed  to  the  British  Crown  and 
Constitntion  than  any  Irish  Member  in 
fhat   House.      [^"No!"     and    **Hear, 
hear!"]     He  did  not  expect  that  that 
declaration    would    be    reoeived    with 
unanimous  consent.     The  Irish  Mem- 
ben  in   that  House  occupied  a    cen- 
tral or  an   intermediate  position.     If 
they  were  supposed,  in    their  attacks 
upon  the  House  of  Commons,   to  re- 
present the  disloyalty  of  Ireland,  then 
be  confessed    that    he   knew  nothing 
about  disloyalty.     He  frankly  told  the 
rijg;bt  hen.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nuter and  Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment 
that,  80  far  as  the  action  of  the  Irish 
Members  in  that  House  was  concerned, 
tbey  might  be  thankful  for  the  fact  that 
it  was  only  a  very  small  portion — merely 
^e  balf-notes  of  the  minor  key  of  Irish 
disaffection — that  reached  them  from  the 
^cbee  on  which  he  sat.    He  would  tell 
the  OoTemment  that  there  was  a  power 
bejond  the  Irish  Members  in  that  House, 
Md  despite  of  them,  with  which  they 
had  nothing  to  do — with  which  they  had 
no  connection ;  and  that  it  was  well  for 
the  Government  that  they  had  only  the 
Ineb  Members  to  malign.     Her  Ma- 
jWy's   Government    could    not    reach 
these  other  men;  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  not  responsible  for  them.    He 
bad  now  explained  what  the  exact  posi- 
tion of  the  Irish  Members  was.     It  had 
been  said  that  the  Irish  Members  had 
been  returned  to  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  breaking  up  and  degrading  Par- 
liament.     The  fact    was    simply    this. 
Their  endeavour — certainly  his  endea- 
fonr — had  always  been  to  impress  upon 
the    Irish    people  that    Parliamentary 
agitation   was,   to    a  large  extent,    of 
little  avail  unless  they  were  themselves 
prepared  to  keep  up  the  agitation  out- 
side the  walls  of  Parliament.     He  had 
pointed  out,  over  and  over  again,  that, 
so  far  from  the  ag^itation  of  the  Irish 
Members    in  the  House  of  Commons 
being  of  any  use  whatever,   it  was  a 
waste  of  energy,  unless  they  were  backed 
up  outside.     Trusted  men  at  times  were 
returned  there,  year  after  year,  to  oppose 
the  Government  in  that  House ;  and,  year 
after  year,   the  Government,  by  their 
strategies,  had  been  able  to  win  them 


over.  There  was  the  same  probability 
of  their  turning  round  now  as  there  was 
in  bygone  times.  Hence  he  always  told 
the  Irish  people  that  Parliamentary 
agitation  was  only,  so  to  speak,  the  left 
arm  of  Ireland.  If  Parliament  were  to 
expel  all  the  Irish  Members  to-morrow, 
he  should  care  very  little  for  it ;  because 
he  knew  that,  although  Parliament  might 
gag  the  voices  of  the  Irish  Members  to- 
morrow, they  could  not  impose  a  eldture 
on  the  voice  of  the  Irish  nation.  The 
Government  must  remember  that  they 
had  not  to  deal  only  with  the  Irish 
Members  in  that  House,  but  with 
20,000,000  Irishmen  outside  the  walls 
of  Parliament.  That,  then,  was  the 
position  of  the  Irish  Representatives; 
and  to-night,  if  his  words  could  reach 
those  hon.  Members  who  attributed  to 
himself  and  his  Friends  extraordinary 
ideas  about  Parliamentary  government, 
ho  would  ask  them  what  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers possibly  could  be  if  they  had  not 
behind  them  the  voices  and  the  support 
of  the  Irish  people?  Personally,  he 
should  be  but  the  fractious  and  vulgar 
humbug  which  he  was  continually  told 
he  was  by  the  English  Press,  if  he  had 
not  behind  him  the  force,  and  the  voice, 
and  the  feelings  of  a  nation.  With 
what  courage  could  the  Irish  Members 
stand  up  in  that  House,  before  the  ex- 
ponents of  **  British  fair  play,"  drawing 
forth  offensive  speeches  and  derisive 
cheers,  if  they  did  not  occupy  the  posi- 
tion of  persons  who  knew  they  were 
suffering  in  a  good  cause,  and  that  that 
cause  had  behind  it  the  memories  of  the 
oppression,  injustice,  and  misrule  of 
seven  consecrated  centuries  ? 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words 
'  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  318  ;  Noes 
279:  Majority  39. 


AYES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
A^ew,  W. 
Ains worth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
AUen,  W.  8. 
Alltnan,  R.  L. 
Amory,  Sir  J.  H. 
Armitago,  B. 
Armitstead,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashloy,  hon.  E.  M. 
Baldwin,  E. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 

P  2 


Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  A. 
Bass,  H. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  W.  B, 
Biddulph,  M. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Blennerhassett,  K.  P. 

IFifth  JNight.'X 
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Bolton,  J.  0. 
Borlase,  W.  0. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Braasey,  H.  A. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Brett,  B.  B. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (ManchMter) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
BroadhuTBt,  H. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bmoe,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C 
Brace,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchauum,  T.  B. 
Burt,  T. 
Buszard,  M.  0. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Gaine,  W.  8. 
Oameron,  0. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell-  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carbutt,  £.  H. 
Carington,  hon.  R. 
Carington,    hon.    Col. 

W  H  P 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Cavendish,  Iiord  F.  C. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childers,  rt.  hn.  H.C.E. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collings,  J. 
Collins,  E. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Colthur8t,Col.  D.  La  T. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtauld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
CreyKe,  R. 
Cropper,  J. 
Cross,  J.  E. 
Crum,  A. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  D. 
Davies,  R. 
Davies,  W. 
De  Ferrieres,  Baron 
Dickson,  J. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,  A.  W. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Dodton,  rt  hon.  J.  G. 
Dttckham^T. 
Duff,  R.  W. 


Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Earp,  T. 

Ebrmgton,  Viscount 
Edwanis,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
imiot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Errington,  G. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  B. 
Fawcett,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.H.  W. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W.J. 
Flower,  C. 
Foliambe,  C.  G.  8. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,T. 
Gabbett,  D.  F. 
Givan,  J. 

Gladstone,rt.  hn.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Glyn,  hon.  8.  C. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,  Lord  D. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Go  war,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Guest,  M.  J. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Heneage,  £. 
Honrv,  M. 
Herschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
HiU,  T.  R. 
Holland,  S. 
Hollond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Holms,  W. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  G.  J. 
Howard,  J. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
Hlingworth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  C. 


James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Jenkins,  J.  J. 
Jemingham,  H.  E.  H. 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnson,  rt.  hon.  W.  If. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Eingacote,  C0I.R.N.  F. 
Einnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  8. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lea,  T. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lymington,  Yiscoont 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Macliver,  P.  S. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W. 
M*aupe,  Sir  T. 
M*Intyre,  iBneas  J. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  C.  B.  B. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Marjoribanks,  E. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Maskelyne,M.H.8tory- 
Mason,  H. 
Matheson,  A. 
Maxwell-Heron,  J. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
MeUor,  J.  W. 
MUbank,  F.  A. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt  hn.  G.  0. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  S. 

MundeUa,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Nicholson,  W. 
Noel,  E. 

O'Beime,  Major  F. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
Otway,  Sir  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennington,  F. 


PhiHi»,B.N. 
Playnir,  rt  hon.  L. 
Porter,  A.  M. 
Portman,hn.W.H.] 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Pugh,  L.  P. 
PuBoy,  J. 
Earn,  P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Rdd,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  J.N. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Roundell,  C.  S. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  A 
Bylanda,  P. 
8t  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Samnelaon,  B. 
SamuelBon,  H. 
Seely,  C.  (Lincoln) 
8eely,C.  (Nottinghim) 

Shaw,  W. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
SW,  J. 
Smith,  E. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
Spencer,  hon.  0.  R* 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L 
Stansf eld,  rt  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Storey,  S. 
Stuart,  II.  V. 
Summers,  W. 
Talbot  C.  R.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marqoiii«' 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomaaaon,  J.  P* 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Tillett,  J.  H. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,  G.  0. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waterlow,  Sir  &  H. 
WaughfK 
Webster,  J. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wigp:in,  H. 
Williams,  a  a  8. 
Williamson.  8. 
Willis,  W. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Willyams,  E.  W.  & 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  L 
Wilson,  Sir  K. 
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3,  E.  R. 


TBLLBB8. 

QvfMvmoTf  liOfd  fi» 
Eensmgtony  Lord 


NOES. 


Colonel 


V.IL.T. 
W.  H. 

lartlett,  E. 
E.  F. 
J.  R. 
J. 
C. 
;t.  J.  N. 

5ir  W.  B. 
rT. 

n.SirM.H. 
W.  B. 
irlof 
.f  A..  H. 
t.  hn.  G.  C. 
>.  de  la  P. 

5. 

.  CJol.  J.  I. 

V, 

hon.  R. 

lelR. 

V.  H.  H. 

on.  W.  St. 

rd 

C. 
E.  H. 

T. 

.E. 

R. 

jord 

eneial  E.  S. 

W.  W. 

R.  J. 


.A. 
R.  W. 
,  Yiiooant 
E.  H.  B.  G. 


.L. 

urn.  G.  W. 

mt 


J. 

J.  R, 
iscount 
i.SirR.A. 
on.  G. 
0. 

H.  T. 


Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,;Col.  hon.  L.  P. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  0. 
Dawson,  C. 
De  Wormfl,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Dixon.HarUand,  F.  D. 
Donaldson-Hudson,  C. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,rt.hn.SirW.H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Ecroyd,  W.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Lord 
ElUot,  G.  W. 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
Eml^  Viscount 
Ennis,  Sir  J. 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  A.  O. 
Feilden,Mai..Gen.R.J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finigan,  J.  L. 
Fitzpatrick,  hn.  B.E.B. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Flovcr,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Foster.  W.  H. 
Fowler,  R.  N. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Freshfiold,  C.  K. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

son- 
Gramier,  J.  C. 
GKbson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Gill,  H.  J. 
Gk)ldney,  Sir  G. 
Gooch,  Sir  D. 
Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 
Gk>r8t,  J.  £. 
Grantham,  W. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Greene,  E. 
Greer,  T. 
Gregor}',  G.  B. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

LordG. 
Harcourt,  E.  W. 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 

Sir  J.  CD. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hicks,  E. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 


Hill,  A.  S. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Home,  Lt.-CoL  D.  M. 
Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Hubbard,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 

Jackson,  W.  L. 

Johnstone,  Sir  F. 

Kennard,  Col.  E.  H. 

Eennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 

Knight,  F.  W. 

Knightley,  Sir  R. 

EluowIcs,  T. 

Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  E. 

Lalor,  R. 

Lawrance,  J.  0. 

Lawrence,  Sir  T. 

Leahy,  J. 

Leamy,  E. 

Lechmero,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 

Lee,  Major  V. 

Leph,  W.  J. 

Leigh,  R. 

Leighton,  Sir  B. 

Leighton,  S. 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 

Lever,  J.  O. 

Levett,  T.  J. 

Lewis,  C.  E. 

Lewisham,  Visconnt 

Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 

Loder,  R. 

Long,  W.  H. 

Lopes,  Sir  M. 

Lowther,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 

Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 

M*Carthy,  J. 

M*Coan,  J.  C. 

Macfarlane,  D.  H. 

M*Garel-Hogg,  SirJ. 

Mac  Iver,  D. 

M*Kcnna,  Sir  J.  N. 

Macnaghtcn,  E. 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 

Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 

March,  Earl  of 

Martin,  P. 

Marum,  E.  M. 

Master,  T.  W.  C. 

MaxweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
Metge,  R.  H. 
Miles,  0.  W. 

Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Mollov,  B.  0. 
Monckton,  F. 
Moore,  A. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 

Mowbray  ,rt.hn.SirJ.R. 
Mulholland,  J. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
North,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

S.  H. 
O'Connor,  A. 


O'DonnoU,  F.  H. 

O*  Gorman  Midion,  Col. 

The 
Onslow,  D. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
O'SulUvan.  W.  H. 
Paget,  R.  H. 

Patrick,  R.  W.  C. 

PeU,  A. 

Pomberton,  K  L. 

Percy,  Earl 

Percy,  Lord  A. 

Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 

Power,  J.  0*C. 

Power,  R. 

Price,  Captain  G.  E. 

Puleston,  J.  H. 

Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 

Rankin,  J. 

Redmond,  J.  E. 

Rendlesham,  Lord 

Repton,  G.  W. 

Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 

Ritchie,  C.  T. 

Rolls,  J.  A. 

Ross,  A.  H. 

BoM,0.  0. 

Round,  J. 

St.  Aubyn,  W.  M. 

Salt,  T. 

Sandon,  Viscount 

Schreiber,  C. 

Sclater-BooUi,  rt.  hon. 
G. 

Scott,  Lord  H. 

Scott,  M.  D. 

Selwin  -  Ibbetaon,  Sir 
H.  J. 

Seveme,  J.  E. 

Sexton,  T. 

Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 

Smithwick,  J.  F. 

Stanhope,  hon.  E. 

Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 

Storer,  G. 

Sullivan,  T.  D. 

Sykes,  C. 

Synan,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,rt.  hn.  CoLT.E. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
ToUemache,  H.  J. 
ToUemache,  hn.  W.  F. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Walrond,  CoL  W.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Watney,  J. 
Welby  -  Gregory,   Sip 

W.E. 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  Colonel  O. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 

[Fifth  Ni9Kt."\ 
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Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Winn,  R. 
WolflF,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 


Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Cowen,  J. 
Marriott,  W.  T. 


Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

BILLS  OF  SALE  ACT  (1878)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— [Bill  108.] 
{Mr.  Mankf  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon.) 

THIRD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Me.  WAETON  said,  he  was  certain 
the  measure  would  be  amended  in 
**  another  place."  There  never  was  a 
Bill  more  scandalous  and  absurd  than 
this  was  in  its  present  shape. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
MOTIONS 

— ^o-Oxx^ — 

COMMONS  REGULATION  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
the  Provisional  Orders  for  the  regulation  of 
certain  lands  known  as  Crosby  Garrett  Common, 
in  the  parish  of  Crosby  Garrett,  in  the  county 
of  Westmoreland,  and  for  the  regulation  of 
certain  lands  known  ns  Stivichall  Common,  in 
the  parish  of  Saint  Michael  Coventry,  in  the 
county  of  Warwick,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  HiBBEUT,  Mr.  Dodson,  and  Secretary  Sir 

WiLLLAJf   HaRCOURT. 

BUlpresentedy&nd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  11 7.] 

TIJRNPIKK  ACTS    CONTINUANCE   ACT,    1881. 

Select  Committee  appointed^  to  inquire  into 
the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Schedules  of  "The  An- 
nual Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Act,  1881 :" — 
Lord  Edward  Cavendish,  Mr.  Wentworth 
Beaumont,  Mr.  Beach,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maukice,  Mr.  Thomas  Salt,  Mr.  Wilbraham 
Eobrton,  and  Mr.  Hibbert  ;  Three  to  be  the 
quorum. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power  to  inquire  and 
report  to  lie  House  under  what  conditions, 
wUh  reference  to  the  rate  of  interest,  expenses 
of  management,  maintenance  of  road,  payment 
of  debt,  and  term  of  years,  or  other  s^ial 
arrangements,  the  Acts  of  the  Trusts  mentioned 
should  be  continued. 

Ordered^  That  all  Petitions  relating  to  the 
continuance  or  discontinuance  of  Turnpike 
Trusts  be  referred  to  the  Committee.— (if r. 
mVberi.) 


00RBX7PT  PRAOTIOES    (dISFRANOHIS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Gexei 
to  disfranchise,  permanently  or  tempor 
account  of  Corrupt  Practices,  certain  C 
Boroughs,  and  to  disqualify  certain 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  A 
General  and  Secretary   Sir   Willi  a 

COURT. 

Bill  prf«fn^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [! 

COPYRIGHT  (WORKS  OF   FINE  ART 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastinos,  Bill  t 
and  consolidate  the  Law  of  Copyright  i 
of  Fine  Art  and  in  Photographs,  and 
pressing  the  commission  of  hraud  in  the 
tion  and  sale  of  such  works,  orden 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hastings,  Viscount 
Mr.  Hanburt-Tract,  Sir  Gabriel  G 
and  Mr.  Agnew. 

^"^presentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [1 

House  adjoume 
after  Twc 
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Friday,  ZXst  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— -^trt^  Ji 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendmen 
Union  of  Benefices  (London^  •  (61). 

Second  Beading — Duke  of  Aloany  (£ 
ment)  (68). 

DUKE  OF  ALBANY  (ESTABLISE 
BILL.— (No.  68.) 
{The  Earl  GranvilU.) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Bay  for  the  Secooi 
ing  read. 

Earl  GRANVILLE,  in  movi 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  ti 
served  that  he  did  not  believe 
was  necessary  for  him  to  say  a 
whatever  in  addition  to  what  hi 
said  and  so  well  received  on  a 
occasion  in  support  of  the  Motic 

Moved,  '«*  That  the  BUI  be  now  r 
—{,The  Earl  Granville.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2* 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Gomn 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  t 
of  April  next. 
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JUKY    LAWS    (IRELAND). 
OBSBRYATIONS.      QX7E8TION. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
riaiDg  to  call  attention  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  Irish  Jury  Laws, 
and  to  ask,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
Toniment  propose  to  act  upon  any  of  the 
leoommendations    of    the  Committee  ? 
said,  their    Lordships  would   recollect 
that,  during  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Irish  Jury  Laws.    There  was 
litUe  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  such  an  investigation.     Ten 
yean  bad  passed  since  a  revolution  had 
been  effected  in  the  jury  system  of  Ireland 
—a  revolution  which  was  a  good  deal 
questioned  at  the  time,  and  had  been  a 
9ood  deal  discussed  since.     The  legisla- 
tion of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  O'Hagan)   was  an    attempt    to 
popularize  trial  by    jury    in    Ireland. 
Up  to  the  year  1871  the  jury  system  had 
©listed  somewhat  as  an  exotic  on  Irish 
foil   The  qualification  for  service  on  the 
Jp7  was  so  high,  the  system  of  selec- 
tion by  the  Sheriff  so  little  suited  or 
oonvenient  to  the  habits  of  the  people, 
^t  it  had  very  little  hold  of  their  sym- 
pathies.   But  the  legislation  of  his  noble 
WJd  learned  Friend  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  changed  all  that,  and 
I       substituted  for  the  high  and  exclusive 
Qualification  then  in  force  a  low  rating 
qualification,  and  for  nomination  by  the 
Sheriff  selection  through  the  mechanical 
agency  of  the  ballot. 

The  first  question  which  the  Select 
Committee  had  to  consider  was  whether 
the  general  direction  of  those  changes 
was  right  or  wrong;    and  he  believed 
he  might  say  with  confidence  that  the 
Committee  were  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  no  reversal  of  the  spirit  of  that 
legislation  could  be  contemplated  at  the 
present  time.     He  thought  there  were 
many  reasons  why  such    a  conclusion 
was   irresistible.     What   was   the   real 
justification  of  a  recourse   to  trial  by 
jury?      They   did   not    resort    to    the 
assistance     of    the     12     persons    who 
chanced  to  be  called  together  into  the 
jury-box  because  it  was  impossible  to 
ascertain  the  law,  or  to  enforce  it  with- 
out their  assistance,  but  because  their 
finding  gave  them  some  guarantee  that 
the  average  iutcUigcnce  of  society  was  ' 


in  sympathy  with  the  law,  and  that  the 
action  of  the  Courts,  enforced  with  this 
sanction  behind  it,  would  be  approved 
and  supported  by  public  feeling  outside. 
The  jury  was  the  connecting  link  between 
the  dry  technicalities  of  the  law  and  the 
common  sense  of  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try generally.  He  did  not  think  that 
anyone  would  contend  that  the  old  un- 
reformed  juries  had  fulfilled  that  condi- 
tion. The  old  qualification  was  so  high 
that  it  was  at  times  necessary  to  ignore 
it  altogether ;  and  the  selection  by  the 
Sheriff,  though  he  could  not  say  that 
there  was  evidence  to  show  that  it  was 
used  corruptly,  yet  was  undoubtedly  open 
to  suspicion.  The  Committee,  therefore, 
were  of  opinion  that  the  general  direc- 
tion of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
legislation  could  not  be  reversed. 

Admitting,  then,  the  principle  of  the 
Acts  of  1871  and  1876,  the  Commit- 
tee had  to  consider  how  far  the  juries 
brought  together  under  those  Acts  had 
performed  their  duties  satisfactorily  or 
not.  What,  to  begin  with,  was  the  com- 
position of  those  juries?  He  was  sorry 
to  say  they  found  very  considerable  rea- 
son for  dissatisfaction  with  the  manner 
in  which  they  were  composed.  The 
structure  of  common  juries  in  Ireland 
was  a  reflection  of  the  weakness  of  the 
structure  of  Irish  society  generally. 
Irish  society  in  most  parts  of  the  country 
was  purely  agricultural ;  and  the  Com- 
mittee found  that,  as  a  rule,  and  in  most 
parts  of  Ireland,  the  common  juries  were 
composed  exclusively,  or  almost  exclu- 
sively, of  persons  belonging  to  the 
farming  class.  There  was  a  complete 
want  of  that  variety  in  the  composition 
of  juries  which  was  found  in  this  coun- 
try. It  was,  no  doubt,  to  be  expected 
that  in  a  country  such  as  Ireland,  with 
a  low  rating  qualification  for  service  on 
the  jury,  that  there  should  be  a  predo- 
minance of  farmers  in  the  jury-box ;  but 
that  did  not  account  for  the  complete 
absence  of  any  representatives  of  the 
better  educated  and  more  independent 
classes.  Such  an  exclusion,  most  cer- 
tainly, was  no  part  of  Lord  O'Hagan's 
intention.  Lord  O'Hagan  had,  indeed, 
expressly  stated  his  conviction  that 
those  classes^ought  not  to  be,  and  would 
not  be,  excluded  by  his  Act.  The  Com- 
mittee had  endeavoured  to  discover  how 
it  came  to  pass  that  those  persons  of 
better  position — the  representatives  of 
property  and  education — came  to  be  so 
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completely  absent.      They  found  that 
there  were  several  causes  that  helped  to 
keep  them  out.    In  the  first  place,  a 
certain  number  of  the  higher  class  of 
jurors  were  required  for  service  on  the 
Grand  Juries ;  others,  again,  were  ab- 
sorbed by  the  special  juries.      Again, 
it  was  the  fact  that  among  the  higher 
classes  there  were  many  who,  no  doubt, 
had  a   great  disposition  to  shirk  ser- 
vice on  the  jury.      He  did  not  know 
that  they  could  be  much  surprised  at 
that,  because  service  on  a  jury  was  not 
particularly  attractive  in  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom ;  and  in  Ireland  there 
were  various  reasons  why  such  service 
was  specially  unattractive.     The  Com- 
mittee, at  any  rate,  found  that  the  fines 
imposed  upon  jurors  who  were  not  in 
their  places  when  the  panel  was  called 
over,   though  perhaps  sufficient  to  in- 
sure   the    attendance  of    the  humbler 
jurors,    did   not   deter    their   wealthier 
brethren    from    absenting    themselves. 
There  was  another  reason  which  operated 
in  the  same  direction.    The  accused  per- 
son in  every  case  of  felony  had  a  right 
to  challenge  20  names  on  the  list ;  and 
there  was  the  strongest  evidence  to  show 
that  that  right  was  generally  made  use 
of  in  order  to  exclude  from  the  jury 
any  person  who,  from  the  fact  that  he 
•  belonged  to  a  class  somewhat  superior  to 
the  ordinary  run  of  jurors,  might  be  ex- 
pected to  be  a  man  of  particular  inde- 
pendence of  character,  and  likely  to  hold 
opinions  at  variance  with  those  which 
might  happen  to  be  prevalent  in  the 
locality.     In  this  manner,  and  by  the 
combined  action  of  these  different  causes, 
the  panel,  originally  deficient  in  variety 
and  in  respect  of  the  representation  of  the 
better  educated  and  more  independent 
classes,  came  to  be,  in  the  end,  entirely 
denuded  of  them,  until  in  nine  out  often 
juries  they  were  almost  unrepresented. 

Such  being  the  composition  of  the  ju- 
ries, the  Cpmmittee  had  to  discover  how 
theyperformed  their  duties.  He  was  glad 
to  say  they  had  received  evidence  from 
several  districts  tending  to  show  that  the 
conduct  of  juries  was  all  that  could  be 
desired ;  but  from  many  other  districts — 
and  notably  from  those  in  which  the  pre- 
sent agrarian  agitation  was  going  on — 
they  found  that  the  disquieting  rumours 
which  had  reached  their  ears  were  only 
too  well  founded.  Ho  had  often  heard  it 
said  that  the  break-down  of  justice  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  was  due,  not  so 

T/io  2lai<iunis  of  Lamdowne 


much  to  the  misconduct  of  the  juries,  a 
lo  the  difficulty  or  impossibility  of  ob 
taining  evidence.  It  could  not  be  deniei 
that  there  was  the  greateafc  difficulty  h 
obtaining  evidence.     No  one  who  rea^ 
the  statistics,  and  saw  how  large  wa 
the  number  of  crimes  committed,  an< 
how  small  the  number  of  persons  ii 
proportion  who  were  made  amenable 
could  doubt  that  that  absence  of  evi 
dence  was  one  of  the  great  difficultie 
with  which  they  had  to  contend.     Ho? 
could  it  be  otherwise  ?    How  could  thej 
expect  those  terrorized  peasants  to  oom< 
forward  and  tender  evidence  when  the^ 
knew  beforehand  that  their  evidence 
would  be  disregarded  by  the  juries! 
The  persons  who  were  in  a  position  tc 
supply  evidence  knew  that  if  they  did 
tender  it,  it  would  lead,  not  to  the  con- 
viction of   the  person  accused,  but  to 
their  own   punishment  by  that  terrible 
organization   which  now  pervaded  too 
many  parts  of  Ireland.     They  were  in  a 
vicious  circle.     They  did  not   get  e?i- 
dence  because  they  did  not  g^t  conyic- 
tions,  and  they  did  not  get  convictieoa 
because  they  did  not  get  evidence.    He 
thought  it,  however,  his  duty  to  impress 
upon    their  Lordships    that,    although 
there  was  a  great  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing evidence,  there  were  a  large  number 
of  cases  in  which  the  evidence  was  forth- 
coming, and  in  which  thejury,  in  spite 
of  it,  refused  to  convict.    Ue  would  read 
to  the  House  an  extract  from  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Justice  Lawson.     This  was 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson's  account  of  hia  oini 
experience — 

**  Three  men  attacked  a  houae  at  night  near 
Tralec,  with  their  faces  blackened  and  (ignited; 
thoy  were  knocking  at  the  door,  calling  to  hif« 
the  gun  brought  out.  Wlulo  they  were  engaged 
in  this  operation  three  policemen  came  up,  and 
the  head  constable  ina^ucted  his  men  each  to 
capture  a  person ;  he  himseU  captured  his  mia, 
and  held  him ;  the  other  two  persons  escaped. 

**  In  that  case  the  accused  person  was  caii|^t 
red-handed  ?— He  was  caught  red-handed.  I 
said  to  the  jur>'— *  This  is  the  man  befoie  yoa 
now  whom  the  constable  caught  at  the  door  and 
took  to  the  barracks.  He  has  been  broaghft  itom 
the  barracks  hero,  and  there  he  ia  before  yoe.* 
That  was  of  no  avail  whatever.  When  thai  ver- 
dict was  announced  the  court-honae  rang  wilii 
applause  from  all  the  spectators  present.  Tlie 
sub-shoriflf  informed  me  that  on  the  way  down 
from  the  court-house  the  men  were  f dlowed  1^ 

a  shouting  multitude,  who  cried  out <  We  knew 

they  would  not  dare  to  find  you  guilty.'  That 
is  case  No.  1.  Now  to  give  another  oaae,  whiA 
18  a  remarkable  one.  Four  or  five  men  came  to 
a  house  at  night ;  they  knocked  up  the  imnalit, 
they  took  the  man  of  the  houae  out  of  hia  badl» 
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jni  him  down  oa  his  knees,  and  cut  his  ear ; 
they  were  persons  well  known  to  the  inmates  of 
the  house,  and  were  living  not  very  far  from 
them.  The  inmates  of  the  house  identified  them 
iIL  There  were  five  of  them  there,  and  thej 
vsre  all  acquitted. 

"  Was  any  defence  set  up  in  that  case  ?— 
Tee;  there  was  the  usual  fahricated  alibi, 

''May  we  understand  that  you  quote  these 
0BM8  u  cases  typical  of  the  prevailing  stato  of 
tUngt  in  that  part  of  Lrelandf— I  think  so; 
qnte." 

Endence  to  the  like  effect  was  given  by 
Kr.  Jastice  Fitzgerald. 

"1  should  mention,  with  the  permission  of 

the  Committee,  two  remarkahle  cases  as  illus- 

tnting  what  was  going  on.    One  was  a  prose. 

cation  against  two  persons  for  retaining  f orcihle 

PMManon.    The  evidence  was  quite  clear.  .  .  . 

-Ihe  defence  was  that  they  were  put  hack  hy  a 

Uackened,  and    armed,  and  disused  party, 

which  is  a  common  excuse ;  hut  it  turned  out 

thit  the  leader  of  the  hlackened  party  was  the 

NQ  of  one  of  the  defendants,  and  the  orother  of 

tk«  other.    I  pointed  out  to  the  jury  that,  even 

thottfh  thev  might  have  heen  excused  for  heing 

pat  back  fordhlv  in  possession,  thev  wore  not 

excused  for  forcibly  oetaining,  which  they  had 

™w,  and  saying  that  thev  would  never  g^ve  up 

Ppveanon.    To  my  surprise  in  that  case,  after 

givisg  proper  direction  to  the  jury,  without 

tarning  round,  they  acquitted  both  prisoners, 

^  ao^aitted  them  amongst  thunders  of  ap- 

Iwnie  m  court.    I  observed  myself  that  the 

*ppkiue  came  from  a  particular  direction,  and 

fut  was  the  place  set  apart  for  jurors  in  wait* 

^',  and  the  applauders  were  the  jurors  in 

vaitiog.    Upon  that  occasion  I  addressed  very 

itroog  remonstrances  to  them,  and  those  words 

hare   equally  been   interpreted    as    words   of 

menace,  whereas  they  were  words  of  warning 

OD]y.     I  told  them  that  if  that  kind  of  thing 

vent  on  it  would  lead  to  a  suspension  of  trial 

by  jury. ' 

Now,  the  evidence  g^yen  by  these  wit- 
DOMes  was  entirely  confirmed  by  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
10  the  House  of  Commons.  That  hon. 
and  learned  G^tleman,  in  August  last, 
•aid  that  there  were  then  192  ''  sus- 
pects "  in  gaol ;  and  he  added  that  in 
1 1 9  cases  which  he  had  picked  out  from 
the  gross  number  of  offences  it  would 
hawe  been  the  duty  of  any  honest  and 
impartial  jury  to  convict  the  persons  ac- 
ciued. 

The  Committee  had  to  consider  these 
facta,  and  to  endeavour  to  obtain  some 
explanation  of  the  causes  to  which 
thej  were  attributable.  They  had  to 
eonaider,  in  the  first  place,  whether  the 
miaoonduot  of  the  juries  could  be  attri- 
buted to  a  want  of  intelligence  on  the 
part  of  the  juxymen.  That  was  not  an 
,  explanation  which  the  Committee  was 


able  to  accept.  There  had,  no  doubt,  in 
the  early  days  of  the  new  system,  and 
before  the  jurors  became  familiar  with 
their  duties,  been  several  grotesque  ex- 
hibitions of  ignorance  on  their  part.  The 
evidence,  however,  went  to  show  that  in 
this  respect  the  common  juries  were 
steadily  improving ;  and  he  was  bound 
to  add  that  he  did  not  believe  that  any- 
one acquainted  with  the  character  of  the 
Irish  peasants  would  accuse  them  of  being 
deficient  in  point  of  intelligence. 

Then,  again,  there  was  the  question 
of  intimidation.  Beyond  all  doubt  there 
were  oases  in  which  fear  had  operated. 
How  could  it  be  otherwise,  at  a  time 
when  terrorism  was  so  prevalent,  and 
when  persons  in  every  class  of  life,  and 
in  regard  to  every  kind  of  transaction, 
were  deterred  by  throats  from  acting 
according  to  their  own  judgments.  They 
had  had,  within  the  last  few  days,  a 
striking  illustration  of  this.  The  Go- 
vernment had  been  obliged  to  offer  a 
reward  of  £100  for  the  detection  of  per- 
sons who  had,  in  the  city  of  Cork,  posted 
placards  threatening  with  vengeance  any 
jurors  who  should  venture  to  do  their 
duty  during  the  recent  Assizes.  There 
could,  therefore,  scarcely  be  a  doubt 
that  jurors  were  at  times  liable  to  suoli 
intimidation.  The  conclusion,  however, 
to  which  the  Committee  had  come  was 
that,  if  there  had  been  miscarriages  of 
justice,  they  were  due  not  so  much  to 
the  ignorance  or  to  the  fears  of  the 
jurors  as  to  a  third  cause,  partly  con- 
nected with  the  unfortunate  history  of 
the  country,  partly  resulting  from  the 
pernicious  influences  which  had  lately 
been  brought  to  bear  upon  the  unedu- 
cated classes  in  Ireland.  He  was  afraid 
they  could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  the 
sympathies  of  the  people  were  entirely 
opposed  to  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
that,  in  judging  of  certain  questions,  |they 
adopted  a  standard  of  right  and  wrong 
which  was  not  the  standard  of  any  Act 
of  Parliament.  It  had  been  stated  to 
the  Committee  by  witnesses  that  the 
people  habitually  spoke  of  one  class 
of  crime  as  being  **  dirty,"  and  of  an- 
other class  as  being  *'  clean."  They 
would  say — **  Yes ;  I  was  convicted,  but 
not,  thank  God,  for  anything  dis- 
gpraceful."  The  kind  of  crime  which  was 
considered  as  specially  venial  was,  in  the 
first  place,  any  offence  arising  out  of 
political  or  social  differences.     Then  it 
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appeared  that  tlie  whole  class  of  aggra- 
vated assaults  were  looked  upon  in  a 
particularly  favourable  light  by  com- 
mon jurors.  One  witness  spoke  of  the 
**  usual  Tipperary  fracture,"  which  in- 
volved not  only  the  breaking  of  the  law, 
but  the  breaUng  of  another  person's 
head,  as  being  regarded  with  exceptional 
indulgence.  But  it  was,  above  all,  in 
cases  arising,  directly  or  indirectly,  out 
of  land  that  juries  could  not  be  depended 
upon  to  do  their  duty.  In  such  cases 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  jurors 
entered  the  box  having  made  up  their 
minds  to  acquit  the  accused.  As  the 
Prime  Minister  said,  last  summer — **  In 
agrarian  cases  the  whole  judicial  system 
had  completely  broken  down  ; "  and  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson  said  that — 

''  To  send  such  cases  for  trial,  and  to  send 
Judges  round  to  try  them,  with  a  certainty  of  a 
failure  of  justice,  was  a  great  deal  worse  than 
useless,  because  it  was  the  worst  public  mani- 
festation of  the  impunity  with  which  crime 
might  be  committed. 

It  came,  therefore,  to  this — that  they 
had  in  Ireland  to  deal  with  a  society 
which  was  purely  agricultural,  with  a 
great  epidemic  of  agrarian  crime,  and 
with   a   system   of  trial    under  which 
criminals  were  tried  by  juries  composed 
almost    entirely  of  persons  who,   as   a 
rule,  belonged  to  the  same  class  as  the 
criminal ;    and    who,   in    many  cases, 
entered  the  jury-box  with  the  deliberate 
intention  of  disregarding  the  law.     In 
view  of  such  declarations  and  such  cases, 
the  Committee  had  to  consider  whether 
they  could  suggest  any  remedy  for  this 
deplorable  state  of  things.     They  had, 
first,  to  deal  with  the  manner  in  which 
the  juries  were  composed.     As  to  in- 
creasing the  rating  qualification  of  jurors, 
they  thought  that  was  not  possible,  be- 
cause, while    a   large  increase   in  the 
rating  qualification   would  in   a  groat 
number  of  districts  get  rid  of  the  jury 
panel  altogether,  a  slight  increase  of  the 
qualification  would   certainly   not  lead 
them  into  the  stratum  of  jurors  whom 
they  could  depend  upon   as  free  from 
the  influences  to  which  he  had  referred. 
They  considered,  therefore,  that  if  any- 
thing was  to  be  done  in  the  direction  of 
improving  the  composition  of  the  juries, 
it  snould  be  attempted  rather  by  infusing 
into  the  panel  some  of  that  variety  in 
which,  as  he  had  stated  to  their  Lordsnips, 
it  was  at  present  so  lamentably  deficient. 
The  Committee,  with  that  object,  made 
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certain  reoommendationB.    They  recom- 
mended  that    the    panel    should    be 
strengthened  by  adding  to  the  qualifica- 
tions now  in  force  certain  special  quali- 
fications by  means  of  which  persons  who 
had  not  the  necessary  rating  qualifica- 
tion, but  who  were  o&erwise  fit  for  ser- 
vice on  the  jury,  might   be  admitted. 
They  also  proposed  a  diminution  in  the 
number  of  exemptions ;  and  in  order  to 
make  sure  that  those  jurors  who  be- 
longed to  a  class  superior  to  the  rest 
should  be  represented,  not  only  on  the 
panel,  but  in  the  jury-box,  they  recom- 
mended that  the  fines  now  imposed  for 
non-attendance  should  be  enforced  with 
more  strictness  than  at  present.    They 
further  suggested  that  upon  every  com- 
mon jury  there  should  be  three  jurors 
with  the  higher  qualifications  required, 
for  service  on  the  special  jury — an  ar- 
rangement which,  he  believed,  prevailed 
in  Scotland,  and  which  it  was  considered, 
worked  very  well.    They  also  proposed 
that  persons  on  the  common  jury  should 
be  relieved  of   their  duties  as  grand 
jurors  in  connection  with  the  criminal 
business  of  the  Assizes ;    and,  finallvi 
they  suggested  that  the  right  of  chfu- 
leng^ng  the  jury  panel  in  cases  of  felony 
should  be  reduced  from  20  to  six.   Th6J 
believed  that  these  modifications  in  the 
law  recommended    by  the    Committee 
would  tend  to  improve  the  compositi(a 
of  the  juries. 

Although  the  Committee  thought  that 
these  changes  would  be  useml,  and 
would  do  something  towards  removinff 
the  imperfections  which  experience  haa 
disclosed  in  the  existing  law,  they  conld 
not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  theee 
changes  alone  would  be  absolutely  in- 
sufficient to  improve  the  state  of  things 
which  was  found  to  be  in  existence* 
They  believed  that  if  any  improvement 
was  to  take  place  they  would  have  to  go 
further.  They  had,  in  the  first  place,  to 
consider  the  fact  that  during  a  time  when 
agitation  was  prevalent  in  Ireland,  a 
great  number  of  ofionces  were  being 
continually  committed — not,  perhaps,  is 
themselves  of  a  very  serious  nature,  bat 
very  serious  when  they  were  considered 
as  being  the  manifestations  of  deeply- 
seated  social  disorganization.  Suohw- 
fences  as  those  of  intimidation,  assanlti 
interference  with  persons  eng^affed  in 
carrying  out  the  law,  and  so  form,  weie 
the  kind  of  offences  from  which  the  agita- 
tion in  Ireland  derived  its  real  strengthf 
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and  it  was  dear  that  something  must 
be  done  to  deal  effectuidlj  with  them. 
And  what  was  the  most  effective  way  of 
dealing  with  them  ?    Their  Lordships 
vonld  agree  with  him  that  such  offences 
should  he  dealt  with,  not  necessarily  with 
mordinate  seyerity,  hut  with  prompti- 
tude and  a  certainty  of  justice.    What 
V88  the  case  now  ?    He  was  afraid  that 
an  exactly  opposite  state  of  things  pre- 
railed  in  Ireland ;  so  that,  although  the 
lav  might  award  a  severe  punishment, 
it  was  either  very  tardily  inflicted,  or  not 
inflicted  at  all,  to  the  complete  frustra- 
tion of  the   ends  of  justice.      Either 
through  unwillingness  to  incur  the  odium 
of  deciding  the  cases,  or  through  such 
eaaee  not  being   actually  within  their 
jnrisdiction,   or  because  they  believed 
that  the  penalty  they  could  impose  was 
iosofficient,  the  magistrates  nearly  al- 
^T8  sent  these  cases  for  trial.   The  per- 
ion  Buspected  probably  would  be  let  out 
on  bail.    Weeks  and  months  passed  by, 
ttd  in  the  end,  when  the  accused  was 
tried  before  a  jury,  he  was,  very  likely, 
ioquitted,  amidst  the  applause  of  those 
ttNmbled  in  Court.     To  remedy  such 
a  state  of  things,  the  Committee  sug- 
gested that  the  summary  powers  of  the 
magistrates  should  be  revised,  and  made 
BufBdently  extensive  to  enable  them  to 
deal  with  such  offences  as  cases  of  rioting, 
^ggnLy^ted   assault,  cases    of   forcible 
possession  where  the  question  of  right 
had  already  been  decided  by  a  Court  of 
Law,  assaults  on  process  servers  and  all 
agents  of  the  law,  posting  or  sending 
threatening  notices,    intimidation,  and 
other  offences  of  a  like  character.    They 
also  recommended  that  the  magistrates 
should  be  bound  to  deal  with  such  cases, 
and  should  not  send  them  for  trial  by 
jury,  unless  by  special  direction  of  the 
Public  Prosecutor.    They  further  sug- 
gested that  when  such  cases  were  dealt 
with  by  the  local  magistrates,  they  should 
be  assisted  by  the  resident,  and  that  in 
this  view  additional  resident  magistrates 
might  be  appointed — a  recommendation 
which  had  been  partly  carried  out  by 
the  recent  appointment  of  special  stipen- 
diary magistrates. 

8uch  an  enlargement  of  the  juris- 
diction of  magistrates  could  only  be 
applicable  to  comparatively  insignifi- 
cant offences,  and  they  had  to  con- 
aider  bow  offences  of  graver  character 
should  be  dealt  with.  As  to  these,  it 
was  auggeated  that,  as  miscarriages  of 


justice  were  often  owing  to  local  and 
social  influences,  these  influences  might 
be  avoided  by  transferring  the  trial,  in 
all  cases  where  such  influences  might 
be  expected  to  operate,  to  places  beyond 
the  reach  of  such  influences.  That  was 
a  suggestion  which  had  much  to  recom- 
mend it ;  the  more  so  because  such  a 
course  had  already  been  resorted  to 
under  the  existing  law,  and  with  good 
results.  Where  proof  was  forthcoming 
that  there  was  no  prospect  of  a  fair  tri^ 
in  the  place  where  it  would  naturally 
proceed,  an  application  might  already  be 
made  to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for 
permission  to  change  the  venue.  The 
success  which  had  lately  attended  the 
Winter  Assizes,  at  which  offences  were 
tried  away  from  the  local  venue,  offered 
further  encouragement  in  this  direction ; 
and  the  Committee  were  of  opinion  that 
every  facility  should  be  given  for  such 
changes  of  venue  wherever  the  circum- 
stances called  for  it.  There  were,  how- 
ever, obvious  limits  to  the  extent  to  which 
such  an  expedient  could  be  resorted  to. 
The  removal  of  a  trial  from  one  part 
to  another  of  a  district  suffering  from 
the  effects  of  the  agitation  would  be 
useless,  while  its  removal  to  an  en- 
tirely different  district,  such  as  from 
Cork  to  Belfast,  might  not  be  fair  to 
the  prisoner.  The  consideration  of  these 
facts  forced  upon  them  the  conclusion 
that,  if  anything  was  to  be  done  to 
stem  the  tide  of  agitation  in  Ireland, 
and  to  avoid  the  recurrence  of  abuses 
which  had  come  to  their  knowledge,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  take  steps  of  a  con- 
siderably more  stringent  and  far-reach- 
ing character ;  and,  after  carefully  weigh- 
ing all  the  circumstances,  the  majority 
of  the  Committee  had  agreed  to  insert  the 
following  paragraphs  in  the  Keport :  — 

"Tho  evidence  which  we  have  taken  has 
forced  us  to  the  conclusion  that  as  long  as  a 
large  portion  of  Ireland  continues  under  the 
influence  of  the  present  agfitation,  the  adoption 
of  the  steps  we  have  suggested  will  probably 
not  prove  sufficient  to  insure  the  punishment  of 
crime,  and  to  restore  public  confidence  in  the 
minds  of  the  law-abiding  portion  of  the  popn- 
lation. 

**  The  evidence  shows  that  the  area  in  which 
trial  by  jury  has  broken  down  is  not  a  small 
one,  and  that  the  social  disorder,  of  which  this 
is  one  of  the  numerous  manifestations,  is  so 
deeply  seated,  that  its  rapid  disappearance  can- 
not be  confidently  looked  for ;  nothing  will  so 
much  retard  its  appearance  as  the  prolongation 
of  a  state  of  things  under  which  crime  can  bo 
committed  with  impunity,  and  justice  publicly 
outraged. 
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change  so  stringent  as  that  which  they 
oonditionallj  recommended  should  be 
Teeorted  to.  What  he  thought  they 
had  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
was,  whether  the  success  of  that  mea- 
lure,  and  the  success  of  their  policy 
m  Ireland,  had  been  such  as  to  render 
it  possible  to  govern  that  country 
without  some  further  steps  for  securing 
tike  enforcement  of  the  law  ?  What 
had  been  their  experience  since  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  was  written? 
They  had  had,  in  the  first  place,  the 
Winter  Assizes.  He  knew  that  the  con- 
dnct  of  the  juries  during  the  Winter 
Assizes  was  a  subject  of  a  great  deal  of 
oongratalation  ;  and,  no  doubt,  that  con- 
duct did  present  a  marked  contrast  with 
ihe  conduct  of  other  juries ;  but  their 
Lordships  must  remember  that  the  ex- 
perience of  the  Winter  Assizes  was  ab- 
solutely worthless  as  any  indication  of 
what  die  conduct  of  the  juries  in  ordi- 
nary Assizes  was  likely  to  be.  In  the 
^ter  Assizes  the  juries  were  composed, 
to  a  great  extent,  not  of  persons  of  the 
Arming  dass,  but  of  tradespeople  and 
shopkeepers.     In  fact,  the  Chief  Secre- 

ato  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  stated 
.  tidy  that  the  Cork  juries  were  doing 
&eir  duty  because  the  shopkeepers  were 
beginning  to  find  out  that  non-payment 
(A  rent  meant  non-payment  of  debts. 
That  was  the  real  explanation  of  the  im- 
proved conduct  of  the  juries  at  the  Win- 
ter Assizes.  Then  they  had  the  Spring 
Assizes.  Of  course,  there  were  no  statis- 
tics yet  open  to  the  public  with  regard 
to  them ;  but  he  had  given  attention  to 
the  reports  of  what  took  place  in  the 
different  districts,  and  he  observed  that 
there  had  been  in  most  of  the  Circuits  a 
very  large  increase  of  crime,  notably  of 
agrarian  crimes,  and  that  a  very  few  per- 
sons had  been  made  amenable — while  of 
those  who  had  been  made  amenable,  a 
mere  handful,  whom  they  count  over  on 
their  fingers,  were  convicted.  He  saw 
that  the  acquittals  were  specially  nume- 
rous in  agrarian  cases,  and  that  when 
there  was  an  acquittal,  although  the  evi- 
dence might  be  of  the  strongest  possible 
ehantcter,  the  result  was  generally  ac- 
companied with  those  scandalous  scenes, 
the  verdict  of  acquittal,  or  the  disagree- 
ment of  the  jury,  being  again  and  again 
receired  witn  the  tumtdtuous  applause  of 
crowded  Conrts.  In  one  or  two  cases, 
moreover,  he  had  observed  that  the  Judges 
Jmd  rebidced  the  jurors  for  the  manner 


in  which  they  performed  their  duties. 
All  these  were  ominous  and  disquieting 
facts,  and  he  would  be  glad  if  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  could  re-assure 
the  House  with  regard  to  them.  If  the 
Government  could  not  re-assure  them,  if 
the  tide  of  disaffection  was  not  receding, 
if  the  juries  were  still  deliberately  dis- 
regarding their  oath,  then  their  Lord- 
ships might  depend  upon  it  that  they 
would  have  to  make  out  a  debtor  and 
creditor  account  against  trial  by  jury  in 
Ireland ;  and  if  they  found  that  its  ad- 
vantages were  outweighed  by  the  mis- 
carriage of  justice  and  by  the  outrages  to 
common  decency  to  which  it  had  g^ven 
rise,  then  they  would  have  fearlessly  to 
find  some  other  means  of  trial  to  put  in 
its  place.  Above  all  things,  they  should 
divest  their  minds  of  the  superstition 
that  to  replace  trial  by  jury  by  trial 
without  jury  was  necessarily  a  great 
infringement  of  public  liberty.  It  might 
well  be  asked  what  room  there  was 
for  public  liberty  in  Ireland  in  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  that  country  ?  Puolio 
liberty  was  being  crushed  out  of  exist- 
ence in  Ireland  between  the  repres- 
sive measures  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  driven  to  resort  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  domestic  tyranny  of 
the  Land  League  on  the  other.  They 
had  on  the  one  side  intimidation,  ter- 
rorism, and  outrages  of  every  kind — 
'  *  Boycotting,  *  *  mutilation,  panic,  murder ; 
they  had  on  the  other  suppression  of 
the  freedom  of  public  speech,  the  prohi- 
bition of  free  discussion,  and  the  impri- 
sonment without  trial  of  large  numbers 
of  the  Queen's  subjects.  Which  of  the 
two  was  the  greatest  interference  with 
liberty — to  keep  a  man  for  months  to- 
gether in  prison  without  any  trial  at  all, 
or  to  put  him  on  his  trial  before  a  pro- 
perly-constituted tribunal,  even  although 
that  tribunal  was  not  aided  by  a  jury  ?  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  moment  was  not 
one  for  squeamishness  in  regard  to  liberty 
in  Ireland  ;  and  he  was  only  afraid  that, 
in  this  and  in  other  matters,  they  might 
be  found  clinging  to  the  mere  semblance 
and  shadow  of  liberty  long  after  the  sub  • 
stance  of  it  had  lost  its  place  in  their  midst. 
After  all,  was  it  quite  clear  that  trial 
by  jury  was  so  essential  in  the  in- 
terests of  liberty  and  of  the  rights  of 
individuals  ?  Had  their  Lordships  con- 
sidered the  enormous  number  of  cases 
which  were  already  in  the  United  King- 
dom disposed  of  by  magistrates  without 
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any  juries  at  all  ?  In  England,  speaking 
roughly,  517,000  cases  were  so  disposed 
of  by  magistrates  without  a  jury,  against 
14,000  sent  for  trial  before  a  jury;  in 
Ireland  there  were  nearly  200,000  cases 
dealt  with  summarily  by  the  magistrates, 
and  only  1,600  cases  sent  for  trial — 
that  was  to  say  that,  taking  the  whole 
United  Kingdom,  out  of  every  46  cases, 
46  were  already  tried  without  any  jury 
at  all.  Tlien,  again,  in  civil  cases, 
they  had  but  to  consider  the  enormous 
amount  of  business  transacted  in  the 
County  Courts  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
There  were  about  750,000  cases  tried 
in  the  County  Courts,  of  which  only 
about  1,000  were  tried  before  a  jury. 
He  observed,  further,  that  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Law  of  Judi- 
cial Procedure  recommended  additional 
changes  in  the  direction  of  supersed- 
ing trial  by  jury  in  civil  cases.  He 
did  not  think  it  could  be  contended, 
in  face  of  these  facts,  that  trial  by  jury 
was  really  and  absolutely  essential  to 
the  protection  of   litigants  or   to  the 

E reservation  of  public  rights.  Trial 
y  jury  was  a  means  to  an  end.  The 
end  was  to  secure  public  sympathy  on 
the  side  of  the  law,  and  to  have  the  law 
effectually  enforced.  If  trial  by  jury 
failed  to  obtain  those  ends,  they  must 
provide  some  means  which  would  do  so. 
He  had  put  this  Notice  on  the  Paper 
because  he  thought  the  evidence  col- 
lected by  their  Lordships'  Committee 
too  important  to  be  consigned  to  the 
limbo  of  forgotten  Blue  Books.  He 
would  not  ask  Ministers  for  a  premature 
disclosure  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  for  he  knew  the  difference 
between  the  position  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber who  asked  a  Question  and  a  Member 
of  the  Government  who  had  to  answer 
it.  Still,  he  felt  that  upon  some  of  these 
points  Ministers  might  vouchsafe  the 
House  a  little  information.  The  Com- 
mittee had  recommended,  unconditionally 
and  apart  from  the  concluding  portions 
of  their  Report,  certain  alterations  in 
procedure  intended  to  remedy  grave 
defects  which  experience  had  disclosed 
in  the  working  of  the  jury  system  in 
Ireland.  He  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  Government  might  tell 
their  Lordships  whether,  upon  the  whole, 
they  agreed  in  the  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  upon  these  points,  and 
whether,  when  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
-ness  permitted,  they  would  consider  the 
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propriety  of  taking  some  steps  in  order 
to  give  effect  to  those  recommendationB. 
As  to  the  further  and  more  serious  re- 
commendation of   the  Committee,   the 
House  would  bear  in  mind  that  it  was 
made  conditionally.     The  suspension  of 
trial  by  jury  was  advocated  only  in  the 
event  of  the  state  of  Ireland  showing  no 
improvement,  and  of  a  continuation  of 
the  scandals  which  he  had  described. 
They  had,  he  thought,  a  right  to  ask 
Ministers  whether  those   scandals  still 
continued  ;  whether  it  was  still  the  case 
that  owing  to  the  conduct  of  the  juries 
''  crime  can  be  committed  with  impunity, 
and  justice  publicly  outraged  ; "  if  so, 
if  there  was  no  alteration  in  the  state 
of  things  disclosed  to  the  Committee  in 
August  last,  they  had  no  choice  but  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  what  steps 
they  proposed  to  take  in  order  to  make 
good  those  words  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  in  which  he  had 
solemnly  pledged  the  Government  to  pro- 
vide necessary  means  for  the  due  main- 
tenance of  the  law  and  the  punishment 
of  offenders  ?    The  noble  Marquess  con- 
cluded by  asking  the  Question  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

LoKD  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  was 
not  surprised  that  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  should 
liave  thought  it  well  to  make  the  able 
statement  which  he  had  made  to  the 
House  with  respect  to  the  proceed* 
ings  and  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  last  Session  upon  the 
Irish  Jury  Laws.  That  was  a  Commit- 
tee of  great  importance ;  and  he  (Lord 
Carlingford)  might  be  permitted  to  say 
that  the  Report  prepared  by  his  noble 
Friend  was  as  well-considered  a  Report 
as  ever  was  adopted  by  a  Committee  of 
that  importance  dealing  with  so  weighty 
a  subject.  That  Report  consisted  of  two 
parts.  The  larger  part,  upon  which  the 
Committee  were  happily  unanimoas,ooii- 
sisted  of  recommendations  of  various  re- 
forms in  the  system  of  Irish  Jury  Laws. 
The  smaller  and  latter  part  of  the  Be- 
port,  and  one  of  the  greatest  and  moit 
critical  importance,  was  of  a  Tery  dif- 
ferent nature.  It  did  not  recommend 
reform,  but  the  suspension  of  trial  by 
jury  in  Ireland.  That  recommendation 
was  made  in  the  most  guarded  and  most 
careful  terms,  and  evidently  with  the 
fullest  conviction  of  the  grave  and  sen* 
ous  character  which  it  bore.  It  was  not 
oven  a  recommendation  made  positivdlj 
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to  the  Oovernment,  or  by  way  of  direct 
advice  to  Parliament.     It  was  made  in 
terms  which  left  it  to  the  responsibility 
and  discretion  of  the  Government  as  to 
whether  it  should  be  adopted  or  not, 
and  as  to  when  it  should  be  adopted. 
It  did  not  attempt  to  recommend  or  sug- 
gest what  mode  of  trial  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  trial  by  jury.     Of  that  re- 
commendation»  however  guarded,  how- 
erer  cautious  it  might  be,  the  minority 
of  the  Committee,  including  his  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil and  himself,  were  not  able  to  take 
the  responsibility,  or  to  concur  in   it. 
His  noble    Friend  (the    Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  had  been  very  critical  as 
to  the  language  of   the   Amendment 
which  was   moved    by    himself  (Lord 
Oarlingford),  and  which  was  concurred 
itt  by  the   minority  of   the    Commit- 
tee, and  it  was  very  possible  that  the 
inere  words  of   the  Amendment  were 
iiot  the  best  that  could  have  been  chosen. 
He  did  not  deny  that  that  might  be  so. 
Bat  the  noble  Marquess  said  that  the 
difference  between  the  majority  and  the 
minority  of  the  Committee  appeared  to 
be  infinitesimally  small.     The  difference 
was  this — that  the  minority,  including 
iimself  (Lord  Carlingford),  declined  to 
concur  in  the  advice  and  recommenda- 
tion which  his  noble  Friend  desired  to 
offer ;    while    the    majority    concurred 
with  him  in  giving  that  advice,  and  in 
making  that  recommendation.    This,  he 
thought,  was  a  distinction  and  a  differ- 
ence which  hardly  could  be  described 
as  infinitesimal.     He  did  not  complain 
in  the  least  of  the  appeal  that  had  just 
been  made  to  the  Government  on  the 
subject  of  the  suspension  of  trial  by  jury 
in  certain  districts  in  Ireland;  but  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  his  attitude  to- 
wards the  recommendation  must  be  the 
same  that  day  as  it  was  on  the  day 
when  the  Heport  of  the  Committee  was 
adopted.  He  was  not  able,  on  the  part  of 
the  Oovemment,  to  take  a  different  atti- 
tude at  the  present  moment.     He  was 
not  able  to  do  what  his  noble  Friend 
invited  him  to  do,  for  it  was  impossible 
for  him,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
to  announce  further  legislation  in  con- 
nection with  the  subject  at  that  critical 
period  in  Ireland.    The  Government  had 
already,  by  the  aid  of  Parliament,  fur- 
nished its  Kepresentatives  in  Ireland 
with  laws  of  the  most  vigorous  and  ex- 
ceptional kind.    They  had  been,   and 


were  still  using,  the  powers  so  given 
to  them,  and  all  other  powers,  to  the 
very  utmost  of  their  ability ;  and,  as  he 
had  already  said,  it  was  not  his  duty 
now  to  announce  to  their  Lordships  any 
further  legislation  upon  the  subject. 
Their  Lordships,  therefore,  would  pro- 
bably not  blame  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment if  he  (Lord  Carlingford),  on  their 
part,  declined  to  discuss  with  his  noble 
Friend  under  these  circumstances,  and 
at  that  time,  the  question  of  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Jury  Laws  in  Ireland.  He 
would  only  make  one  observation  con- 
nected with  the  part  of  his  noble  Friend's 
speech  that  related  to  the  experience  which 
they  had  had  of  trial  by  juries  in  Ireland 
since  the  sitting  of  this  Committee,  and 
since  the  adoption  of  its  Eeport.  He 
referred  to  the  experience  gained  at  the 
Winter  and  Spring  Assizes.  He  thought 
his  noble  Friend  had  underrated  the 
importance  of  the  experience  gained  at 
the  Winter  Assizes.  As  far  as  his  own 
experience  went  of  the  Winter  and 
Spring  Assizes  in  Ireland,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  remarkable  success  of  a 
good  many  trials  in  strictly  agrarian 
cases  in  the  South  of  Ireland  showed 
more  strongly  than  ever  the  important 
effect  of  removing  the  trial  of  agrarian 
offences  from  the  district  in  which  they 
had  been  perpetrated,  and  the  associa- 
tions of  the  place  where  they  were  com- 
mitted. He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  if  these  facts  had  been  then  before 
them  the  Report  upon  that  point  would 
have  been  considerably  stronger  than  it 
was  at  present.  As  to  the  Spring  As- 
sizes, he  was  obliged  to  agree  with 
his  noble  Friend  that  the  results  had 
been  of  a  different  kind.  The  number 
of  cases  tried  had  not  been  large ; 
but  in  many  of  them  undoubtedly  the 
results  had  been  most  unfortunate,  and 
there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that 
during  these  Assizes  there  had  been 
serious  and  lamentable  failures  of  jus- 
tice, though  the  contrary  had  been  the 
case  in  some  few  remarkable  excep- 
tions. He  wished,  at  the  same  time,  to 
add  that  the  main  and  salient  fact  in 
connection  with  these  Assizes  was  un- 
doubtedly the  extremely  small  number 
of  cases  which  had  been  brought  to 
trial.  That  was  the  first  fact  that  struck 
one  in  examining  the  circumstances — 
namely,  the  lamentable  absence  of  evi- 
dence, and  the  deplorable  unwillingness 
of  the  sufferers  themselves  to  prosecute. 
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Passing  now  from  the  question  of  tlie 
suspension  of  trial  by  jury  in  Ireland 
to  the  valuable  suggestions  made  in  the 
Heport  for  the  amendment  of  the  Irish 
Jury  Laws,  and  for  strengthening  the 
weaker  points  of  the  system  which 
had  been  so  carefully  investigated  by 
the  Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
he  wished  to  say  that  with  respect  to 
that  part  of  the  Heport  he  was  of  the 
same  opinion  now  as  he  was  at  the  time. 
The  Govemment  felt  fullv  both  the  im- 
portance  of  the  subject  itself  and  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee ;  and 
it  was  their  belief  that  those  recommen- 
dations would  form  important  materials 
for  the  improvement  of  the  Irish  jury 
system  when  time  and  opportunity  could 
be  found  for  dealing  with  the  subject. 
With  that  qualification  he  could  assure 
his  noble  Friend  that  the  Govemment 
acknowledged  the  weakness  and  imper- 
fections, in  some  important  respects,  of 
the  Irish  jury  system ;  but  he  must  say 
that  the  time  and  opportunity  had  not 
yet  arrived  when,  with  the  assistance  of 
the  Heport  of  their  Lordships'  Commit- 
tee, those  defects  might  be  removed,  and 
those  weaknesses  might  be  cured. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  think  many  of  us  will  be  dis- 
posed to  find  any  very  serious  fault  with 
the  answer  which  has  been  given  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Lord 
Carlingford)  to  the  very  able  and 
powerful  statement  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Lausdowne).  I 
do  not  think  we  shall  be  disposed  to  find 
fault,  when  we  consider  the  position  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  that  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  is  not  able  to  announce  any 
measures  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
— the  Government,  perhaps,  not  having 
made  up  their  minds,  or,  if  they  have,  con- 
sidering it  inexpedient  at  present  to  dis- 
close them.  But,  having  said  so  much,  I 
feel  that  thanks  are  due  to  the  noble 
Marquess  for  having  brought  the  subject 
forward ;  and  I  should  deem  it  almost  a 
neglect  of  my  duty  if  I  failed  to  express 
the  obligations  we  are  under  to  my  noble 
Friend,  on  behalf  of  this  House,  and  on 
behalf  of  this  country,  and,  I  will  add, 
on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  for 
the  dignified,  thoughtful,  and  temperate 
statement  which  he  has  made.  I  should 
like,  also,  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  the  alleged  failure  of  the  measures 
of  coercion  which  last  year  were  taken 
by  the  present  Govemment.     It  is  com- 1 
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monly  said  that  these  measaret  of  ooer- 
oion  have  wholly  failed.  I  oannot  see  the 
justice  of  that  observation.     They  cer- 
tainly have  not  suoceeded  in  preventing 
terrible  outrage  and  crime  in  Ireland,  or 
the  continuance  of  crime  in  Ireland ;  but 
those  who  say  that  these  measures  have 
failed  forget  that  but  for  these  mea- 
sures  crime  might  have  been  ten-fold 
more    rampant  than  it  is  at  present. 
They  have  failed  in  this  sense,  certainly 
— that  they  have  not  produced  a  com- 
plete reform ;   but  it  does  not  follow 
that    they  have  failed  in  diminishing 
crime.      I    must   point    out,   however, 
what  is  the  real  character  of  these  mea- 
sures of  coercion  to  which  the  GK>vern* 
ment  and  Parliament  have  had  recourse. 
The  noble  Marquess  asks  us  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  trial  by  jury  has  failed 
in  Ireland.  Is  this  a  very  terrible  thing, 
when  the  Govemment  haa  come  to  the 
conclusion  long  ago  that  it  was  necessary 
to  give  them  arbitrary  powers  to  arrest 
and  imprison  men    without   any  trial 
whatever?    It  is  a  far  more  arbitraij' 
system  of  coercion  which  you  have  had 
recourse  to  than  that  which  is  pointed  to 
by  my  noble  Friend.     It  is  a  course  of 
coercion  of  which  the  country  has  reason 
to  be  ashamed,  in  this  sense,  that  tho 
Government  of  Ireland  should  be  oom- 
pelled  to  resort  to  such  measures.  Well, 
now,  it  is  quite  evident  that  the  measorefl 
of  coercion  to  which  we  had  recoarse 
last  year  are  in  some  dancer  of  produc- 
ing a  re- action  in  the  pubTio  mind.  It  ii 
inevitable,  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,   that  when,    under  these  powen 
which  Parliament  has  committed  to  yoa 
— I  am  not  arguing  that  Parliament  wu 
wrong — I  believe  it  was  a  necessity — ^bat 
the  consequence  of  these  powers,  to  a 
very  large  extent,  has  been  that  men*f 
minds  have  become  shocked  with  the  fiut 
that  500,  600,  or  700  persons  are  or  hats 
been  in  prison  in  Ireland  without  haring 
had  any  trial  whatever.    It  is  inevitable 
that  there  should  be  a  re-action  in  thepab* 
lie  mind.     But  one  cannot  help  looidiig 
forward  with  some  alarm  to  the  Parlia^ 
mentary    condition    of    things.     Thase 
powers  of  coercion  which  the  Gbrem* 
ment  possess  are  limited  in  point  of  tims. 
and,  therefore,  we  shall  have  to  ooniider 
what  is  to  be  done.    The  QoTemmsBl 
will  very  soon  have  to  make  up  its  mind 
whether  they  wiU  ask  Parliament  to  le* 
new  them.     I  ask,  is  it  possible,  in  {hi 
face  of  the  facts  brought  before  us  to- 
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night  bj  the  noble  MarqneBS,  to  deny 
that  strong  powers  are  necessary  in  the 
hands  of  the  GoTemment  in  regard  to 
agrarian  crime  in  Ireland?    Then  you 
must  make  your  choice  between  continu- 
ing a  purely  arbitrary  system  of  arrest 
without  any  trial  at  all,  or  so  strengthen- 
ing the  ordinary  law  that  through  the 
law  you  can  strike  the  wrongdoer.   You 
are  holding  in  prison  some  600  or  700 
men  whom  you  suspect  of  having  in- 
cited to  crime.     That  is  a  very  strong 
power;  it  is  a  power  which  you  have 
been  compelled  to  use  to  a  large  extent, 
and  no  one  has  confessed  more  frankly 
than  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  he  has  been  obliged  to  exert  those 
powers  to  a  much  larger  extent  than 
he  expected  when  Parliament  intrusted 
tiiem  to  him.    It  may  be  that  those 
powers  will  have  to  be  renewed ;  but  I, 
lorone,  frankly  state  that  I  would  infi- 
nitely prefer  to  see  a  strengthening  of  the 
ordinary  law  in  the  direction  pointed  out 
hy  my  noble  Friend  than  any  indefinite 
piolongation  of  these  arbitrary  powers. 
I  agree  very  much  with  all  the  argu- 
Bonts  and  statements  which  have  been 
Buide  by  the  noble  Marquess.    I  think 
there  is  an  undue  superstition  with  re- 
gard to  trial  by  jury.    It  has  been  a 
Rreat  bulwark,  no  doubt,   of  political 
veedom,  and  I  believe  and  trust  it  will 
oontinue  to  be  so ;  but  there  are  condi- 
tions of  society — and  really  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  is  one — in  which  trial 
by  jury  is  practically  useless  for  the  de- 
tection and  punishment  of  crime.    You 
have  passed  a  great  remedial  measure, 
and  you  have  given  a  great  deal  of  the 
property  of  Ireland  over  to  the  farmers, 
and  you  ought  now  to  insist  upon  it,  by 
a  judicious  strengthening  of  the  ordi- 
nary law,  that  crime  shall  be  repressed ; 
and  ly  for  one,   would  recommend  the 
remedy  suggested  by  my  noble  Friend, 
that  in  agrarian  cases,  well  -  defined, 
and  in  districts  well-defined  also,  those 
ofTencee  should  be  tried  before  a  Commis- 
eion  of  Judges.  I  believe  that  is  the  only 
way  in  which  you  can  repress  crime. 
The  state  of  things  in  Ireland  is  really 
frightfnl.    My  noble  Friend,  since  he 
tat  down,  has  put  this  telegpram  into  my 
hands.     In  some  of  the  morning  papers 
your  Lordships   may  have   seen   that 
there  has  been  another  terrible  agrarian 
murder  in  Ireland.     This  information 
hat  been  forwarded  to  him.     I  do  not 
gire  the  names  of  the  persons  from 
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whom  it  comes ;  but  it  bears  so  directly 
on  the  condition  of  things  we  are  now 
discussing,  that  I  will  read  it  to  the 
House — 

''  You  may  state  that  Mr.  Arthur  Herhert  was 
shot  dead  yesterday,  because  he  told  the  Judge  at 
the  last  Assizes  that  a  fellow-juror  had  stated  he 
would  hold  out  for  a  week  before  he  would  find 
a  verdict  of  guilty." 

Here  is  a  case  where  there  is  every 
reason  to  believe  that  this  murder  has 
been  committed  because  one  man  in- 
sisted on  doing  his  duty  as  juror  in 
giving  information  to  the  Judge  in  re- 
gard to  the  conduct  of  his  fellows.  I  do 
not  wish  to  make  a  speech,  following  up 
this  matter,  further  than  to  say  that  when 
such  is  the  state  of  Ireland,  none  of  us 
would  wish  to  say  anything  which  would 
embarrass  the  Government.  I  wish  to 
say  everything  that  I  can  to  help  the 
Government  in  expressing  the  opinion  of 
at  least  many  who  stand  around,  and  on 
this  occasion  I  must  say  that  I  heartily 
concur  in  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend. 
Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  trial  by  jury,  as  it  now  existed  in 
Ireland,  was  in  no  sense  efficacious.  The 
liberties  of  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
be  very  much  better  preserved  than 
they  were  at  present  if  some  temporary 
change  were  to  bo  made  in  the  direction 
which  the  Committee  of  last  year  pointed 
out.  The  evidence  which  came  before 
that  Committee  was  so  convincing, 
backed  up  as  it  was  by  the  opinion 
of  the  most  eminent  Judges  in  Ireland, 
that  they  reluctantly  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  if  things  remained  in  the 
same  state  as  they  were  when  the  Report 
was  made,  they  had  no  other  alternative 
than  to  make  the  recommendations  in 
question  to  the  House.  He  believed  if 
such  changes  were  carried  out  at  the 
present  time,  they  would  shortly  find 
that  the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  would 
rapidly  improve.  The  tenant  farmers, 
the  labourers — in  fact,  every  class  in 
Ireland — were  anxious  that  the  present 
terrorism  should  cease ;  and  he  would 
ask  their  Lordships  and  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  how  such  a  state  of  things 
could  be  put  an  end  to.  As  long 
as  crime  was  committed  with  perfect 
impunity,  and  as  long  as  people  were 
compelled  to  obey  the  unwritten  law — 
which  their  Lordships  knew  was  really 
the  present  law  of  Ireland— of  course 
he  could  not  expect  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government    should    be    prepared    to 
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make  sucli  changes  prematurely;  but 
lie  would  ask  them  to  consider  them. 
There  were  at  present  600  or  700  men 
in  gaols  in  Ireland  without  trial.  If 
many  of  those  imprisoned  were  not 
guilty  of  murder,  they  were  guilty  of 
inciting  to  murder;  and  if  a  Commis- 
sion of  Judges  were  sent  down  to  dis- 
tricts such  as  that  with  which  he  was 
particularly  acquainted  to  try  those 
men  who  had  been  taken  up  by  twenties, 
thirties,  and  fifties,  it  would  be  much 
more  satisfactory  to  everyone  concerned, 
and  would  soon  put  an  end  to  the  law- 
lessness which  was  kept  up  by  those 
wretched  secret  societies  which  existed 
in  Ireland.  It  would  be  a  good  thing 
for  Ireland,  and  have  a  much  better 
effect  than  imprisonment  without  trial. 
He  therefore  trusted  the  Government 
would  consider  whether  it  was  not 
much  better  to  have  a  ready  and  prompt 
trial  by  a  Commission  of  Judges,  or 
even  the  establishment  of  martial  law, 
than  to  allow  the  country  to  drift  into 
a  still  more  dangerous  state  than  it  was 
at  present.  No  one  was  better  pleased 
than  he  was  by  the  success  of  the  Win- 
ter Assizes;  but  he  was  much  afraid 
that  its  effect  would  be  to  prop  up  the 
Irish  jury  system  for  a  while  longer. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  that  the  difficulties 
which  they  now  experienced  would  be 
put  an  end  to  by  a  change  of  venue,  and 
the  opinion  of  all  the  Judges  was  to 
that  effect. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said,  he 
was  delighted  to  hear  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll),  with  his  usual 
eloquence,  advocate  what  he  (the  Earl 
of  Dunraven)  had  himself  long  looked 
upon  as  the  only  common-sense  view  of 
that  matter,  and  declare  that,  in  view 
of  the  valuable  evidence  and  the  most 
able  Report  of  the  Committee  which 
had  inquired  into  the  Irish  Jury  system, 
and  taking  into  consideration  what  they 
knew  to  be  the  state  of  Ireland,  the 
only  thing  that  could  under  the  circum- 
stances be  done,  with  any  practical 
effect,  would  be  to  substitute  some  other 
form  of  trial,  instead  of  trial  by  jury, 
for  dealing  with  cases  of  an  agrarian 
nature.  The  Committee  said  that  justice 
had  almost  completely  failed  in  Ireland 
owing  to  various  reasons.  They  reported 
that  in  many  cases  juries  were  subject 
to  such  intimidation  that  they  dared  not 
convict ;  that  in  others  they  were  so  com- 
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pletely  in  sympathy  with  the  aooused  that 
no  intimidation  was  necessary ;  and  also 
that  many  of  the  acts  which  were  con- 
sidered crimes  by  us,  and  which  were 
rightly  considered  crimes,  were  not  con- 
sidered crimes  at  all  by  the  jurors  who  had 
to  try  them.     As  regarded  the  last,  if  a 
crime  was  not  regarded  as  a  crime  by 
jurors,  trial  by  jury  became  a  mean- 
ingless farce;  while  the  only  practical 
way  in  which  jurors   who   were  inti- 
midated could  be  saved  from  that  in- 
timidation was  by  relieving  them  from 
their  duties;  because,  whatever  altera- 
tion of  the  law  was  made,  and  however* 
much  they  hoped  that  the  state  of  Ire— 
land  would  improve,  no  reasonable  man. 
could  be  sanguine  enough  to  expect  that; 
intimidation  would  become  impossible  in. 
Ireland  in  a  short  time.     Even  if  th^ 
rating  qualification  for  jurors  could  b^ 
made  much    higher — and  the    Report; 
showed  that  that  was  impracticable— the 
effect  would  be  bad,  because  it  would  bo 
indirectly  superseding  trial  by  jury  whilst 
retaining  the  form,  and  it  would  tend 
very  much  to  increase  that  bitterness 
between  class  and  class  which  already 
prevailed  too  much  in  Ireland.   Various 
alterations  were  suggested  by  the  Com- 
mittee, which  would  no  doubt  be  bene* 
ficial.      But    to    suppose    that    those 
alterations  could  possibly    work   such 
a  change  in  the  condition  of  the  ooim- 
try  and  in  the  temper  of  the  people, 
and  in  the   view   they  took  of  crime 
of  an  agrarian  nature,  was  to  ignore 
the    whole    modem    history    of  Ire- 
land.    The  case  of  the  "suspects"  in 
prison  had  been  commented  upon,  and 
he  would  wish  to  add  a  word  or  two 
on  that  point.     He  felt  very  deeply  hov 
discreditable  it  was  to  l^gland,  and 
especially,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  to  the 
Liberal  Party,  that  between   600  and 
700  men  should  now  be  in  prison  in 
Ireland  without  any  trial  whatever,  and 
without  either  themselves,  their  friends, 
or  the  public  having  any  opportunity 
of  knowing  the  particulars  of  the  crimes 
of  which  they  were  accused,  or  the  efi- 
dence  which  could  be  brought  againit 
them.    He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
strong  powers  of  the  kind  taken  by  the 
Government  were  not  necessary;  bat  lie 
had  thought  from  the  first  that  then 
were  two  alternatives  open  to  the  Go- 
vernment  at  that  time.      They  ooold 
either  have  asked  Parliament  to  gifo 
them    power  of   trying    prisoners  fcv 
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certain  oflbnces   by  some  other  mode 
than  by  jury,  or  they  could  have  ob- 
tained strong  and  exceptionally  arbitrary 
etwers.    The  Government  adopted  the 
tter  course  and  obtained  the  powers 
they  required,  though  it  was  doubtful 
whether  Parliament  would  have  granted 
them  if  they  had   foreseen  how  they 
would  be  used ;  but  he  believed  that 
the  former    course    would  have  been 
reiy  more  efficacious,  and  it  would  have 
eared  this  country  from  that  which  had 
happened — namely,  that,  owing  to  the 
way  in  which  they  had  exercised  their 
powers,  the  Liberal  Party  had    been 
utterly  discredited  in  Ireland.     Trial  by 
jury  in  Ireland  in  certain  cases  had  long 
ago  been  shown  to  be  useless.  How  many 
times  had  it  not  been  found  necessary 
to  suspend  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  in 
heland;  and  would  it  be  contended  that 
heland,  under  those  circumstances,  was 
in  the  enjoyment  of  those  liberties  which 
were  looked  to  be  secured  by  trial  by 
,wy?   It  would  be  absurd.     Trial  by 
,wy,  without  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
>6came  a  mere  name  and  nothing  more. 
Hen's  liberties  would  be  much  better 
guarded   if  there    were  some  kind  of 
trial  instituted  whereby  justice  might 
be  meted  out  to  those  offenders  who 
now  got  off  scot  free,  than  when  men 
oooJd  be  imprisoned  without  any  form 
of  trial  whatever,  and  when  the  Lord 
Id'eatenant  or  the   Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  could  incarcerate  any  man  with- 
out he  himself  or  his  friends  knowing 
what  was  the    charge    that    could   be 
brought  against  him,  or  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  evidence  to  be  adduced. 
Trial  by  a  Commission  of  Judges  would 
be  infinitely  preferable  to  a  system  under 
which  men  were  punished  without  any 
trial  at  all.     At  any  rate,  the  whole  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  would  be  known 
to  the  accused  and  to  the  public.    He 
thought  the  question  of  the  *'  suspects  " 
was  a  very  serious  one.     To  some  of 
the  *'  suspects "  imprisonment,  as  now 
carried  out,   was  scarcely  any  punish- 
ment at  all ;  while  to  others,  owing  to 
their  circumstances  in  life  or  the  effect 
it  had  on  their  business,  the  deprivation 
of  personal  liberty  was  a  very  great 
punishment  indeed.    So  far  as  he  recol- 
tectedy  the  object  of  the  Coercion  Act  was 
that  persons  who  were  reasonably  sus- 
pected might  be  held  in  gaol  in  order 
that  they  should  not  incite  the  people  to 
commit  certain   crimes ;   but   he    saw 


that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
the  other  day  said  in  a  speech  which 
he  made  in  County  Clare  that  the 
"  suspects  "  would  not  be  released  until 
the  people  of  Ireland  behaved  them- 
selves bettor.  That  appeared  to  him  to 
be  quite  another  matter.  Ho  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  that,  having  re- 
verted somewhat  to  media3val  ideas  in 
our  system  of  dealing  with  land  tenure, 
it  was  also  thought  right  to  revert  to 
mediaeval  notions  in  other  matters,  and  to 
take  hostages  for  the  good  behaviour  of 
people.  According,  however,  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  those  600  or  700 
men  were  to  be  held  in  prison  until 
their  countrymen  learned  to  behave 
themselves  more  decently.  He  agreed 
with  the  noble  Duke  that  strengthening 
the  present  law  would,  besides  being 
more  Constitutional,  be  much  more  effi- 
cacious than  that  system  of  arbitrary 
arrest.  There  was  a  difficulty  in  deal- 
ing with  the  **  suspects  ;  "  but  there 
would  not  have  been  such  a  difficulty 
if  Parliament  had  boldly  grasped  the 
question,  and  endeavoured  to  come  to 
a  conclusion  at  first.  If  England  was 
to  continue  to  govern  Ireland,  and  if 
remedial  measures  and  measures  such 
as  the  Land  Act  were  to  have  a  fair 
trial,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
the  weak  should  be  protected  against 
the  strong,  that  those  who  were  guilty 
of  crime  should  suffer  punishment,  and 
that  the  law-abiding  should  not  be 
afraid  to  range  themselves  on  the  side 
of  law  and  order.  From  the  experience 
of  many  years  past,  that  appeared  to 
be  impossible  in  Ireland  under  trial  by 
jury.  It  was  the  first  duty  of  any  Go- 
vernment to  see  that  the  weak  were 
protected,  that  law-abiding  citizens  did 
not  suffer  for  ranging  themselves  on  the 
side  of  law  and  order,  that  the  innocent 
should  be   unmolested   and  the  guilty 

Eunished ;  and  if  that  could  not  be  done 
y  trial  by  jury,  it  was  the  first  duty  of 
a  Government  to  see  that  it  was  done  by 
some  other  means. 

Eakl  FOETESCUE  said,  that  he 
agreed  with  almost  every  word  uttered  by 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Eeirl  of  Dunraven), 
and  in  none  more  emphatically  than 
that  it  was  the  first  duty  of  a  Govern- 
ment to  use  all  its  power  for  the  preser- 
vation of  law  and  order,  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  innocent  and  the  punishment 
of  the  guilty.  He  did  not,  however, 
believe  that  the  obviously  desirable  mea- 
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sure  of  superseding  trial  by  jury  in  a 
considerable  number  of  cases,  and  espe- 
cially those  of  an  agrarian  character, 
would  have  rendered  unnecessary  the 
Coercion  Act,  or,  as  he  preferred  to  call 
it,  the  Act  for  the  Protection  of  Life  and 
Property,  which  had  been  only  too  tardily 
introduced  by  the  Government  last  Ses- 
sion. He  had  been  one  of  those  who 
had,  early  in  the  autumn  of  1880,  pub- 
licly called  upon  the  Government  to  take 
efficient  steps,  or,  if  necessary,  seek  the 
additional  powers  requisite,  for  at  once 
suppressing  the  lawlessness  which  had 
already  commenced  showing  itself  in 
agrarian  outrages,  before,  encouraged 
by  impunity,  it  became  too  widely  and 
strongly  developed  to  be  put  down.  To 
him,  as  a  consistent  supporter  of  civil 
liberty  all  his  life,  it  was  most  painful  to 
see  hundreds  of  men  kept  imprisoned  for 
months  by  the  Government  without  be- 
ing brought  to  trial ;  and  nothing  would 
have  reconciled  him  to  this  but  his  con- 
viction, contrary  to  that  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  was  the  first 
duty  of  Government.  He  did  not  doubt, 
however,  that  the  number  of  **  suspects" 
imprisoned  would  have  been  much  dimi- 
nished if  Judges  had  been  sent  down  to 
certain  districts  to  try  prisoners  without 
the  aid  of  juries,  which  he  quite  agreed 
involved  far  less  sacrifice  of  liberty  than 
shutting  up  men  indefinitely  without 
trying  them.  In  this,  as  in  other  in- 
stances, the  Government  timidly  sacri- 
ficed the  object  to  the  name,  the  sub- 
stance to  the  shadow,  of  liberty.  Dis- 
pensing with  juries  was  not  without 
precedent  in  Ireland.  It  had  been 
adopted  in  1822  or  1823,  he  believed, 
with  great  advantage.  He  did  not  doubt 
that,  sooner  or  later,  the  Government 
would  have  to  follow  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  presided  over  by 
the  noble  Marquess  who  had  rendered 
such  valuable  service  in  so  ably  bringing 
the  question  under  their  Lordship's  no- 
tice to-day.  But,  as  usual,  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  lost  much  precious  time. 
The  conduct  of  the  Irish  Executive  put 
him  in  mind  of  an  anecdote,  which  he 
read  some  years  ago,  of  Troughton, 
the  famous  optician.  It  appears  that  he 
had  promised  George  III.  to  make  and 
send  him  a  certain  instrument  by  a  cer- 
tain day  of  a  certain  month  ;  and  he  duly 
did  so  on  that  day  of  the  following  year, 
when  the  King  said  to  him — **  Very  well 
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made,  very  well  made,  Troughton  ;  and 
punctual  to  a  day,  too,  punctual  to  a  day ; 
only  mistaken  the  Anno  Domini^    So, 
he  said,  the  Government  had  mistaken 
the  Anno  Domini,    Even  when  they  had 
done  or  said  what  was  right  in  Ireland, 
they  had  always  been  at  least  a  year,  or 
six  months,  or  six  weeks  too  late  in  doing 
or  saying  it.     The  Chief  Secretary  had 
just  made  two  energetic  speeches,  one  in 
Ireland  and  one  in  ''another  place."  But 
how  doubly  valuable  they  would  hav» 
been  in  March  last  year!      For  more 
than  a  year  process-servers  had  from, 
time  to  time  been  ill-treated,  wounded, 
and  even  murdered  in  different  parts  o€ 
Ireland.    Yet  it  was  only  this  year  that 
Government,  in  concert  with  the  Judges, 
adopted  the  obvious  remedy  of  rendering 
service  by  post  legally  vaJid  under  cer- 
tain circumstances.     It  was  only  yester- 
day that  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  tardiljr 
acknowledged  the  valuable  public  ser- 
vice rendered  by  the  Property  Defence 
Association  in  doing  what  neither  the 
Government  nor   mere  private   indivi- 
duals would  have  been  able  to  effect. 
He  hoped  the  Government  were  at  last 
beginning  to  be  awakened  to  a  percep* 
tion  of  the  right  way  of  dealing  witti 
Irish  lawlessness,  and  he  felt  confident 
that  in  that  they  would  have  the  support 
of  both  political  Parties  in  both  Houses 
of  Parliament.     Only  they  must  lose  no 
time  in  taking  effectual  steps  for  the 
pacification  of  Ireland,  for  restoring  it 
at  least  to  the  state  in  which  it  had  been 
undeniably  handed    over  to   them  ly 
their  Predecessors,  orderly  and  tranquil, 
though,  as  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  ri^tly 
warned  them,  profoundly  disaffected. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  their  Lord- 
ships might  remember  that  when  a  Se- 
lect Committee  was  moved  for  on  tlis 
Jury  Laws  of  Ireland,  he  had  requested 
that  more  attention  might  be  given  to 
the  discussion  of  the  subject  at  the 
Social  Science  meeting,  which  was  to 
take  place  in  October,  in  Dublin,  d^an  to 
any  evidence  brought  to  this  countiy. 
Their  Lordships  might  recollect  that  no 
change  in  the  Jury  Laws  could  be  made, 
except  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  and  if  tb 
intentions  of  the  Government  prema- 
turely were  known,  all  juries  would  be 
put  on  their  mettle,  and  no  connotion 
could  be  obtained  until  the  change  was 
complete.  He  had  heard  the  perauaflife 
explanation  of  the  whole  state  of  thd 
Jury  Laws  by  the  Bight  Hon.  Dr.  BaQi 
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at  Dablin,  and  he  believed  that  safe 
measures  could  be  carried  if  his  views 
on  the  subject  were  fully  considered.  If 
any  sudden  outbreak  should  prevail, 
martial  law  might  be  proclaimed  ;  but 
no  hastj  declaration  of  intentions  could 
do  any  good. 

ENGLAND    AND    FRANCE  — THE 
CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Lord  STEATHNAIRN,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  danger  of  establish- 
ing railway  communication  with    the 
O^tinent,  in  connection  with  the  wide- 
spread disaffection  now  and  constantly 
^Tailing  in  Ireland,  and  the  uncertain 
leliance  to  be  placed  on  the  immature 
K^ers  of  our  army  as  lately  exempli- 
fied in  South  Africa,  said,  it  was  im- 
pomble  to  comprehend  the  great  dan- 
ger of  England's  changing  her  insular 
pontion,  which  had  always    protected 
W  freedom  and  her  independence,  and 
outdo  her  the  greatest  naval  and  com- 
nrarcial  nation  in  the  world,  for  a  rail- 
way communication — that  was,  a  land 
<)ommamcation   with    France  and    the 
Continent — unless  they  contemplated  the 
question  by  the  light  of  past  and  present 
times.     That  contemplation  was  most 
discouraging  as  regarded  Ireland,  which 
lie  had  mentioned  in  his  Notice,  and 
vae  the  perpetual  cause  of  England's 
veakness  and  anxiety.    Ireland's  pro- 
verbial and  treasonable  watchword  was — 
''England's  difficulty  is  Ireland's  oppor- 
tonity."     Then  foreign  affairs  indicated, 
he  feared,  a  change  of  that  national 
policy  which  for  centuries  had  upheld 
their    poasessions   in  India,  and   their 
oommercial  and  maritime  rights  in  the 
Mediterranean  and  the  East.     The  dis- 
affected  masses  in  Ireland  had   never 
been  able  to  take  the  field  against  our 
organized  troops ;   but  they  had  been 
able  to  organize  Hiband  Societies  and 
carry   on   agrarian  campaigns.       They 
had  asked  for  and  obtained    no  fewer 
than    11    times    foreign    aid,   for   war 
against  England,   in   men,    arms,    and 
monitions  of  war.    They  had  also  in- 
stilled into   Irish   soldiers    treasonable 
disaffection.     Our  distrust  of  the  Irish 
Militia  prevented  their  being  called  out 
for  training.     It  was  dangerous  to  allow 
the  first-cuss  Army  Heserve  in  Ireland 
— all  Irish  trained  soldiers — to  remain 
witboitt  officers  or  military  organization, 


scattered  through  the  country;  and  it 
was  all  the  more  dangerous  now  that 
their  numbers  were  increased.    In  case 
of  difficulty  or  invasion  the  Irish  Militia 
could  not  remain  in  Ireland.     All  this 
evinced  the  deep-rooted  disaffection  of 
the  Irish  masses,  and  the  intensity  of 
their  hostility  to  English   government, 
law,  and  connection,  which  proved  that 
it  would  be  a  misprision  of  common 
sense  and  every  principle  of  the  art  of 
war  and  strategy  to  give  to  a  foreign 
enemy  the  means  of  a  successful  invasion 
of  England  by  the  Tunnel — afforded  him 
by  traitors  in  the  camp,  such  as  Fenian 
soldiers.     To  show  the  bad  spirit  which 
prevailed  amongst  Irish  soldiers  at  times, 
he  would  state  that  during  his  period  of 
command  in  Ireland,  which  began  in 
1865 — the  commencement  of  the  Fenian 
period — it  was  his  painful  duty  to  bring 
to  courts  martial  no  less  than  80  soldiers 
for  different  degrees  of  treason.     In  all 
the  foreign  quartermaster-generals'  de- 
partments, Ireland  was  noted,  on  account 
of    her  disaffected  population,   as  the 
point  of  descent,  either  for  diversion  in 
favour  of  a  descent  on  some  part  of  the 
English  coast,   or  as  the  base  of  an 
actual  invasion ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
if  a  foreign  enemy  attacked  us  on  the 
shores  of  Ireland,  we  should  have  to 
contend  against  an  enemy  from  within 
as  well  as  one  from  without.     Under 
such  circumstances,  what  was  to  be  done 
with  the  Irish  regiments?     He  would 
not  go  into  all  the  details  of  how  these 
numerous  regiments,  with  sympathetic 
masses  in  the  towns  and  districts,  might 
operate.    Favoured  by  night,  the  Tunnel 
might  fall  into  the  hands  of  an  enemy, 
who  would  lose  no  time  in  entrenching 
the  heights  above  it  as  a  defence  for 
the  first  invaders,  reinforcing  them  to 
any  extent  with  concentrations  carried 
through  the  Tunnel.     All  this  would  be 
accompanied,  as  sa  matter  of  course,  by 
continued  feints  along  the  coast,  which, 
as  frequently  happened,   might  divert 
from  the  Tunnel  attention  and  troops. 
The  strategy  would  be  facilitated  by  the 
probable  collapse  of  the  moral  courage 
of  our  under-aged  soldiers  enrolled  under 
the  short-service  system,  which  gave  us 
immature    and  inefficient  men,    whose 
numbers  were  increased  by  fraudulent 
enlistment.     But,  besides  the  under-age 
of    the  troops,    which    might  cause    a 
Tunnel  disaster,  there  were  other  causes 
which  would  operate  unfavourably  iu 
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similar  circumstances.  That  was  the 
mistaken  instruction  of  officers  under 
the  present  system.  He  had  so  often 
had  the  honour  to  submit  opinions  in 
proof  of  this,  which  had  never  been  con- 
tradicted in  the  House,  that  it  would  be 
superfluous  to  enlarge  upon  the  subject 
on  the  present  occasion,  especially  as  he 
intended  to  bring  forward  a  distinct 
Motion  upon  it  as  soon  as  possible  after 
the  Eecess.  The  remaining  causes  were 
the  want  of  reconnoitring,  of  the  know- 
ledge of  the  ground,  and  of  a  second 
line  of  fortifying  heights,  through  which 
the  disasters  of  South  Africa  might  be 
repeated  on  our  coasts  and  in  front  of 
the  Tunnel. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  the  question 
why  the  Irish  Militia  was  not  called  out 
had  not  received  a  satisfactory  answer. 
He  could  not  understand  why  that  step 
had  not  been  taken,  seeing  the  disturbed 
condition  of  the  country.  The  Duke  of 
Wellington  showed  no  distrust  of  the 
Irish  Militia  when,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  century — in  1806  or  1807 — it  was 
said  that  the  Irish  people  generally 
were  only  waiting  for  an  invasion  of  the 
enemy.  He  brought  the  Irish  Militia, 
then  a  very  powerful  body,  numbering 
26,000,  under  arms.  He  (Lord  Waveney) 
did  not  believe  in  the  policy  of  not 
calling  them  out,  and  he  was  convinced 
that  the  Irish  Militia  would  do  their 
duty  as  well  as  any  other  servants  of  the 
Crown. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  he  felt 
some  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject, owing  to  the  confusion  arising  from 
the  combination  of  the  two  questions  of 
the  Channel  Tunnel  and  the  state  of 
Ireland.  The  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
(Lord  Strathnaim)  had  travelled  over  a 
very  wide  field ;  and  he  would  excuse 
him  if  he  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  did  not 
go  into  the  various  topics  affecting  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  short  service,  &c. 
With  reference  to  the  Channel  Tunnel, 
he  could  say  no  more  than  he  had  said 
on  two  former  occasions — namely,  that  a 
Scientific  Committee  was  inquiring  into 
certain  points  connected  with  the  defence 
of  the  Tunnel ;  and  until  that  Committee 
had  reported,  and  the  Military  Autho- 
rities had  had  an  opportunity  of  advising 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  the 
general  policy  of  the  construction  of  the 
Tunnel,  he  could  not  but  regard  any 
discussion  of  the  subject  as  premature, 
and  he  could  take  no  part  in  it. 

Lord  Strathnaim 


ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —THE 

EASTER  VOLUNTEER  REVIEW. 

QUESTIONS. 

LoBD  STEATHEDEN  akd  CAMP- 
BELL asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  On  what  prinoiple  it  is 
intended  to  distribute  brigades  between 
officers  of  the  Army  and  officers  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  at  the  Easter  Monday 
field-day  ? 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  said, 
before  the  Question  was  answered,  he 
would  like  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  who 
had  a  previous  Notice  on  the  Paper  (the 
Earl  of  Dunraven)  why  he  had  not  been, 
called  upon — why  the  matter  had  beea 
postponed  ? 

The  Earl  of  DUNBAVEN  said,  that, 
as  the  Question  had  been  asked,  he  must 
state  that  he  had  postponed  callings 
attention  to  the  statement  of  the  Prima 
Minister  relating  to  the  decision  of  tha 
Court  of  Appeal  in  the  case  of  "  Adams 
f .  Dunseath  "  for  obvious  reasons — tha 
length  of  the  discussions  on  the  previous 
questions  and  the  state  of  the  House. 
When  he  brought  on  the  matter  after 
Easter,  he  hoped  there  would  be  more 
time  for  its  discussion. 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  principle  on  which  the  appoint- 
ments were  made  was  that  the  officer 
commanding  a  regimental  district  should 
also  command  a  brigade  composed  of 
battalions  localized  in  the  district.  Two 
exceptions,  however,  had  had  to  be  made 
owing  to  the  absence  of  officers,  and  in 
those  cases  two  distinguished  VolunteeiB 
(Lords  Bury  and  Banelagh)  had  been 
appointed  to  commands. 

Viscount  BUBY  said,  he  agreed  thaty 
as  a  general  rule,  it  was  perfectly  right 
that  theHegular  officers  commanding  the 
districts  should  command  the  brigades; 
but  for  more  than  20  years  Volunteer 
officers  had  been  regarded  as  eligible  fbr 
employment  as  brigadiers,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  plan  of  which  his  noble  Friend 
had  spoken  of  giving  commands  ge- 
nerally to  Regular  officers  of  the  Army 
would  not  be  carried  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  exclude  Volunteer  officers  when 
duly  qualified. 

Lord  TEUEO  said,  he  could  aasoie 
his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Bury)  that 
he  expressed  the  feeling  throughout  the 
whole  Volunteer  Corps,  when  he  said 
that  the  course  which  the  Gt>vemment 
had  in  its  wisdom  thought  proper  to 
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pursue  Had  had  the  effect  generally 
throughout  that  Body  of  depriving  it  of 
oicers  of  that  social  position  which  it 
was  most  expedient  that  it  should  have 
if  the  Force  was  to  continue  what  at  its 
commencement  it  unquestionably  was. 
This  was  not  the  occasion  for  any 
lengthened  comment  on  the  Volunteer 
Force ;  but  he  would  take  some  future 
occasion  to  point  out  what  were  the  par- 
ticular drawbacks  which  had  had  the 
effect  generally  of  lowering  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Volunteer  Force.  He  sub- 
mitted that  that  Force  would  have  to  be 
placed  in  a  better  position.  Sooner  or 
later  it  must  become  the  National  Army 
as  contrasted  with  the  Imperial  Army  ; 
and  if  the  Goyemment  meant  to  do  the 
Force  justice,   it  must  provide  better 
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Lord  WAVENEY  hoped  that  the 
iwble  Lord  (Lord  Truro),  in  his  esti- 
iMte  of  the  National  Army,  would  not 
entirely  forfi^et  the  Militia.  He  (Lord 
Wayeney)  had  great  respect  for  the 
Tolanteer  officers ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  Militia  officers  were  also  entitled  to 
^cognition. 

GIBRALTAR  (RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS) 
-DR.  CANILLA— THE    PAPERS. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of   MILLTOWN    asked 
tie  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,   When  the  Papers  would  be 
laid  on  the  Table  relating  to  the  reli- 
gious dissensions  at  Gibraltar  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Papers  in  question  were  in 
course  of  preparation,  and  would  be  laid 
before  the  House  after  Easter. 

UKIOir   OF  BENEFICES   (LONDON ) 
BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the  twenty- 
third  and  twenty-fourth  years  of  Her  Majesty's 
reign,  intituled  **An  Act  for  the  Union  of 
Ckmt^^ua  Benefices  m  Cities,  Towns,  and 
Boiooghs  " — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Bishop 
of  LoKDoir ;  read  1*.     (No.  61.) 

Houae  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

£ight  o'clock,   to  Thursday,  the 

20th  April  next.  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  ^Ut  March,  1882. 


MINUTES.]  —  Private  Bills  {bij  Order)^ 
Second  Reading — Lynn  and  Fakenham  Kail- 
way  ;  Thames  Deep  Water  Dock  Railway  ♦. 

Public  Bills — First  Reading — Settled  Land* 
[120];  Conveyancing*  [121]. 

Withdrawn — Cluiplains  to  Workhouses,  &c.  * 
[10]. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


LYNN  AND  FAKENHAM  RAILWAY 
BILL  {by  Order), 

SECOND  KEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  Charles  Forst&r,) 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  ground  of  the  opposition  which 
he  had  to  offer  to  the  Bill  might  be 
stated  yenr  shortly.  In  the  first  place, 
he  wished  to  explain  that  he  gave  an 
entire  adherence  to  the  principles  which 
usually  governed  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  with  respect  to  Private  Bills — 
namely,  that  unless  some  novel  principle 
were  involved,  or  unless  some  very  spe- 
cial conditions  existed  in  a  particidar 
case,  it  was  desirable,  as  a  rule,  to  send 
a  Bill  upstairs  in  order  that  it  might  be 
threshed  out  by  a  Select  Committee. 
That  was  undoubtedly  the  rule,  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  follow  it  now  ;  but  he 
believed  he  should  be  able  to  show  the 
House  that  special  circumstances  existed 
in  this  case,  and  that  there  were  vital 
principles  involved  to  which  the  House 
ought  not  to  assent  without  full  consi- 
deration. The  fact  that  the  House  con- 
sented to  read  these  Bills  a  second  time 
at  all  was  a  proof  that  the  House  de- 
sired that,  when  necessary,  they  should 
receive  full  consideration.  He  admitted, 
however,  that  the  case  of  sending  a  Bill 
upstairs  was  somewhat  strengthened 
wnen  the  Bill  itself  was  in  the  nature  of 
an  Omnibus  Bill,  because  they  jcould  not 
reject  such  a  Bill  without  defeating  a 
good  many  parts  of  the  scheme  which 
they  had  no  real  wish  to  reject.  He 
had  endeavoured  to  get  rid  of  this  diffi. 
oulty  by  placing  on  the  Paper  a  Eesolu. 
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lion  precisely  defining  the  limits  of  his 
opposition ;  and,  having  done  so,  he  was 
ready  to  say  to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
that  if  they  were  prepared  to  meet  him 
by  striking  out  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  dealt  with  the  particular  portion 
of  the  line  to  which  objection  was  raised, 
he  would  at  once  withdraw  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  so  amended,  and  allow 
it  to  be  read  a  second  time  and  sent  to  a 
Committee  upstairs.     He  had  heard  it 
stated  that  there  existed  a  strong  feeling 
in  Norwich  in  regard  to  the   defective 
nature  of  the  present  station  accommo- 
dation.    He  could  very  well  believe  it. 
He  could  very   well    understand    that 
great  advantage  would  accrue  to  the  in- 
habitants of  Norwich  from  the  construc- 
tion of  a  central  station ;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  it  would  be  easy  to  show  that 
this  particular  scheme  was  not  the  only 
one  possible,  and  that  by  rejecting  one 
part  of  the  Bill  they  would  only  be  post- 
poning the  matter  for  a  year,  and  en- 
abling the  promoters  to  apply  to  Par- 
liament another  year  for  an  amended 
scheme.     The  grounds  of  his  opposition 
to  the  Bill  were  clearly  expressed  in  the 
Resolution  on  the  Paper.     In  the  first 
place,  it  was  contended  that  the  Bill  un- 
necessarily interfered  with  the  precincts 
of  Norwich  Cathedral.    There  had  been 
circulated  among  the  Members  of  the 
House  within  the  last  day  or  two  a  map 
which  he  ventured  to  describe  as  a  very 
misleading  map.     It  had  been  prepared 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  and  its  ob- 
ject was  to  show  that  although,  techni- 
cally, the  line  would  interfere  with  the 
Cathedral  precincts,  yet,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  it  passed  at  some  distance  from  the 
actual  precincts  of  the  Cathedral.     The 
truth  of  the  matter  was,  that  it  was 
proposed  to  carry  the  line  through  an 
mclosure  commonly  known  as  the   Ca- 
thedral precincts,  although  he  readily 
admitted  that  the  part  of  the  inclosure 
through  which  the  line  would  run  was 
not  occupied   by  Cathedral   buildings. 
But  he  might  venture  to  rest  his  case  in 
regard  to  this  Cathedral  property  en- 
tirely on  the  tenderness  which  Parlia- 
ment always  manifested  in  regard  to 
places  of  this  description.     That  tender- 
ness might  be  based    on    the  higher 
ground  of  the  associations  which  these 
places  created  in  the  minds  of  all  of 
them,  even  in  these  somewhat  too  prac- 
tical times ;  or  it  might  be  based  on  the 
desire  to  preserve  the  privacy  of  places 

J/r.  E.  Stanhope 


devoted  to  repose  and  study,  and  the 
desire  to  keep  open  spaoes  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood   of   our   laree  townB.    But, 
whatever  the  feeling  might  be,  nobody 
would  dispute  the   special    tenderness 
of  Parliament  in  this  matter.     If  they 
wanted  an  instance,  it  would  be  found 
in  the  case  of  the  Colleges  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  and  the  grounds  and 
gardens    connected    with  tiiem.      Par- 
liament had  always  anxiously  guarded 
the  people  connected  with  those  Col- 
leges from  the  intrusion  of   the  Hall- 
way Companies.     It  was  upon  similar 
grounds    that    he    trusted   the  House 
would  show  its  tenderness  in  regard  to 
the  present  Bill.     The  fact  was,  that  ha 
was  opposing  the  Bill  not  mainly  upoa 
the  extent  of  the  interference  with  these 
precincts,  but  on  the  ground  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  interference ;  because  he  be- 
lieved, if  this  part  of  the  Bill  were  to  be 
Eassed,  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  would, 
e    introduced,  and  a  vital  precedent 
would  be  created,  which  might  be  used, 
in   a  damaging    manner    hereafter  ia 
dealinfi^  with  similar  cases.     The  second. 
gp*ound  of  opposition  was    the    inter- 
ference of  the  Bill  with  the  historical 
gateway.     Now,  the  gateway  within  the 
precincts  of  Norwich  Cathedral  was  one 
which  belonged  formerly  to  a  Benedic- 
tine Monastery,  and  it  was  supposed  to 
bear  date  as  long  ago  as  the  beginning 
of  the  1 4th  century.      It  was  one  to 
which   a  special  interest  was  attached 
by  antiquarians ;    and  yet  it  was  in- 
cluded, he  was  told,  within  the  limits 
of  deviation  of  this  Bill.     It  was  quite 
true,  as  stated  by  the  promoters,  that  it 
was  not  intended  to  pull  down  the  gate- 
way.    The  promoters  alleged  that  they 
were  not  going  to  interfere  with  it  ii 
all.     But   what  was  the  fact?    They 
wore   going    to   run    an   embankment, 
from   18   to    25   feet  in  height,  imme- 
diately in  front  of  this   gateway,  iso- 
lating it  entirely  from  the  rest  of  the 
precincts  and   the  close,  and  shuttiog 
it  up  in   a  narrow  space  between  the 
river   and    the    embankment,    entirely 
destroying  all  the  beauties  of  the  spot 
which  had  been  so  much  appreciated. 
He  did  not  wonder,  then,  that  a  strong 
feeling  had  arisen  in  Norwich  and  else- 
where against  the  Bill.      All  of  them 
knew  that  the  feeling  was  not  confined 
to  Norwich,  but   that  it  extended  all 
over  the  country.     The  Society  of  Anti- 
quaries in  London  felt  strongly  on  tbi 
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subject,  and  desired  most  anxiously  that 
this  gateway  should  be  preserved.     Of 
course,  they  would  all  admit  that  if  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  sake 
of  public  improvementy  and  if  it  could 
be  shown  that  the  requirements  of  the 
public  were   paramount,   and  that,  in 
qpite   of    all    the    objections    he    had 
urged,  it  was  essential  that  the  railway 
should  be  brought  in  at  this  particular 
spot,  then  he  would  be  one  of  the  first 
to  admit  that  the  Bill  must  be  passed. 
But  that  was   not   so.    Anybody  who 
took  the  trouble   to    look  at  the  map 
could  satisfy  himself  in    five  minutes 
that  the  construction  of  the  line  in  this 
particular  spot  was  not  in  the  least  de- 
gree necessary,  but  that  a  small  devia- 
tion would  carry  it  across  the  river  at 
another  point,  without  interfering  with 
the  gateway,  and  consequently  removing 
All  objection.     It  was  on  these  grounds 
that  he  ventured  to  move  the  Besolution 
which  stood  in  his  name,  believing  the 
House  did  not  desire  to  establish  so 
^gerous  a  precedent ;  and  that,  while 
ttzious  to  g^ve  all  reasonable  facilities 
&r  the  extension  of  railway  enterprize 
where  it  could  be  proved  to  be  neces- 
^.  the  same  jealous  care  which  had 
^ways  been  displayed  where  interests 
of  such  great  importance  were  affected 
Would  continue  to  be  exercised. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 

6011  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

*'it  is  not  deniable  to  proceed  with  a  Bill  which 

oonecessarily   interferes    with    the    Cathedral 

IVecincts  at  Norwich,   and  with  the  ancient 

hittorical  gateway  there," — (Jfr.  E.  Stanhope j) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  THOEOLD  EOQEES  said,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  hud  just  addressed 
the  House  had  entirely  covered  the 
ground  which  he  (Mr.  Thorold  Eogers) 
had  proposed  to  occupy  in  the  Motion 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  which  stood 
on  the  Paper  in  his  name.  If  the  House 
accepted  the  Amendment,  as  he  trusted 
it  would,  his  Motion  would  be  rendered 
altogether  superfluous.  But,  beyond  the 
points  urged  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
was  as  well  to  add  this  also — that,  al- 
though the  course  which  the  line  was 
proposed  to  take  would  only  touch  por- 
tions of  the  precincts  of  very  little  im- 


portance, yet,  as  it  was  intended  to  con- 
struct a  central  station  in  Norwich,  which 
would  be  very  close  to  the  Cathedral 
buildings,  it  would  seem  to  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  but  that,  at  some 
time  or  other,  the  contingency  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  must  come, 
and  the  extension  of  the  central  station, 
with  sidings  in  the  direction  of  the  Ca- 
thedral precincts,  would  be  inevitable. 
He  did  not  object  to  the  Bill  on  general 
grounds.  He  knew  it  was  necessary  to 
the  town  and  city  of  Norwich  that  there 
should  be  a  central  station,  and  he  dis- 
claimed all  hostility  to  the  Bill.  But 
he  did  think  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  House  should  be  invited 
to  pronounce  an  opinion  whether  they 
would  sanction  an  entirely  novel  course 
in  regard  to  the  lines  on  which  railways 
in  future  were  to  be  constructed ;  so  that 
if  they  were  to  permit  Eailway  Com- 
panies to  invade  these  open  spaces,  they 
should  in  this  case  do  it  with  their 
eyes  open,  before  sending  the  Bill  to  the 
House  of  Lords. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  he 
had  the  honour  to  act  as  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  by  which  the  extension 
of  this  line  into  Norwich  was  sanctioned 
two  years  ago,  and  he  therefore  hoped 
that  he  woidd  be  allowed  to  state  a  few 
facts.  The  railway  was  one  which  had 
had  a  stormy  existence  during  the  time 
it  had  been  before  the  world.  It  was 
originally  a  small  line  through  Lynn  to 
Fakenham ;  but  the  promoters  saw  that 
it  was  possible  by  its  means  to  open  out 
a  fresh  communication  between  Norwich 
and  the  gp:eat  Midland  districts.  It  was 
strongly  approved  by  the  landowners, 
who  were  anxious  to  break  down  the 
monopoly  of  the  Great  Eastern  Eailway 
Company,  and  in  spite  of  great  opposi- 
tion and  contest,  lasting  over  four  or 
five  weeks,  the  Committee  unanimously 
decided  to  sanction  the  Bill.  They  were 
told  that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
chance  of  the  line  ever  being  made ; 
but  within  the  two  years  which  had 
since  elapsed  he  believed  it  was  rapidly 
approaching  completion,  and  that  it 
would  shortly  be  opened  into  Norwich 
itself.  He  need  not  say  the  line  passed 
through  a  very  important  district — im- 
portant to  the  agricultural  industries  of 
Norwich,  and  to  the  much  larger  con- 
nections it  opened  up.  It  was  now 
naturally  exciting  a  great  deal  of  alarm 
by  the  proposal  to  enter,  in  however 
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small  a  way,  into  the  Cathedral  pre- 
cincts; but  he  thought  that  a  greater 
objection  to  it  in  the  minds  of  many 
was  that  it  had  committed  the  greater 
audacity  of  attempting  to  compete  with 
the  Great  Eastern  Bail  way  in  that  dis- 
trict. As  the  line  was  originally  passed, 
a  station  was  sanctioned  in  the  north 
part  of  the  city  of  Norwich,  and  one 
chief  recommendation  of  that  station  at 
the  time  was  that,  although  not  central 
or  convenient,  it  would  be  the  means  of 
clearing  away  some  very  bad  rookeries 
and  some  very  poor  buildings  which  it 
was  most  desirable  to  remove.  But  it 
was  always  felt  that  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  if  the  station  could  be  brought 
to  the  southern  side  of  the  town,  in  the 
hope  of  connecting  it  with  the  other  rail- 
ways. The  reason  of  the  alteration  now 
proposed  was  that  it  was  felt  desirable 
to  bring  this  railway,  feeding  a  very 
important  agricultural  district,  into  im- 
mediate communication  with  the  Cattle 
Market  of  Norwich.  That  was  felt  to 
be  a  most  important  object  by  the  Cor- 
poration of  Norwich,  who  would,  no 
doubt,  be  represented  in  the  House  that 
day,  and  who,  by  a  large  majority,  had 
passed  a  resolution  approving  of  the 
Bill.  At  the  same  time,  he  could  not 
wonder  for  a  moment  at  the  jealousy 
which  had  been  excited  by  the  proposal, 
both  on  the  part  of  the  Dean,  who  was 
the  natural  guardian  of  tlie  Cathedral 
and  of  its  precincts,  and  of  the  public, 
whose  interest  was  naturally  and  laud- 
ably on  behalf  of  those  ancient  monu- 
ments of  which  the  people  were  so 
proud  in  England,  and  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
was  constantly  asking  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  But  the  question  was  really 
whether  they  were  in  a  fit  condition  in 
that  House  to  decide  the  matter  on  ex 
parte  statements,  either  on  one  side  or 
the  other.  If  they  took  upon  themselves 
the  responsibility  of  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment, the  case  made  out  in  its  favour 
ought  to  be  an  absolutely  unanswerable 
one.  In  this  case  there  was  something, 
at  all  events,  to  be  said  on  the  other 
side.  His  hon.  Friend  who  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill  said  that  it  un- 
necessarily interfered  with  the  precincts 
of  the  Cathedral  at  Norwich.  He  TSir 
John  Kennaway)  held  in  his  hana  a 
letter  from  a  Norwich  clergyman— Pre- 
bendary Brereton — ^in  which  that  gentle- 
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man    said   that  llie  •  proposed  railway 
would  be  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  mile 
from  the  Cathedral,  and  that,  although 
it  crossed  a  portion  of  the  precincts, 
it  would  do  them  no  injury.     Indeed,  it 
was  in  the  very  position   of  the  rail- 
way at  Oxford,   with  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  compared  the  proposed 
line.     It  would  no  more  inter&re  with 
the  Cathedral  precincts  at  Norwich  than 
the  line  at  Oxford  did  with  the  gardens 
and  Colleges  there.     And,  further,  he 
was  told  that  these  precincts  at  Norwich 
were  neither  ornamental  nor  attractive, 
being  nothinc^  more  than  tumble-down 
buildings  and  groups  of  pigsties.    Nor 
was  it  intended  to  isolate  or  intercept 
the  interesting  old  water- view ;  but  the 
railway  would  pass  at  a  convenient  dis- 
tance from  it,  and  so  high  as  to  leave 
the   gateway  uninjured.      He  did  not 
vouch  for  these  statements  ;  but,  as  he 
had  told  the  House,  there  was  a  Nor- 
wich clergyman  who  did  vouch  for  them« 
Of  course,  the  statement  about  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge  they  had  often  heard 
before.     This,  however,  was  a  case  that 
ought  to  be  decided  on  special  merits; 
and  where  there  were  these  strong  dif- 
ferences of  opinion,  the  best  place  for 
settling  them  was  a  Select   Committee 
upstairs,  where  every  statement  could  be 
thoroughly  examined,  and  a  fair  hearing 
given  to  all  the  parties  concerned. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  sympathized  with  the  feeling  of  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  with  regara  to  the 
sacredness  of  these  precincts,  and  he 
should  certainly  support  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  if  he  did  not  hope 
that  he  could  see  his  wav  to  a  very  fair 
compromise  between  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  and  the  promoters  of  this  rail- 
road. He  had  been  spoken  to  on  both 
sides  of  the  question,  and  he  therefore 
desired  to  effect  a  compromise.  The 
question  was  this.  There  was  really  a 
double  opposition  to  the  proposed  line. 
There  was  the  opposition  of  the  Ghreak 
Eastern  Railway  with  regard  to  compe- 
tition in  Norwich,  and  fdso  the  oppod- 
tion  of  the  Dean  and  Chapter,  founded 
on  the  more  reasonable  g^unds  so  elo- 
quently stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
StanhopeV  He  wished  to  have  the  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Lyoa 
Playfair)  for  a  few  moments  while  ha 
stated  what  the  nature  of  the  compro- 
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mise  lie  had  to  Bugff  eet  was.    The  obj  ec- 
tioiis  raised  to  the  line  by  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  were   because    the  line  went 
right  across  the  Cathedral  precincts,  and 
proposed  b  j  an  embankment  to  shut  out 
the  water-gate.    That  water-gate  was  a 
monument  of  great  historical  value,  apd 
therefore,  in  the  first  place,  the  Dean  and 
.Chapter  did  not  wish  the  precincts  to  be 
toadied;   and  secondly,   they  did  not 
wish  to  have  the  water-gate  shut  out 
bom  yiew.    He  was  authorized  by  the 
promoters  to  state  that  if  his  hon.  Friend 
Yonld  withdraw  his  Amendment,  they 
Yould  undertake  entirely  to  abandon  the 
line  through  the  precincts  of  the  Cathe- 
dral, to  carry  the  line  over  the  river  and 
back  again,  so  as  to  skirt  the  precincts 
vithout  in  any  way  affecting  the  Cathe- 
dral property,    except    in    two    small 
comers,  which  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  to    cross  in  order  to  avoid 
blocking  up  a  public  road  and  destroy- 
iag  some  vinegar  works,  the  compensa- 
tion for  which  would  be  very  large.    By 
this  means  there  would  be  no  embank- 
ment in  the  Cathedral  precincts  at  all, 
vid  no  shutting  out  of  the  water-gate 
^  the  public  view.     The  deviation 
would  go  to  the  other  side  of  the  river, 
^d  the  line  would  run  then  upon  the 
south  side,  and  thus  approach  tne  cen- 
tral station  which  it  was  proposed  to 
make  near  the  Cattle  Market.    The  pro- 
moters proposed  to  carry  out  this  com- 
promise in  the  following  way.    There 
would  be  some  difficulty  in  carrying  it 
out  this  year,  unless  they  could  make 
private  arrangements  with  the  owners 
of  property.  They  would  therefore  with- 
draw tnat  portion  of  the  Bill  this  year, 
on  condition  that  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
▼ould  not  oppose  their  application  next 
year  for  a  BiU  in  the  terms  he  now  sug- 
gested— namely,  to  leave  the  precincts 
entirely  free  except  at  these  two  comers 
which  it  was  a  matter  of  public  necessity 
to  take.     The  water-gate  would  not  be 
interfered  with,  and  the   embankment 
and  other  works  would  be  carried  to  the 
other  side  of  the  river.     He  thought  the 
offer  was  a  fair  one,  and  he  hoped  his 
bon.  Friend,  on  the  assurance  ne  now 
gave,  would  withdraw  his  opposition  to 
the  BiU. 

Mr.  TILLETT  said,  he  held  in  his 
hands  a  Petition  from  the  Corporation 
of  Norwich  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  After 
referring  to  the  project  contained  in  the 
BiU,  it  went  on  to  state  that  the  proposed 


railroad  would  be  of  great  advantege  to 
the  city.  It  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  BiU  that  there  was  considerable 
alarm  in  the  locality  in  regard  to  the 
provisions  of  the  measure.  He  (Mr. 
Tillett)  was  rather  surprised  to  hear  such 
a  statement ;  and  it  was  a  singular  fact 
that  no  Member  representing  the  locality 
had  come  forward  to  move  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  in  the  place  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  observed  on  the  Paper 
three  Notices  of  Amendment — one  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Stanhope),  another  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South wark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers), 
and  a  third  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) ; 
neither  of  whom  in  any  way  repre- 
sented the  district.  Surely  it  was  re- 
markable, if  so  strong  a  feeling  existed 
in  Norwich  and  the  neighbourhood 
against  the  measure,  or  against  the  par- 
ticular part  of  it  to  which  reference  had 
been  made,  that  neither  of  the  Members 
for  Norfolk,  nor  either  of  the  Members 
for  the  City  of  Norwich,  had  been  in- 
duced to  come  forward  to  move  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill.  The  fact  was,  that 
the  strong  feeling  in  Norwich  was  in 
favour  of  the  BiU.  The  inhabitants 
desired  to  have  a  central  stetion, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  rightly 
observed;  and  he  (Mr.  Tillett)  thanked 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  John 
Konnaway),  who  was  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  two  years  ago,  for  the  refer- 
ence he  had  made  to  the  actual  facts  of 
the  case,  because  he  was  quite  convinced 
that  a  considerable  number  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  cheered  the  statements 
made  in  opposition  to  the  Bill  did  not 
know  the  locality,  ortlfe  nature  of  what 
was  called  the  contemplated  invasion,  or 
what  was  the  real  aspect  of  this  pic- 
turesque water-gate.  The  fact  was,  that 
there  would  be,  as  things  stood,  three 
railways  in  the  city  of  Norwich — one  of 
them  with  a  station  at  a  place  Heigham, 
in  the  north-west  comer  of  the  city; 
another  with  a  station  called  Victoria, 
on  the  south  side ;  and  a  third  in  con- 
nection with  the  Company  opposing  the 
present  BiU.  It  was  extremely  incon- 
venient and  perplexing  to  the  public  to 
have  these  distinct  and  distant  terminii 
for  approaching  the  city  of  Norwich ; 
and  this  Bill  proposed  to  construct  a 
central  stetion,  and  to  extend  the  ter- 
minus of  the  Lynn  and  Fakenham  BaU- 
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way  from  somewhere  about  Heigham  in 
the  north-west  comer  to  the  foot  of  the 
Oattle  Market.  Norwich  being  the  Me- 
tropolis of  a  large  agricultural  district, 
and  one  of  the  principal  Oattle  Markets 
in  the  Kingdom,  it  would  be  of  great 
advantage  not  to  Norfolk  only,  but  to 
the  Northern  and  Midland  districts,  to 
have  this  station  constructed.  It  was 
because  the  Bill  proposed  to  give  to 
Norwich  the  prospect,  and  also  the 
assurance,  of  a  central  station  that  the 
people  of  Norwich  were  strongly  in 
favour  of  its  being  sent  to  a  Com- 
mittee. In  1845  the  Great  Eastern 
Eailway  Company,  or  rather  the  Asso- 
ciated Companies  that  were  afterwards 
amalgamated  under  the  name  of  the 
Great  Eastern,  did  actually  project  an 
extension  of  this  railway  to  this  very 
spot,  or  near  to  it.  They  applied  to 
Parliament  for  a  Bill  in  1845,  and 
obtained  the  sanction  of  Parliament  to 
it.  They  thereby  recognized  that  it  was 
important  and  desirable  for  their  own 
interests  and  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity that  this  central  station  should 
be  made.  But  from  1845  down  to  the 
present  time  not  a  single  step  had  been 
taken  in  the  direction  of  carrying  out 
that  which  was  the  implied  purpose  of 
the  Railway  Company.  And  now  that 
Norwich  saw  the  chance  and  the  pro- 
mise of  a  central  station,  [the  inhabit- 
ants were  very  anxious  indeed  that  the 
House  should  not  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
strangled  in  the  way  now  proposed,  but 
that  it  should  be  sent  upstairs  and  be 
inquired  into,  so  that  the  real  interests 
of  the  public  and  the  real  interests  of 
the  agriculturists  might  bo  considered  in 
the  matter,  and  that  it  should  not  be 
made  a  mere  question  of  bargaining 
between  the  Dean  and  Chapter  and  the 
promoters  of  the  undertaking.  He  held 
it  to  be  exceedingly  inconvenient  that 
questions  should  be  raised  upon  the 
details  of  Private  Bills  in  this  way. 
The  House  was  already  overcharged 
with  Public  Business,  and  questions  of 
urgent  importance  in  which  the  entire 
nation  was  concerned  could  hardly  be 
advanced  a  single  step.  There  were 
now  before  the  House  some  180  or  200 
Private  Bills  upon  which  questions  of 
this  kind  could  be  raised  and  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  country  be  almost  put  a  stop 
to.  That  would  not  only  be  a  source  of 
gpreat  inconvenience  to  the  House,  but  it 
would  be  a  Bouroe  of  injustice  to  the 
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country,  because  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
attend  the  Sitting  of  the  House  at  4 
o'clock  who  had  received  private  letten 
and  been  invited  to  diaouss  these  ques- 
tions upon  ex  parte  statemente,  without 
having  been  able  to  hear  the  evidence 
of  the  engineers  or  to  look  at  the  proper 
plans.     If  this  course  were  to  be  sanc- 
tioned, there  was   extreme  peril  that 
undertakings  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  particular  localities  and  to  the  com- 
munity at  large  might  be  put  an  end  to 
by  an  opposition  raised  in  this  way.   He 
had  no  wish  to  pronounce  an  opinion  in 
favour  of  every  detail  of  the  present 
Bill.    If  it  could  be  shown  that  it  was 
not  necessary  for  the  line  to  go  through 
the  precincts  of  the  close ;  if  there  was 
a  wanton  and  unnecessary  invasion  of 
what  was  called  the  sacred  close ;  then 
let  a  Committee  ascertain  the  fact  on 
the  evidence  of  the  engineers,  and  let 
them    decide    accordingly.      But    the 
question  ought  not  to   be  decided  bj 
the    House   upon    a    one-sided   state- 
ment.     He  was   able  to  confirm  the 
assertion  already  made,  that  this  rail- 
way did  not  propose  to  go  within  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  of  the  Cathedral  at 
tne  point  where  it  passed  the  property 
of  the  Dean  and  Chapter.     He  oeheT^d 
that  400  yards,  or  thereabouts,  was  the 
distance^  at  which  it  passed  the  meadows, 
and  it  did  not  toudi  a  single  building 
upon    the  property  of  the  Dean  and 
Chapter.     It  came  up  to  a  street  called 
Cathedral  Street,  at  a  distance  of  more 
than  300  yards  from  the  Cathedral.   He 
was   prepared  to  concede  that  if  the 
line  unnecessarily  intruded    upon  the 
privacy  and  seclusion  of  the  Cathedral 
precincts,  it  ought  to  be  resisted;  but 
that  was  a  question  for  a  Committee  up- 
stairs, and  he  should  not  complain  3!| 
after  hearing  all  the  evidence,  a  Com- 
mittee arrived  at  the  opinion  that  such 
an  objection  was  a  fatal  objection  to  the 
Bill.     What  he  objected  to  was,  that  in 
that  (House,  upon  mere  ex  parU  state- 
ments, they  should  be  called  upon,  with- 
out having  before  them  the  substantial 
facts  of  the  case,  to  reject  the  Bill. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that,  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  he  wished 
to  say  one  word  in  regard  to  the  com- 

Eromise  which  had  been  offered  by  his 
on.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff).  He 
was  afraid  that  he  was  not  able  to 
accept  that  compromise.     The  proposal 
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of  his  hon.  Friend   was,   first  of  all, 
that  the    line    authorized    to   be  con- 
stnicted  by  Part  No.  6  of  the  Bill  should 
be  withdrawn. for  the  present  year.     So 
£urhehad  no  objection  to  make.     But 
his  hon.  Friend  went  further,  and  pro- 
posed that  he  (Mr.   Stanhope)  should 
giro  an  undertaking  that  no  opposition 
should  be    given    by    the    Dean    and 
Chapter,  or  any  other  person  in  whose 
ioterests  he  had  been  speaking,   next 
year,  when  a  Bill  was  to  be  brought 
fi)rwaTd  for  a  railway  which  would  cut 
the  Cathedral    close    in    two   different 
places.      [Sir  H.   Dbummond    Wolff: 
Only  two  comers.]  It  must  be  obviously 
dear  that  he  could  not  accept  a  con- 
ditional   scheme    of   which    he    knew 
nothing  whatever  upon  a  mere  state- 
ment of  this  kind  by  his  hon.  Friend. 
Snch  a  scheme,    when    submitted    to 
Parliament,  might  be  found  to  be  in 
the  highest  degree  objectionable  ;  and, 
therefore,  he  must  reluctantly  press  the 

Kewlution.  

Mb.  BULWEB  said,  he  should  not 
hare  troubled  the  House  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Norwich    (^Ir.   Tillett),    who    had 
stated  that  no  Member  who  had  any 
connection  with  the  county  of  Norfolk 
had  been  found  to  put  down  his  name  in 
oppoaition  to  the  Bill.     Now,  when  he 
looked  at  the  Notice  Paper,  and  found 
that  three  Notices  had    already   been 
giren  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  he 
considered  it  unnecessary,   although  a 
Norfolk  man,  to  add  another,  or  other- 
wise he  should  undoubtedly  have  done 
ao.     It  was  scarcely  necessary  to  remind 
the  House  that  this  was  not  a  case  of 
opposition  to  the  whole  Bill.     The  Com- 
pany promoting  the  Bill  had  a  station 
already  at  Heigham,  and  the  opposition 
was  only  directed  to  a  portion  of  the 
present  scheme — the  portion  delineated 
on  the  map  by  a  red  line.    No  objection 
was  raised  to  the  construction  of  a  line 
to  Norwich  from  the  station  at  Heigham, 
but  only  to  that  portion  of  it  which  ran 
through  the  precincts  of  the  Cathedral. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  on  the 
Front    Bench,     the   Member  for    Mid 
Lincolnshire    (Mr.    Stanhope),   in    all 
the  objections    he    had   so  eloquently 
urged    against    the    invasion    of     the 
precincts  of  the  Cathedral,  and  also  to 
the  contemplated  appropriation  of  open 

Xlacea  in   that  alreadv  crowded   city, 
^t  the    same    time,    be   should    have 


thought  that  the  compromise  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  would  have 
been  in  many  respects  a  reasonable  one, 
because  the  railroad  would  then  be 
carried  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  river, 
and  there  could  be  no  very  great  objec- 
tion to  the  slight  invasion  of  the  Cathe- 
dral property  which  would  then  be 
necessary.  The  junior  Member  for 
Norwich  (Mr.  Tillett)  said  the  great 
object  of  promoting  the  line  was  to  bring 
the  station  into  the  Cattle  Market  in  tho 
centre  of  the  city.  He  should  have 
thought  that  the  Corporation  of  Norwich 
would  themselves  have  been  extremely 
jealous  of  having  this  space  in  the  centre 
of  the  city  occupied  by  a  station  of  that 
kind,  and  that  they  would  have  pre- 
ferred a  station  in  another  and  more  con- 
venient place,  exactly  opposite  the  station 
of  the  Great  Eastern  Bail  way  Company, 
which  led  to  Yarmouth  and  the  Eastern 
Coast.  He  felt  it  necessary  to  point 
out  that  if  the  Bill  was  to  pass  in  its 
present  form,  and  if  this  was  to  become 
a  great  cattle  line,  passing  cattle  through 
Norwich  to  tKe  Northern  and  Midland 
districts,  it  was  quite  obvious  that  an 
increase  of  station  accommodation  would 
be  required  as  the  cattle  trade  deve- 
loped, and  if  that  accommodation  could 
not  be  found  in  the  city  it  must  be  found 
somewhere  close  at  hand.  They  would 
not  be  able  to  obtain  this  increased 
accommodation  in  the  direction  of  the 
river,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Norwich 
had  shown ;  and  if  it  was  hereafter  found 
necessary  to  provide  it,  the  provision 
must  be  made  not  on  the  river  side, 
but  by  further  encroachment  upon 
the  precincts  of  the  Cathedral.  He 
thought  that  was  a  fatal  objection 
against  allowing  the  Bill  to  pass  in  its 
present  shape.  At  the  same  time, 
he  would  repeat  that  the  compromise 
which  had  been  suggested  was  not  an 
unreasonable  one  to  consider.  As  to  the 
question  in  dispute  being  one  between 
two  Bailway  Companies,  he  had  nothing 
to  do  with  that.  He  had  no  interest  in 
either  of  the  Companies,  and  he  Ven- 
tured to  think  that  getting  two  railroads 
into  Norwich  might,  after  all,  be  of  no 
very  great  advantage  to  the  citizens  of 
Norwich,  so  far  as  competition  was  con- 
cerned. Hon.  Members  knew  very  well, 
from  past  experience,  that  even  where 
the  public  had  two  Bailway  Companies 
to  deal  with,  those  Companies  had  only 
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to  put  their  heads  together,  and  the 
public  found  themselves  ground  be- 
tween two  millstones  instead  of  by  only 
one. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  he 
thought  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  must 
see  that  there  was  a  strong  feeling  in 
the  House  against  interfering  with  the 
precincts  of  the  Cathedral  more  than 
was  absolutely  necessary.  The  compro- 
mise suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
was  practically  a  new  suggestion,  and 
was  cdtogether  outside  the  limits  of  de- 
viation contained  in  the  Bill.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  promoters  should  with- 
draw Part  6  of  the  Bill,  which  autho- 
rized the  construction  of  the  works  that 
were  objected  to,  and  go  on  with  the 
other  parts  of  the  Bill  against  which 
there  was  no  contention.  If  this  sugges- 
tion were  accepted  the  Bill  might  be  read 
a  second  time,  and  the  promoters  would 
be  able  to  bring  forward  a  Bill  next 
year  without  any  pledge  on  the  part 
of  the  Dean  and  Chapter.  He  would, 
therefore,  suggest  that  the  promoters 
should  give  an  undertaking  that  Part  6 
of  the  Bill  should  be  withdrawn,  and 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope) 
should  then  withdraw  his  opposition  to 
the  Bill. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  had  no  right  to  speak  again ;  but, 
with  the  indulgence  or  the  House,  per- 
haps ho  might  be  permitted  to  say  that 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  authorized  him 
to  state  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair),  they  would  withdraw  that 
portion  of  the  Bill  which  affected  the 
precincts  of  the  Catliedral. 

Sir  WILLLA.M  FFOLKES,  as  Vice 
Chairman  of  the  Company  who  were 
promoting  the  Bill,  said,  he  would  be 
happy  to  give  a  guarantee  on  their  part 
that  that  portion  of  the  measure  which 
referred  to  the  precincts  of  the  Cathedral 
of  Norwich  should  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that,  upon 
that  understanding,  he  begged  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted. 

Mr*  Bulwer 
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DUBLIN  CITY  MARKET  COMPANY. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  under  a  Bill  obtained  some 
years  ago  by  the  Dublin  City  Market 
Company,  authorising  them  to  bnj 
houses  in  South  Ghreat  Georges  Street, 
Dublin,  Mr.  Joseph  Fishboume  was 
appointed  arbitrator,  but  resigned  with- 
out making  the  awards;  whether  Mr. 
Posnet  was  appointed  arbitrator  in  the 
room  of  Mr.  Fishboume,  and,  in  several 
cases  heard  by  him  about  a  year  ago, 
has  not  3'et  made  awards ;  whether  the 
Market  Company  are  throwing  down 
houses  adjoining  those  in  respect  of 
which,  after  a  period  of  a  year  since 
hearing,  awards  have  not  yet  bem 
made;  and,  whether  he  can  say  how 
soon  Mr.  Posnet  may  be  expected  to 
discharge  his  functions  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  no  responsibility  in  the 
matter,  which  lay  within  the  province 
of  the  Board  of  Works.  He  beliered 
that  as  much  progress  was  being  made 
as  possible. 

LAW    AND   JUSTICE    (IRELAND) - 
MESSRS,  CROTTY  AND  OTHERS. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  seven  peraons, 
namely.     Messieurs     Crotty,     O'Brieni 
Clune,  Scanlan,  Hogan,  and  Marogire, 
of    Scariff,    county    Clare,    and    John 
Gregg,  of  Tulla,  in  the  same  county, 
were  arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act 
on  the  1 7th  ultimo,  and  confined  in  the 
lock-up,  or  '*  black-hole,"  of  the  Pdice 
Barrack  at  Tulla  from  about    II  ft.in. 
on  the  17th  ultimo,  till  about  3  p.m.  on 
the  following  day ;  whether,  during  the 
time  referred  to,  none  of  the  seven  men 
were  permitted   to  leave    the  "black- 
hole"  for  any  purpose  whatever;  and, 
whether  this  '^  black-holQ  "  is  a  place 
that  measures  eight  feet  by  seven  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  sud, 
these  men  were  not  arrested  under  the 
Protection  Act.  They  were  arrested  on 
a  charge  of  treason-felony.  They  woie 
brought  to  Tulla  on  the  17th  ultimo, 
and  were  committed  on  the  18th.  Li 
the  meantime,  they  were  detained  in  the 
Tulla  police  barracks.      He  was  sony 
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to  say  that  the  room  in  which  thej  were 
kept  was  a  small  one  ;  but  there  was  no 
probability  of  obtaining  cars  on  the 
same  day  to  remove  them,  the  police  hav- 
ing been  "Boycotted"  by  the  car-owners. 
They  were  removed  to  Ennis  the  next 
dty  on  cars  brought  out  from  that  town. 
Boring  the  time  they  were  in  the  bar- 
racks at  TuUa  they  were  allowed  to  see 
their  friends,  and  relieved  of  as  much 
restraint  as  was  consistent  with  their 
safe  custody. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— OUTRAGE  AT 

DERRY. 

Mr.  KEDMOND    asked    the    Chief 
Secretary  to  the   Lord   Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a 
serious  outrage,  said  to  have  been  com- 
mitted upon  some  of  the  servants  at  Go- 
▼wnment  House,  Derry,  durine  the  visit 
of  the  Irish  Society  to  Derry  m  August 
1B80,  was  reported  to  the  Constabulary ; 
whether  said  outrage  was  ascribed  as  a 
puty  one  to  the  Boman  Catholics  of  the 
noghbourhood ;  whether,  during  subse- 
quent inquiries  by  a  detective  into  an 
Alleged  larceny  of  spirits  and  wine,  the 
property  of  the  said  Society,  it  trans- 
pired tiiat  no    such  outrage  had  been 
perpetrated ;  whether  the  supposed  out- 
rage was  not  an  act  done  by  the  servants 
themselves ;  and  whether  this  is  the  first 
occasion  that  strong  suspicion  has  at- 
tached to  some  of  the  employees  of  the 
Society  in  connection  with  serious  party 
>atrages  in  Derry  not  long  since ;  and, 
rhether,  in  view  of  the  stigma  placed 
pon  the  Catholics   of  Derry,  he  will 
rder  an  independent  investigation  into 
le  circumstances  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
le  occurrence  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
on  took  place  in  August,  1879,  and  was 
alieved  at  the  time  to  have  been  a  party 
itrage.  A  magisterial  investigation, 
>wever,  failed  to  elicit  any  evidence  im- 
licating  any  parties.  He  believed  some 
ine,  the  property  of  the  Irish  Society, 
as  alleged  to  have  disappeared  at  the 
dlway  station  at  Londonderry ;  but  it 
ibsequently  transpired  that  it  had  been 
irrectly  delivered.  He  saw  no  neces- 
ty  at  present  of  ordering  an  investiga- 
>n. 

INLAND  REVENUE  STAMPrNG  DE- 
PARTMENT (SCOTLAND). 
Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Financial 
ecfetai^  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 


attention  has  been  called  to  the  incon- 
venience suffered  by  persons  in  Glasgow 
requiring  forms  to  be  stamped,  through 
the  necessity  of  sending  them  to  Edin- 
burgh, and  the  great  delays  which 
frequently  occur  through  the  inability 
of  the  Edinburgh  office  to  overtake  its 
work ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  on  the 
9th  of  March  the  Controller  of  Inland 
Revenue  at  Edinburgh  advised  the 
Department  at  Glasgow,  that,  owing 
to  the  demand  for  penny  forms,  conse- 
quent on  the  adoption  of  limited  lia- 
bility by  the  Scottish  banks,  lar^e  orders 
for  "one  penny"  forms  coula  not  be 
supplied  from  Edinburgh  in  less  than 
three  weeks,  while  by  sending  them  to 
London  or  Manchester  for  stamping 
they  could  be  obtained  in  one  week ; 
and,  whether  he  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  establishing  in  Glasgow  an  in- 
dependent stamping  department  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH ; 
I  regret  to  learn  that  there  has  been 
some  delay  in  obtaining  the  necessary 
stamped  forms  in  Glasgow.  It  was  due, 
I  am  informed,  to  the  adoption  of  limited 
liability  by  the  Scotch  banks;  and,  in 
order  to  meet  it,  the  assistance  of  the 
Stamping  Departments  in  London  and 
Manchester  has  been  called  in.  This 
arrangement,  it  is  believed,  is  approved 
by  the  principal  persons  concerned.  The 
pressure  due  to  temporary  causes  would 
not,  in  my  opinion,  justify  the  expense 
of  a  Stamping  Department  at  Glasgow, 
in  addition  to  that  at  Edinburgh. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Would  the  noble 
Lord  recommend  the  Committee  to  send 
the  press  of  work  to  London,  or  some- 
where else,  where  it  could  be  done, 
so  as  to  enable  the  work  to  be  got 
through  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
That  is  what  I  have  stated  is  being 
done.  The  work  is  sent  to  Manchester 
and  London. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-MR. 
JAMES  DOOLEY. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
James  Dooley,  at  present  detained  under 
the  Coercion  Act  in  Clonmel  Gaol,  had 
at  the  time  of  his  arrest  a  licence  for 
the  sale  of  arms ;  whether  such  licence 
was  revoked  fourteen  days  after  his  ar- 
rest ^  whether  all  his  arms  and  ammuni"" 
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tion  were  at  onoe  g^ven  up  to  the  polioe ; 
whether  he  has  since  been  unable  to  ob- 
tain payment,  as  provided  by  the  Arms 
Act,  for  such  arms,  although  four  months 
have  elapsed  since  they  were  surren- 
dered ;  and,  whether  he  will  inquire  into 
the  cause  of  this  delay  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  this  prisoner  was  arrested  on  the 
18th  of  November,  his  licence  for  the 
sale  of  arms  was  revoked  on  the  19th  of 
November,  and  the  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion which  belonged  to  him  given  up  to 
the  police  on  the  14th  of  December.  The 
person  acting  on  his  behalf  sent  in  a  bill 
for  the  price  of  the  arms,  £54  odd,  and 
he  was  asked  for  the  invoice,  which  he 
failed  to  produce.  That  was  the  reason 
of  the  delay. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  if  the  man 
was  to  be  left  without  the  price  of  his 
arms  until  he  produced  the  invoice, 
which,  perhaps,  was  lost  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  he  could 
get  another  from  the  person  from  whom 
he  purchased  the  arms. 


VACCINATION  ACT  (1867),  SEC.  31. 

Mr.  BURT  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  section  thirty-one  of  the 
Vaccination  Act  of  1867  was  obtained 
from  Parliament  on  the  express  under- 
standing that  it  was  needed  in  order  to 
give  jurisdiction  over  children  bom  be- 
fore the  new  Act  came  into  operation, 
but  since  the  Act  of  1853  ;  and  whether, 
as  the  section  is  no  longer  needed  for 
its  original  purpose,  and  as  there  are 
no  children  now  to  whom  the  rest  of  the 
Act  does  not  apply,  he  will  consider  the 
propriety  of  ordering  the  use  of  Section 
31  to  be  discontinued  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  The  Question  of  my 
hon.  Friend  is  based  upon  an  erroneous 
assumption.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
Act  of  1867  limiting  it  to  the  children 
referred  to  ;  and,  so  far  from  there  being 
any  understanding  that  Section  31  should 
be  limited  as  suggested,  it  is  so  drawn 
as  to  include  all  children,  whether  bom 
before  or  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
I  cannot,  therefore,  assent  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  section  in  question  is  no 
longer  required  for  its  original  purpose. 
I  am  desirous  that  the  powers  of  the 
section  should  not  be  abused ;  but  I 
have  no  authority  to  order  the  use  of  it 
to  be  discontinued. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PBO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — MR. 
RICHARD  HODNETT. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Biohard 
Hodnett,  suspect,  while  in  Cork  Ckol, 
was  called   on   by  two   gentlemen  on 
the  3rd  February ;  whether  the  gentle- 
men were  informed  by  a  warder   that 
Mr.  Hodnett  refused  to  see  them ;  whe- 
ther he   is   aware    that   Mr.   Hodnett 
denies  having  given  any  such  message ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  states  that  he  was 
anxious  to  see  his  friends;  and,  what 
notice  the  Government  propose  to  take 
of  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  two  men  called  on  Mr.  Hodnett, 
while  in  Cork  Gaol,  on  the  3rd  of  Feb- 
ruary. He  was  informed  of  their  aniTal 
and  he  stated  to  the  warder  that  he  oonld 
see  no  visitors  that  day.  The  warder  in- 
formed the  two  visitors  accordingly. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  truth  of  tliii 
statement  was  altogether  denied  by  Ur. 
Hodnett. 

INTERNATIONAL  LAW— THE  SPANISH 
STEAMER  "  LEON  XIH." 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfain, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  master 
of  the  Spanish  Steamer  "  Leon  XUL" 
having  been  imprisoned  by  the  Biitiah 
authorities  at  Singapore  for  refuung 
to  produce  the  engineers  of  the  veaiel, 
British  subjects,  whom  he  had  arbitrarily 
placed  in  irons,  the  vessel  a  fortnight 
ago  ''  escaped  "  from  Singapore,  oany* 
ing  off  the  engineers  in  question ;  whe- 
ther, before  escaping,  she  complied  with 
the  Law  as  to  clearance  at  the  Custom 
House;  if  not,  whether  he  will  innst 
upon  the  Spanish  Government  restoring 
to  British  jurisdiction  the  British  mil^ 
jeots  thus  piratically  carried  off;  and, 
whether  he  will  instruct  our  repreeen- 
tative  at  Manila,  whither  the  ''Leon 
XIII."  is  bound,  carefully  to  watch  over 
their  interests  ? 

S»  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  The 
statement  of  my  hon.  Friend  with  regard 
to  the  imprisonment  of  the  master,  and 
tlie  escape  of  the  engineers,  of  the  Zmr 
XIIL  is  substantially  oorreot.  No  Ons- 
tom -house  exists  at  Singapore ;  but  the 
engineers  in  question  have  been  handed 
over  to  the  British  Consul  at  MaoilUi. 
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tations  haye  been  made  to  him  as  to  the 
inconvenience  that  will  arise  in  certain 
of  the  elementary  schools  in  arranging 
the  daily  school-work,  if  the  teaching 
hours  of  the  pupil  teachers  are  reduced 
from  thirty  hours  to  twenty-five  hours 
per  week,  as  proposed  in  Schedule  YI. 
of  the  new  Oode ;  and,  whether  he  will 
consider  the  possibility  of  some  modifi- 
cation of  this  general  restriction,  under 
the  authority  of  the  inspector  or  other- 
wise? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  that 
representations  had  been  made  to  him 
as  to  the  inconvenience  that  would  arise 
in  certain  elementary  schools  if  the 
teaching  hours  of  the  pupil  teachers 
were  reduced  from  30  to  25  per  week, 
as  proposed  in  Schedule  YI.  of  the  new 
Code ;  but  he  thought  they  were  made 
under  a  misapprehension.  Existing  con- 
tracts were  not  at  all  affected  by  the 
change.  It  was  only  the  contracts  of 
the  pupil  teachers  in  the  future  that 
would  be  affected ;  and  they  should  be 
very  loth  indeed  to  increase  the  hours, 
for  they  believed  pupil  teachers  had  been 
greatly  over-worked,  and  that  there  had 
been  a  great  deal  of  suffering  in  conse- 
quence. If  inconvenience  were  found  to 
result  from  the  regulation,  it  could  be 
modified  ;  but  he  would  wait  for  expe- 
rience of  its  working  before  taking  any 
step  in  that  direction. 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— SUPERANNU A- 
TION  OF  DR.  ALEXANDER  SMILEY, 
MEDICAL  OFFICER  AT  BALLY- 
CURRY. 

Mr.  MELDON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Dr.  Alex- 
ander Smiley,  who  had  served  for  nearly 
thirty  years  as  medical  officer  of  the 
BaUjenrry  Dispensary  district  of   the 
nme  Union,  had  been    compelled  by 
Iffoken  health  (brought  about  by  the 
uduous  duties  he  was  called  on  to  dis- 
diarge)  to  resign  his  office,  had  been 
noently  refused  any  superannuation  al- 
lowance by  the  guardians  of  the  said 
Union,  although  the  dispensary  com- 
aittee  of  the  district  had  unanimously 
neommended  him  for  a  pension ;  and, 
if  BO,  what  was  the  reason  assigned  for 
nch  refusal ;  and,  whether,  considering 
the  public  disadvantage  that  a  medical 
officer  should,  at  the  age  of  sixty-four, 
tfter  thirty  years'   service,  and  in  ill 
iiealth,  be  compelled  to  persevere  in  the 
Attempt  to  perrorm  his  duties,  night  and 
day,  in  a  district  the  area  of  which  is 
14,215  acres,  with  a  population  of  4,533 

Kns,  mostly  in  poor  circumstances, 
..  ould  take  some  steps  to  avoid  this 
poblio  evil  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  understood 
tiiat,  in  the  main,  the  facts,  as  stated  in 
tile  Question,  were  correct. 

Mb.  BIQGAB  asked  by  what  evidence 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  last 
portion  of  the  statement  was  correct  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  thought 
it  almost  spoke  for  itself.  It  would  be 
?erj  hard  that  an  officer  who  had  at- 
tained the  age  of  64  years  should  be 
obliged  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  a 
district. 

Mb.  BIOGAR  said,  he  asked  the 
QaeBtion  with  reference  to  the  two  last 
linee,  which  stated,  **  with  a  population 
of  4,588  persons,  mostly  in  poor  circum- 
stances." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  am  afraid 
it  is  the  case  with  many  people  in  Ire- 
hmd. 
Mb.  BIOGAR :  No ;  it  is  not. 

EDUCATION  DEPABTMBNT— THE  NEW 

CODE,  SCHEDULE  VI.— PUPIL 

TEACHEBS. 

Mb.  salt  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  Whether  any  represen- 
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PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
THOMAS  BRENNAN. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Thomas  Brennan  was  sud- 
denly removed,  a  few  days  since,  from 
Kilmainham  to  Naas  Prison,  after  an 
imprisonment  in  the  former  place  for  a 
period  not  far  short  of  a  year,  many 
months  of  which  he  had  spent  in  the  in- 
firmary of  the  Prison,  where  he  was  at 
the  time  of  the  order  for  his  removal ; 
whether  the  removal  of  Mr.  Brennan 
was  so  suddenly  executed  as  to  prevent 
him  from  seeing,  before  his  departure, 
his  regular  medical  adviser,  Dr.  J.  E. 
Kenny;  and,  whether  the  removal  to 
Naas  cuts  Mr.  Brennan  off  from  Dr. 
Kenny's  care ;  whether  Mr.  Brennan  has 
been  for  some  months  in  a  precarious 
state  of  health ;  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  Copies  of  the  Report  on 
Mr.  Brennan's  condition,  made  by  Dr. 
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Bobert  MacDonnel  about  three  months 
ago,  and,  since  then,  by  Dr.  Carte,  the 
official  medical  attendant  at  Kilmain- 
ham  Prison ;  and,  whether  any  reason 
can  be  assigned  for  the  removal  of  Mr. 
Brennan,  in  his  dangerous  state  of 
health,  from  a  prison,  in  which  his  own 
medical  adviser  had  daily  access  to  him, 
to  one  in  which  he  is  totally  deprived  of 
the  exercise  of  that  gentleman's  skill 
and  care  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Thomas  Brennan  had  not  been  re- 
moved to  Naas  Gaol,  but  to  Kilkenny. 
It  was  not  the  fact  that  he  had  been  so 
suddenly  removed  as  to  prevent  his 
having  been  seen  by  a  doctor  before  he 
left.  He  was  informed  two  days  before 
of  his  intended  removal,  and,  in  accord- 
ance with  his  wish,  Dr.  Kenny  saw  him 
before  he  was  removed.  Dr.  Carte  also 
saw  him.  Thomas  Brennan  was  in  his 
ordinary  health,  and  for  some  time  back 
no  reasonable  complaint  had  been  made 
on  the  ground  of  ill-health.  Instead 
of  the  change  being  dangerous  to  Mr. 
Brennan,  it  was  thought  it  would  be 
beneficial.  He  did  not  consider  he  was 
called  upon  to  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
certificate  of  the  doctor. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  tell  the  House 
why  Mr.  Brennan  was  removed  to  Kil- 
kenny ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  the  rea- 
son Mr.  Brennan  was  removed  to  Kil- 
kenny was  that  the  Executive  found  it 
necessary  to  secure  the  safe-keeping  of 
thu  prisoners ;  and  also  to  prevent  their 
carrying  on  practices  for  which  it  had 
been  found  necessary  to  detain  them, 
and  to  prevent  them  carrying  on  com- 
munication with  outside  parties. 

Mr.  SEXTON  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  move  for  Papers  bearing  on  this 
question. 

STATE  OF  IREIAND— RIOT  AT  BALLY- 

RAGGET. 

Mr.  PATRICK  MARTIN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Adams,  of  the 
Munster  Circuit,  who  acted  as  counsel 
for  the  next-of-kin  of  James  Marsfield, 
in  respect  to  whose  death  the  jury  at 
the  inquest,  held  in  Ballyragget,  re- 
turned a  verdict  of  wilful  murder 
against  the  sub-inspector  in  charge  of 
the    police,    which     has     been     lately 
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quashed  by  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,  on  the  application  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  stated  that 
when  the  first  witness  on  behalf  of  the 
next-of-kin,  John  Delaney,  of  Abbey- 
laix,  attended  at  the  police  barracks, 
pursuant  to  the  coroner's  directions,  in 
order  to  identify  the  sub-inspector  who 
gave  the  order  to  charge,  Delaney,  on 
entering  the  police  barrack,  was  threat- 
ened, and  it  was  stated  his  name  would 
be  taken  down  for  the  purpose  of  having 
him  prosecuted;  whether,  during  the 
inquest,  and  within  forty-eight  noon 
after  this  threat,  John  Delaney  was  in 
fact  arrested  under  the  Coercion  Aot, 
and  has  been  since  detained  in  Naas 
Gaol ;  what  is  the  date  of  the  wairant 
under  which  the  said  John  Delaney  was 
arrested;  was  not  the  said  John  De- 
laney at  the  time  conducting  a  conflidi^ 
able  business  in  Abbeylaix,  which  has 
been  gp*eatly  injured  by  his  detention; 
and  is  it  ^e  intention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  prolong  the  imprison- 
ment of  Delaney,  which  has  now  con- 
tinued over  five  months,  or  to  direct 
an  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  his 
case? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  m 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jomreoir),  in 
reply,  said,  he  was  not  informed  Hr* 
Adams  was  present.  Delaney  was  ar- 
rested under  the  Protection  of  PerKm 
and  Property  Act,  on  the  1 7th  of  October, 
under  a  warrant  dated  the  14th  instant 
His  case  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mr.  PATRICK  MARTIN  asked  whe- 
ther, if  it  was  proved  to  the  satisfSactioi 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  G^ntlemia 
that  Mr.  Adams  and  the  Coroner  were 
present,  any  steps  would  be  taken  for 
the  release  of  Delaney  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  roi 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johhsoit)  said, 
he  thought  not,  and  for  this  reason— he 
thought  it  would  be  a  bad  preoedent  to 
establish — that  of  making  counsel  in  ft 
case  a  witness  in  the  case. 

Mr.  PATRICK  MARTIN  asked  whe- 
ther, in  point  of  fact,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  reoeived  inftr* 
mation  to  the  effect  that  Mr.  Adams  was 
not  present  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsok):  I 
have  received  no  information  at  all 
about  Mr.  Adams. 
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QUARTERMASTERS   SERVING 
IN  INDIA. 

EL  ALEXANDEB  asked  the 
J  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
nake  Clauses  198  and  201  of  the 
/'arrant  applicable  to  Eegiments 
in  India,  with  a  view  to  enable 
masters  of  those  Regiments  to 
he  advantages  to  which  Quarter- 
serving  elsewhere  are  entitled ; 
he  will  state  the  reason  why 
masters  serving  in  India,  who 
)  rank  of  Captain,  do  not  receive 
trances  always  granted  in  India 
rs  of  that  rank  ? 
Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
\  said,  that,  so  far  as  their  Eng- 
f  was  concerned,  Quartermasters 
aents  serving  in  India  came  under 
litions  and  rates  of  the  Royal  War- 
ferred  to  in  the  Question.  With 
to  their  Indian  pay  and  allow- 
;he  Government  of  India  would 
ressed  in  view  of  their  reporting 
subject  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
)r'8  Question ;  but  he  had  to  ob- 
;hat  the  rank  held  by  Quarter- 
s  serving  in  India,  as  elsewhere, 
Dorary  and  relative  only,  and  did 
drefore,  necessarily  carry  with  it 
y  and  allowances  of  substantive 


CATION  DEPARTMENT— THE 
EW  CODE—ARTICLE  109,  G. 

>  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
ice  President  of  the  Council, 
er,  under  the  New   Code   (Art. 

lY.),  it  is  intended  that  scholars 
lay  choose  to  remain  at  school 
easing  Standard  YII.  should  con- 
to    the   Grant    made    to  their 

either  by  their  attendances  (Art. 
by  their  passes  on  re-examination 
idord  VII.  ? 

MUNDELLA,   in    reply,   said,- 

was  the  intention  of  the  Depart- 
hat  scholars  who  remained  at  the 
after  passing  Standard  YII.  should 
»ute  to  the  Grant. 

>  GEORGE  HAMILTON :    Are 
ittendances  to  be  included  in  the 
6  attendances  ? 
MUNDELLA:  Certainly. 

YPT— ROBBERY  OF  BRITISH 
SUBJECTS. 

FAnr  ATLMER  asked  the  Under 
EUy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 


If  he  has  received  any  oommunication 
from  our  representative  in  Egypt  re- 
garding the  robbery,  reported  in  the 
'*  Globe,"  of  all  the  effects  of  six  English 
gentlemen,  who  have  been  travelling  in 
the  Atbara  Mountains,  by  an  Abyssinian 
tribe;  and,  whether  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment have  been  asked  to  send  assist- 
ance to  these  gentlemen  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  No  in- 
formation has  been  received  from  Her 
Majesty's  Agent  in  Egypt  with  regard 
to  the  robbery  of  Englishmen  by  Aoys- 
sinians  in  the  Atbara  Mountains ;  but 
as  it  is  known  that  some  of  the  party  are 
personally  acquainted  with  Sir  Edward 
Malet,  there  is  no  doubt  that  he  will  do 
all  in  his  power  to  assist  them. 


CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT— THE  NEW 
WAREHOUSING  SCHEME. 

Mr.  SPENCER  BALFOUR  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
it  is  still  intended  to  enforce  the  super- 
annuation of  those  upper  division  clerks 
of  the  Customs  Warehousing  Depart- 
ment in  the  prime  of  life  who  do  not 
wish  to  undertake  service  in  the  Outdoor 
Department,  while  retaining  in  other 
departments  some  thirty  clerks  who  are 
upwards  of  sixty  years  of  age  ? 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  will  inform  the  House  what 
are  the  immediate  and  prospective  sav- 
ings, if  any,  in  the  Estimates,  from  the 
impending  changes  in  the  Customs  De- 
partment ;  and,  whether  they  will  not 
involve  the  superannuation  of  many 
public  servants  in  the  prime  of  life  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
It  is  impossible,  in  the  present  state  of 
affairs,  to  give  a  definite  answer  either 
to  this  Question  or  to  the  latter  part  of 
that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Southwark.  When  we  know  how  many 
of  the  warehousing  clerks  are  willing  to 
accept  posts  in  the  re-organized  Depart- 
ment, and  how  many  wish  to  retire,  we 
shall  be  in  a  position  to  consider  whether 
it  will  be  necessary  to  compel  any  officers 
under  60  years  of  age  to  retire.  I  hope 
it  will  not  be  so  necessary;  and  we  shall 
endeavour  to  avoid  this  result  by  every 
means  consistent  with  the  interests  of 
the  public  service.  As  regards  the  for- 
mer part  of  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Southwark,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  Estimates  now 
before  the  House  are  framed  on  the 
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buis  of  the  old  eatabliBhmenta.  Tbo 
changee  are  expected  ultimately  to  pro< 
duce  a  coneiderable  reduction  of  expense ; 
but  the  amount  of  that  reduction  cannot 
jet  be  stated.  Economj  was  not  the 
first  motive  for  making  the  change. 


PKOTECTION    OF    PERSON    AND    PRO. 

PERTY  (IEELAND)ACT.1S81— MESSRS. 

ALLIS,    OULLINANE,     FLOOD,     AND 

DALTON. 

Me.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
tarj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  have  any  objection  to 
allow  the  four  Poor  Law  guardians  of 
Tipperary  Union,  at  present  confined  as 
euspects  m  Kilkenny  Gaol,  Mesara.  Allia, 
Oullinane,  Flood,  and  Dalton,  to  be  re- 
leased on  parole  in  order  to  take  part  in 
the  election  of  officers  for  their  union  on 
Tuesday  next  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  did  not  think  that  was  a  ground  for 
releasing  the  prisoners  in  question. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— OUTBREAK  OF 
FEVER  IN  CLONMEL  GAOL. 

Mr.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
'  information  as  to  the  outbreak  of  fever 
in  Olonmel  Gaol,  and  as  to  the  dispo- 
sition or  removal  of  the  suspects  therein 
confined?  The  hon.  Member  said  he 
put  the  Question  in  consequence  of  a 
telegram  he  had  received  stating  that 
this  was  the  second  outbreak  of  fever  in 
the  prison,  and  that  prisoners  were  put 
in  the  cells  next  those  where  the  sick 
prisoners  were,  and  no  attention  had 
been  made  to  complaints. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  sent  a  telegram  that  morn- 
ing directing  the  Governor  to  inform 
him  if  fever  had  broken  out  in  Clonmel 
Gaol,  and,  in  reply,  he  had  received  a 
telegram  which  stated  that  a  case  of 
typhoid  fever  had  occurred.  The  in- 
spector and  architect  of  the  prison  had 
gone  to  see  what  could  be  done  for  the 
safety  of  the  prisoners  ;  but  he  had  not 
yet  received  their  Eeport. 

In  reply  to  Mr,  Healt, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  assured  the 
hon.  Member  that  ho  would  do  all  he 
could  in  order  to  prevent  a  spread  of  the 
fever ;  and  he  should  at  once  telegraph 
to  inquire  as  to  how  the  prisoner  was 
who  had  been  attacked  by  the  disease.  ' 
i^rd  Frtdtrick  Cavfitdilh 


PROTECTION  OF  PEH80N  AND  PRO- 

PEETY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-YR. 

MARTIN  O'SULLIVAN. 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  8em- 
taiT  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  &ct  that  Mr.  Mutjn 
O'SuUivan,  who  waa  arrested  on  th« 
23rd  June  1881,  was  deprived  by  the 
Governor  of  Limerick  Qaol  of  his  neck- 
tie ;  whether,  although  Mr.  O'Snllino 
demanded  it  several  times,  the  Oovenoi 
refused  to  give  it  up ;  whether  it  i»  trae 
that  the  flags  in  one  of  the  yardi  in 
Limerick  prison  on  a  wet  day  are  w 
covered  with  water  that  the  yard  cannot 
be  exercised  in,  and  that  in  another 
yard  there  is  a  closet  which  sometimH 
emits  such  an  odour  as  to  prevent  tbs 
suspects  &om  going  within  a  long  dii- 
tance  of  it ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that, 
when  letters  are  stopped  hy  the  Govm^ 
nor  of  Limerick  Gaol,  he  will  not  retuit 
to  the  suspects  the  penny  stamps  on  the 
hack  of  the  envelopes ;  and  whether  it 
is  true  that,  in  this  and  other  gsoli, 
suspects  are  charged  for  having  theii 
cells  cleaned  ?  

Mh.  W.  E,  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  mi. 
that  when  Mr.  O'SuIlivan  was  arretted 
he  wore  a  large  green  tie  with  "  JmiA 
League "  and  a  harp  without  a  men 
worked  in  with  white  silk.  The  Oovw 
nor  took  the  tie  &om  him.  He  aaksd 
for  its  return,  and  it  was  refused ;  bat 
when  he  was  discharged  it  was  returned 
to  him.  There  was  a  closet  in  the  yaid; 
hut  it  was  a  good  one.  During  aJtert- 
tions  portion  of  the  yard  was  exposed  to 
the  bad  weather;  but  it  waa  now  en- 
closed. In  futnre,  when  it  was  necM- 
eary  to  stop  a  letter  at  Limerick  Oad, 
the  stamp  would  be  returned  to  Hit 
sender.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
"suspects"  were  charged  Id.  a-dayfcr 
having  their  cells  cleaned,  unleai  thsj 
did  it  themselveB ;  but  that  matter  vu 
discussed  last  year,  and  he  did  not  MS 
any  reason  now  for  making  a  change. 

STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS-8T.AVERT  IS 

THE  MALAY  PENINSnLA. 

Ha.  GOEST  asked  the  Under  Saoie- 

tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 

ho  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Honw 

Papers  which  will  show  the  policy  in  n- 

foTonce  to  slavery  pursued  hy  the  British 

Government  in   the    protected    Native 

tales   in  the    Malay  Peninsula;   and, 

hat  stq>s  have  been  taken  saboequvot 
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to  the  Despatch  of  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  of  March  5th  1879,  to  promote  the 
Abolition  of  Slavery  in  Perak  ? 

Me.  GOITBTNEY:  Papers  on  this 
subject  shall  be  prepared  and  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  The  existence 
of  aUfery  in  the  Malay  Peninsula  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State,  who  took  steps  to  secure  its 
graidaal  extinction ;  and  in  the  despatch 
of  the  5th  of  March,  1879,  gave  orders 
to  prevent  the  application  of  the  system 
of  debt-slavery  to  any  new  cases.  In  a 
despatch  written  on  the  4th  instant  the 
Earl  of  Elimberley  directed  the  Governor 
of  the  Straits  Settlements  to  report  on 
the  progress  that  had  been  made  towards 
the  extinction  of  debt-slavery  since  the 
deipatch  of  hi&  Predecessor. 

UND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881,  SEC.  8 
-"ADAMS  r.  DUNSEATH.** 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Cullen,  ten- 
ant, Banbury,  landlord,  reported  in  the 
"Freeman's  Journal "  of  the 24th  instant, 
in  vhich  Judge  O'Hagan  commented  on 
the  *'  extreme  difficulty  of  the  task  im- 
posed on  the  Land  Commission"  by 
Notion  eight,  sub-section  five  of  the 
Land  Act,  which  requires  the  Court,  on 
ipplication,  to  fix  a  specified  value  of  a 
enanoy  with  a  view  to  a  subsequent 
ale,  and  expressed  a  wish  that  he  could, 
^  possible,  evade  the  difficult  task  thus 
aposed  on  the  Court ;  whether  he  is 
irare  that  the  same  difficulty  has  arisen 
)fore  the  Sub  -  Commissions  all  over 
-eland,  and  resulted  in  extreme  diverg- 
108  of  practice  and  procedure  among 
ose  bodies ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
le  Sub- Commission  has  decided  that 
\  duty,  under  the  circumstances  referred 
y  is  to  fix  the  highest  market  value  of 
.8  tenancy  as  the  specified  value,  while 
r.  Justice  O'Hagan  has  expressed  an 
»inion  that  the  specified  value  should 
>t  be  the  highest  market  value ;  that 
Lother  Sub  -  Commission  was  in  the 
ibit  of  fixing,  as  the  specified  value, 
.e  maximum  amount  of  compensation 
r  disturbance  which  the  tenant  would 
>  entitled  to  if  arbitrarily  evicted,  and 
ithout  any  reference  to  the  tenant's 
iprovements,  but  was  subsequently 
impelled  to  change  this  practice ;  that 
16  of  the  Sub-Commissions  has  re- 
ited  to  fix  a  specified  value  at  all, 
iIms  specific  evidence  on  the  point  is 


offered,  while  all  the  other  Sub-Com- 
missions fix  the  value  without  any  evi- 
dence on  the  point  having  been  offered, 
and  discourage  the  practice  of  offering 
such  evidence ;  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Master 
of  the  Bolls,  in  their  respective  judg- 
ments in  the  case  of  Adams  v.  Dunseath, 
expressed  contrary  opinions  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  phrase  ''  true  value  "  of 
a  tenancy ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
power  of  fixing  a  specified  value  does 
not  apply  at  all  when  a  holding  is 
subject  to  the  Ulster  Custom ;  and,  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  difficulties 
and  contradictions  which  section  eight, 
sub-section  five  of  the  Land  Act  has  given 
rise  to,  the  Government  will  take  steps 
to  have  it  repealed  ? 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  I  have  tele- 
graphed to  Dublin  ;  but,  unfortunately, 
m  consequence  of  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Justice  O'Hagan,  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  obtain  either  the  verification  or  the 
correction  of  any  of  the  recitals  contained 
in  this  Question.  I  may,  perhaps,  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  tiiat  when  the 
Land  Act  was  in  Committee,  this  rather 
important  subsidiary  provision  of  the  Act 
was  almost  the  only  one  which  passed 
through  the  Committee  without  any  op- 
position or  discussion  whatever.  I  do  not 
think  a  single  word  was  said  on  the  sub- 
ject. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  were  correct 
in  the  allegations  contained  in  the  Ques- 
tion, we  sliould  be  very  desirous  to  know 
what  are  the  views  of  the  Judges  and 
Commissioners  about  it — what  light  their 
experience  may  have  thrown  on  the 
question ;  and  we  shall  consider  all  in- 
formation so  obtained  on  that  and  other 
points  without  any  prejudice  whatever. 
With  respect  to  the  closing  paragraph 
of  the  Question,  and  the  engagement  to 
make  an  amendment  on  the  Act,  I  must 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  what  I  ven- 
tured to  say  a  few  days  ago,  and  repeat 
that  the  Government  must  depend  on  the 
co-operation  of  the  House  with  respect 
to  their  passing  measures  through  the 
House,  and  bo  cautious  as  to  engage- 
ments on  that  subject  until  they  have 
secured  an  opportunity. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— MURDER  OF 
MR.  A.  E.  HERBERT. 

Mk.  BOUKKE  inquired  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  can  give  any  informa- 
tion to  the  House  with  respect  to  the 
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report  which  appears  in  the  papers  of 
the  murder  of  Mr.  Herbert,  J.P.,  of 
Killentenna, Castleisland,  county  Kerry; 
and  whether  any  arrests  have  been 
made  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  the  report  is  true  that  Mr. 
Herbert  was  murdered  last  night.  He 
was  fired  at,  and  one  of  the  shots  struck 
him  in  the  right  lung.  I  haye  not  heard 
whether  any  arrests  have  been  made. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  (RULES  OF  PROCEDURE)— 
THE  DEBATE  OF  THURSDAY. 

PERSONAL   EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  had  to  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  for  a  few  minutes 
while  he  referred  to  a  statement  made 
with  reference  to  him  on  the  previous 
evening  by  the  Premier,  and  which  he 
was  perfectly  astonished  to  read  in  77ie 
Times  that  morning.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter said — 

**  We  have  to  deal,  for  instance,  with  an 
amplitude  of  speaking.  I  am  myself  charged 
as  an  offender  in  that  respect,  and  the  other  day 
I  was  taken  to  task  for  the  length  of  my  speeches 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Deny.  I  am  not  at  all 
prepared  to  deny  that  there  is  ground  for  the 
complaint  which  the  hon.  Member  made.  A 
groat  deal  of  responsibility  attaches  to  one  who 
holds  high  office,  or  is  the  Leader  of  a  Party ; 
but  look  at  the  condition  at  which  we  have 
arrived.  The  hon.  Member  for  Deny  reproved 
me  for  amplitude  in  perfect  good  faith,  though 
he  is  not  the  Leader  of  a  Party,  nor  the  holder 
of  a  responsible  ofSce,  and  yet  the  speech  in 
which  he  reproved  mo  for  amplitude  was  very 
nearly  two  hours  long." 

Now,  he  wished  to  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  was  wholly  and  en- 
tirely mistaken  with  reference  to  the  per- 
son whom  he  supposed  to  have  made 
those  remarks.  Neither  in  the  House 
nor  elsewhere  had  he  ever  charged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  *' amplitude 
of  speech  "— -  [Mr.  Warton  :  Hear,  hear !  ] 
— and  the  only  speech  of  any  length  that 
he  had  himself  delivered  this  Session  was 
on  the  occasion  of  the  Motion  censuring 
the  House  of  Jjords,  when  he  had  spoken, 
not  for  two  hours,  but  for  one  hour  and 
10  minutes.  He  had  looked  at  the  re- 
port of  this  speech,  and  he  found  there 
was  no  trace  whatever  of  the  suggestion 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made.  He  hSd.  only  further  to  say  that 
in  this  speech  there  was  only  one  refer- 
ence to  me  Prime  Minister.  He  spoke 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  as 

Mr.  Bourke 


reminding  him  of  one  of  those  fitful  At 
lantio  storms,  through  which  he  had  fre 
quently  passed — it  was  very  fieiee,  vei^ 
grand,  very  short,  and  left  no  trace  be 
hind  it.  He  was,  in  fact,  a  most  intenw 
admirer  of  the  oratory  of  the  right  hon 
Gentleman.  He  should,  therefore,  be 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wotdd 
either  give  him  some  reference  to  correct 
what  must  be  his  very  bad  memory,  or 
would  withdraw  what  he  had  said. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  had  no  know- 
ledge that  the  hon.  Member  was  going 
to  raise  this  question,  or  I  would  cer- 
tainly have  referred  to  the  reports,  in 
order  that  I  might  have  been  able  to 
verify  the  accuracy  of,  or  to  withdraw, 
what  I  said.  The  House  will  bear  in  mind 
that  in  referring  to  the  criticism  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  I  supposed  it  to  hare 
been  given,  I  fully  and  frankly  acknow- 
ledged its  justice ;  but  I  observed  tliat 
the  criticism'  was  delivered  in  a  speech 
which  I  believed  approached  two  noon 
in  length.  In  the  first  place,  then,  I 
will  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  my  recol- 
lection, which,  I  think,  is  pretty  aooo- 
rate.  He  did  say  the  speech  was  veiy 
short ;  but  he  added  the  very  signifiosnt 
words,  **  for  him  " — a  very  concise  and 
very  effective  criticism,  of  which  I  make 
no  complaint  whatever.  In  respect  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  really 
spoke  according  to  what  I  believed  to  be 
the  case,  and  I  had  paid  some  attention 
to  the  clock  in  the  course  of  the  speech. 
If  I  have  over- stated  the  case  against 
the  hon.  Member,  I  am  sincerely  sorry 
for  it. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  WheUiei 
the  time  has  been  fixed  for  taking  thfl 
Navy  Estimates;  and  whether  there  il 
any  other  information  the  Gt>yemmen4 
can  give  us  as  to  Business  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  glad  thi 
Question  has  been  put.  I  will  state  what 
I  think  ought  to  be  the  course  of  Boii- 
ness.  The  House  is  aware  that  we  pro- 
pose to  take  the  Miscellaneous  Eatimatei 
on  Monday.  It  will,  however,  be  necds- 
sary,  in  consequence  of  circumstanoei 
that  the  House  knows  very  well  as  to  the 
date  before  which  the  annual  Mutiny 
iiill  must  pass,  that  we  should  put  down 
the  secondT  reading  of  that  m^suro  M 
the  first  Order  on  Monday.     If  the  M- 
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oond  reading  be  not  taken  to-night,  it 
will  be  the  tot  Order  on  Monday.    We 
aie  already  pledged  to  take  the  disous- 
noQ  upon  the  Army  Estimates  on  Mon^ 
day,  tiie  17tli — the  first  day  after  the 
Beoess.    We  have  considered  whether  it 
will  be  most  convenient  for  the  House 
that  after  that  day  we  should  proceed 
on  Tharsday  with  the  Besolutions  re- 
htiiig  to  Procedure,  or    whether    we 
shonld  consider  farther  financial  ques- 
tions which  have  to  be  discussed.    In 
the  first  place,  we  have  a  pledge,  not  so 
d^itein  point  of  time,  but  we  have 
pledged  ourselves   to  the    Navy  Esti- 
mates; and,  in  the  second  place,  tho 
time  of  year  will  have  arrived  at  which 
it  will  be  desirable  to  make  the  Financial 
Statement.     Upon  the  whole,  I  think  it 
would  be    most  convenient  and   most 
ntisfactory  to  the  House  if  we  take  those 
subjects  which  are  more  or  less  allied 
together;  and  we  therefore  propose  to 
take  the  Committee  on  Navy  Estimates 
on  Thursday,  the  20th  of  April,  and  the 
Financial    Statement  on  Monday,  the 
24th.    After  that    we   shall  have  the 
pnind  comparatively  clear ;  and  it  will 
be  more  convenient  to  the  House  to  take 
the  aabject  of  Procedure  consecutively, 
80  far  as  we  can  make  it  consecutive. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
when  the  Education  Estimates  would  be 
taken? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  these  Estimates  would  be  taken  first 
on  Monday. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
what  Business  was  to  be  taken  at  the 
Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  That  must  de- 
pend, in  some  degree,  on  the  proceedings 
on  Monday. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
FERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
DILLON. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  a  Question  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Dillon.  It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  Mr.  Dillon  was  not  a 
robast  man.  He  was  suffering  from  a 
hereditary  illness,  which  was  intensified 
by  his  confinement.  Mr.  Dillon  was  not 
a  complaining  or  squeamish  man,  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  once  called  him  a  coward. 
Mr.  Dillon  had,  he  believed,  made  no 
reqneet  for  release  in  consequence  of  ill- 


health  ;  but  he  was  a  medical  man,  and 
as  he  (Mr.  Co  wen)  was  informed  that,  in 
his  own  judgment  and  that  of  his  friends, 
Mr.  Dillon's  health  was  now  in  a  serious 
condition,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  whether  he  had  received  any 
representation  on  the  subject ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  was  inclined  to  entertain  it 
favourably  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  had  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  Mr.  Dillon  a  few 
days  ago,  and  he  could  corroborate  all 
that  had  been  said  as  to  the  state  of  the 
hon.  Member's  health. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  wish  I  had 
received  Notice  of  this  Question,  for  I 
should  have  brought  down  a  Report  of 
an  independent  medical  man  of  consider- 
able position  as  to  the  state  of  Mr. 
Dillon's  health.  The  medical  man  exa- 
mined Mr.  Dillon,  and  certainly  he 
gives  a  Report  which  is  an  encouraging 
one.  He  is  better  than  he  has  been. 
But,  apart  from  this,  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  state  here  what  I  have  stated  be- 
fore—and Mr.  Dillon  has  been  informed 
of  it  by  one  acting  on  my  behalf — that 
the  doors  of  Kilmainham  are  open  to 
him  if  he  is  willing  to  go  abroad. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Would  you  state  the 
name  of  the  medical  man  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster  :  I  cannot  re- 
collect  it ;  but  I  know  it  is  a  gentleman 
of  high  position. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  he  will 
release  Mr.  Dillon  if  he  goes  abroad 
from  Ireland  or  from  the  United  King- 
dom ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Abroad  from 
the  United  Kingdon. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  Shame !  you  offer 
transportation. 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster  :  I  am  informed 
by  his  friends  that  it  would  be  for  the 
benefit  of  his  health  that  he  should  go 
abroad.  I  again  say  if  he  likes  to  go  to 
the  Continent  he  can. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  (RULES  OF  PROCEDURE)— 
THE  DIVISION  ON  THURSDAY 
NIGHT. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice. 
I  beg  to  ask  him,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Gbvemment  majority  of  140 
I  was  in  the  division  of  last  night  reduced 
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to  under  40,  and  of  the  fact  that  a  large 
number  of  the  supporters  of  the  Ministry 
voted  only  under  seyere  pressure,  and  in 
fear  of  dissolution \  Cries  0/  '*  Oh !  "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  importing  into  his  Question  mat- 
ter  of  debate 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-B ARTLETT  :  Vei^ 
well,  Sir ;  I  shall  only  ask,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  press 
further  their  Resolution  which  estab- 
lishes the  eldture  by  a  bare  majority  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  In  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  he  has  just 
given  it,  ho  call  my  attention  to  certain 
matters  and  allegations  which  he  con- 
ceives to  be  of  very  pregnant  import- 
ance with  regard  to  the  state  of  the  Go- 
vernment majority;  but  in  the  Notice 
which  he  says  he  was  good  enough  to 
send  me,  there  is  no  reference  to  these 
great  and  important  facts  which  he 
thinks  it  necessary  to  introduce  as  a 
preamble  to  his  Question.  With  regard 
to  the  Question  in  the  form  in  which  I 
have  received  it,  I  have  only  to  say.  Sir. 
that  the  1st  Resolution  is  before  the 
House  in  the  form  which  the  Govern- 
ment think  best,  and  that  we  have  no 
change  in  regard  to  the  decision  of  last 
night  to  announce. 

ORDER    OF   THE    LAY. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ECCLESIASTICAL      COMMISSION. 

MOTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  Lands  in  charge 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for 
England  and  Wales  ;  and  to  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  position  of  the  EGclesiastical 
Commission  with  reference  to  the  Lands  and 
other  Property  vested  in  the  Commissioners, 
and  also  into  the  work,  in  connection  with  real 
property,  of  the  Church  Estates  Commissioners 
and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales," 

said,  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  affairs  of  the  largest, 
the  most  wealthy,  the  most  widely- 
operating,  the  most  powerful,  and  the 
most  dignified  Corporation   under  the  j 

ILr.  Ashmead- liartleit  ^"^ 


Crown.      The  business  of    the  Eccl^ 
siastical  Commission  was  oonduoted  k>  ^ 
gentlemen  of  much  re^ectability,  while 
in  the  Commission   were  included  ^2 
persons  who  wore  the    hiffhest   fuao- 
tionaries  in  the  State,  the  Uhurch,  and 
the  Judiciary.    The  connection  of  those 
great  personages  with  the  Eodesiastioal 
Commission  was,  however,  simply  orna- 
mental, except  in  the  case  of  the  Bishops. 
Five  Ministers  of  the  Crown  were  placed 
upon  it  to  show  that  the  Commission  had 
public  and  official  sanction ;  and  it  was 
on  record  that  Lord  Palmerston,  while 
occupying  the  Office  of  First  Minister  ot 
the  Crown,  did  on  one  occasion  attend 
the  business  of  the  Board.     [Mr.  Gud- 
SToiTE  :  I  have  done  it.]     That  oecaaioa 
was  one  in  which  this  House  had  g^vea 
some  attention  to  matters  connected  with 
the  Deanery  of  York ;  and  what  Lord 
Palmerston  experienced  on  that  oecaaioa 
was  that,  whatever  his  power  in  this 
House,  he  was  in  a  hopeless  minority  at 
the  Board  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion. But  for  the  information  with  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  just  honoured 
him,  he  was  not  aware  that  any  Prime 
Minister  had  since  entered  the  offices. 
Judges  were  placed  upon  the  Commis- 
sion in  order  to  g^ve  the  public  confi- 
dence in  the  operations  of  the  Board; 
but  no  Judge,  with  the  exception  of  Sir 
S.  Lushington,  whose  Court  was  a  tort 
of  half-way  house  between  Church  and 
State,  had  ever  attended  the  meetings. 
It  was  supposed,    at  the  outset  of  tiie 
Commission,  that  the  Judg^  would  at- 
tend and  g^ve  their  opinion  upon  matters 
of  law ;  but  no  one  would  regret  that 
they  had  thought  it  inconsistent  with 
their  duty  to  attend  at  the  office  of  ^e 
Commissioners  when  a  question  might 
be  referred  to  them  which  would  after- 
wards have  to  be  submitted  to  them  in 
their  j  udicial  capacity.   The  Bishops  and 
Deans  had  practically  been,  and  were  at 
this  moment,  the  governing  majority; 
and  the  House  would  not  greatly  err  if  it 
arrived  at  the  conclusion,  in  regard  to  the 
Commission,  that  it  waspractically  only 
another  form  of  Upper  House  of  Convo- 
cation.    His  remarks  would  deal  wholly 
with  the  landed  estates  and  other  pro- 
perty in  charge  of  the  Commission.    It 
was,  as  it  were,  by  an  accident  that  in 
1843,   by    the    instrumentality   of  Sir 
Eobert  Peel,  this  great  Commission  ob- 
tained the  power  of  sale  and  purohaae  of 
land,  under  which  it  had  oonduoted  raoh 
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▼ast  operations.     Sir  Bobert  Peel  pro- 
posed that  a  loan  of  £600,000  should  be 
adranoed  from  Queen  Anne's  Bounty  to 
the  Commissioners ;  and,  in  order  to  give 
better  security  for  that  loan,  power  of 
Bale  was  giyen  to  the  Commissioners, 
under  which  they  had  conducted  their 
operations  for  the  last  30  years.     The 
Commissioners  had,  at  the  present  time, 
investments  in    the    Three    per  Cents 
amounting  to  over  £5,000,000,  of  which 
asomof  £1,500,000  was  derived  from 
the  proceeds  of  sales,  whicb  they  were 
bonnd  to  re-invest  in  the  purchase  of  land, 
bat  only  "  so  soon  as  it  might  be  con- 
venient."   The  House  would  probably 
be  aware  that  after  the  full  development 
of  the  work  of  the  Commission  in  1850, 
the  design  and  scope  of  their  operations 
attumed  this  form — that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  take  over  from  Ecclesiastical 
v)orporations,     from    Bishops^    Deans, 
Chapters,  and  Incumbents,  their  sepa- 
rate estates,  guaranteeing  to  them    a 
certain  statutory  income,  authorized  and 
fixed  hy  Order  in  Council ;   and  ulti- 
iiuUely,  having  enfranchised  their  land 
ttd  re-arranged  those  properties,  to  re- 
^rn  the  estates  to  their  hands  in  sufii- 
fient  extent  to  provide  in  perpetuity  the 
UM»me  arranged  by  Order  of  Council  to 
be  given  to  them.     What  had  been  the 
rosnlts  in  reference  to  the  endeavours  of 
the  Commission  to  go  forward  in  this 
great  undertaking  ?    In  the  process  of 
enfranchisement  the    area    of  Church 
lands — now  including  more  than  500,000 
acres — had  been  considerably  reduced, 
because,  while  the  Commissioners  had 
been  active  in  purchasing  outstanding 
terms  of  leases  for  lives,  they  had  over 
large  areas  sold  the  reversionary  interest 
to  the  life  tenants.     From  time  to  time 
episcopal  and  capitular  estates  had  fallen 
into  their  hands,  and  there  were  only 
two  Bishops — those    of   Liandaff   and 
Bangor — whose  estates  had  not  passed 
on  to  the  books  of  the  Commission.    In 
the  operations  of  the  Commission  it  had 
been  assumed,   as  a  matter  of  public 
policy,    that  Bishops    and    Deans  and 
Chapters    should  have  estates;  and  it 
was  always  held  that  when  these  estates 
had  been   enfranchised  and  had  been 
"ring-fenced,"   they  would  pass  away 
from  the  Commission  into  local  control, 
under  these  conditions — ^that  should  the 
income  prove  more  or  less  than  the 
statutory  salary,   it  would  be  for  the 
profit  or  the  loss  of  the  incumbents.    A 


Bishop,  who  took  his  estate  back  from 
the  Commissioners — an  estate  supposed 
to  yield  his  statutory  income — farmed  it, 
in   fact,  upon  a  lease  for  his  life,  and 
took  it  for  oetter  or  worse.     He  had  no 
interest  in  his  successor,  nor  could  it 
possibly  be  of  interest  to  him  to  execute 
upon  it  the  improvement  which  landed 
property  must  at  all  times  require.     It 
was  assumed  by  the  Commission  that 
this  work  would  be  soon  accomplished, 
and  that  the  surplus  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners  would  have  been  deter- 
mined long  ago.   In  1863  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  then  state  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical  Commission.     One  witness  of 
authority  gave  his  opinion  that  this  re- 
disposition  of  estates  would  be  completed 
in  1870  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, who  was  for  many  years,  from 
1855,  a  responsible  Member  of  the  Com- 
mission, deliberately  gave  it  as  his  opi- 
nion that  all  dealings  with  these  estates 
would  be  ended  in  20  years,  and  that 
then  all  these  transactions  would  be  com- 
pleted.    He  did  not  regret,  for  reasons 
which  he  should  presently  state  to  the 
House,   that  the  evidence  upon  which 
that  Committee  proceeded  had  been  dis- 
appointed ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceive a  state  of  things  more  utterly  un- 
like a  realization  of  the  predictions  of 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman    than    that 
which    now    existed.     There    were    at 
present  30  Bishops,  including  two  Arch- 
bishops, in   England   and  Wales,   and 
they  were  all  Members  of  the  Commis- 
sion. Of  these,  only  three — Canterbury, 
Hereford,  and  Lincoln — had  taken  back 
the  re-arranged  estates  from  the  Com- 
mission ;    and  it  was  a  fact  of  great 
significance  that  no    fewer  than  nine 
Bishops,   whose  estates  had  been   re- 
arranged and  returned  into  their  hands 
by  the  Commission,  had  handed  them 
back  again  into  the  permanent  custody 
of  the  Commission,   making  them,  in 
fact,  a  permanent  agency  for  the  manage- 
ment of  episcopal  estates.  Those  Bishops 
were    York,    Durham,    Carlisle,    Ches- 
ter, Ely,  Gloucester  and  Bristol,  Nor- 
wich,   Worcester,   and    Peterborough. 
The   estates    of   Eochester,   Salisbury, 
St.  Davids,  St.  Asaph,  Eipon,  and  Ox- 
ford, were  in  the  office  undergoing  re- 
arrangement,   so    that,    since   the  last 
Committee  of  Inquiry,  there  had  been 
a  wholly  new  departure,  and  the  Com- 
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mission  had    a    practically  permanent 
work  upon  its  hands,    and   had    now 
charge  of  nearly  all  the  episcopal  and 
a  great  number  of  the  capitular  estates. 
The  system  of  accounts  was  condemned 
by  the  Committee  of  1863,   and   had 
never  been  reformed.    It  was  not  easy 
to  get  at  what  was  the  real  income  of 
the  Commission ;  but  it  appeared  cer- 
tain the  rental  of  the  estates  vested  in 
the    Commissioners  was- not  less  than 
£880,000  per  annum.     The   rental  of 
agricultural  land  was  about  £300,000. 
The  Commission  derived  nearly  £  1 50,000 
a-year  from  rents  of  houses  and  premises 
in  and  about  London ;    £270,000  a-year 
from  tithes  and  com  rent  charges;  more 
than£200,000  a-year  frommineral  rights; 
and,  in  addition,  large  sums  were  re- 
ceived from  ground  rents  and  manorial 
foes.     From  the  episcopal  estates,  g^ven 
back   after    enfranchisement,    they  re- 
ceived more  than  £40,000  a-year,  and 
£32,000  a-year  from  estates  to  be  ap- 
plied to  specific  purposes.     Lord  Chi- 
chester stated  to  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
Commission  that  the  extent  of  the  agri- 
cultural land  managed  by  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commission  was  250,000  acres;  but 
he  thought  his  Lordship    must    have 
omitted  the   estates  given    back,    and 
now  permanently  in  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners.     At  all  events,   it  was 
certain  that  the   Commissioners    dealt 
with  an  income  in  connection  with  real 
property  not  far  short  of  £1,000,000  per 
annum.     The  Select  Committee  of  1863, 
which  included  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Walpole, 
Mr.  Bouverie,  and  Lord  Robert  Cecil 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  arrived  at 
two  conclusions,  which  he  desired  espe- 
cially to  press  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House.     He  frankly  admitted  that  he 
would   much  rather   his  request  for  a 
Committee  were  negatived  than  that  it 
should  not  be  plainly  understood  that 
the  design  of  a  Committee,  if  a  Commit- 
tee be  appointed,  was  to  devise  means 
for  carrying  into   practical    effect    the 
two  neglected  conclusions  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1863— namely — 

(1.)  "That  the  system  of  throwing  perma- 
nently tho  administration  of  largo  properties 
scattered  over  the  whole  country  into  the  hands 
of  one  central  body  is  objectionable ;  " 

and — 

(2.)  *'  That,  independently  of  the  political  ob- 
jection to  such  a  concentration  of  property,  this 
system  unavoidably  consumes  a  considerable 
part  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  in  the 
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expenses  of  valuing  and  r«-yaluing  lands,  and 
in  the  maintenance  of  a  large  establishment  of 
secretaries  and  clerks.  Tour  Ck>inmittee  are  of 
opinion  tiiiat  this  excessiYe  expenditure  is  to  be 
attributed  in  some  deg^ree  to  the  fact  that 
estates  so  widely  dispersed  are  placed  under  the 
management  of  one  Corporation." 

He  was  not  indifferent  to  the  welfare  of 
the  Church  ;  but  he  did  not  profess  that 
that  was  the  mainspring  of  the  action 
he  was  taking  that  night.      He  was 
moved  to  ask  for  the  appointment  of 
this  Committee  because  he  thought  that 
the  ownership  of  land  by  Oorporations 
was,  in  the  words  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, '^  highly  objectionable,"  becaiue 
he  thought  that  such  tenure  of  land  was 
contrary  in  the  highest  degpree  to  pablio 
policy  and  injurious  to  public  interests. 
As  to  the  limit  he  sought  to  impose  in 
that  respect,  he  held  it  to  be  a  cardinal 
maxim  of  public  policy  that  dispositions 
which  took  land    permanently  out  of 
the  ordinary  conditions  of  proprietorship 
were  to  be  defended  only  by  showing 
that  the  particular  dedication  was  of 
such  necessity,  or  of  so  much  value  to 
the  commonwealth,  that  an  exception 
should  be  made  in  its    favour.     His 
main  object  was  thus  plainly  declared. 
He  did  not  desire  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  without  an  understand' 
inff  that  the  execution  of  that  pubU< 
policy  was  to  be  a  main  line  of  its  ia* 
quiry.     He  need  not  hesitate  to  recom 
mend  a  purely  economic  policy  on  th< 
ground  that  it  would  be  productive  a 
great  material  advantage  to  the  Church 
He  ventured  to  say  that  the  Ecclesias 
tical  Commission  was  unrivalled  amongs 
all  the  Public  Offices  of  the  country  foi 
what  he  might  term  respectable  ex 
travagance,   though  he   did   not  meai 
that  there  was  extravagance  within  th< 
office  of  the  Commissioners.   The  goldei 
stalls  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioner 
seemed  to  him  to  be  filled  with  solicitor 
and  land  agents.     So  far  as  he  coiil( 
make  out,  the  expenses  of  the  Oommia 
sioners  for  last  year,  including  £55,(KH 
for  the  erection  of  buildings  and  work 
and   for  drainage,   amounted   to  abou 
£170,000 — that  was  to  say,   a  charg 
of  about  20  per  cent  upon  the  groi 
revenue  of  the  Commission.     If,  instea 
of  £5,000,000  of  Consols,  the  Oommii 
sioners  had  all  their  property  similaxl 
invested — with  the  exception  admitte 
in  his  statement  in  definition  of  publi 
policy — their  expenditure  would  be  n 
duced  by  nearly  £150,000  a-year.    H 
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was  not  one  of  those  who  thought  that 
the  value  of  land  in  this  country  would 
fail  to  increase.  He  believed  that  at  the 
prosent  time  land  was  a  good  invest- 
ment, and  that  at  no  very  distant  time  it 
▼ould  tend  to  increase  in  value  ;  and 
those  who,  having  reg^ard  to  the  cost  of 
the  Commission,  might  be  unwilling  to 
part  in  any  way  with  their  landed  pro- 
pertj,  should  bear  this  in  mind — that 
while  undoubtedly  there  was  a  proba- 
bility that  the  value  of  land  would  in- 
crease, he  did  not  think  there  was  a 
probability  that  the  value  of  the  estates 
in  the  hands  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners would  augment  by  an  accre- 
tion of  £150,000  a-year.  But,  looking 
as  he  did  at  this  matter  from  the  point 
of  view  of  public  interest  and  policy,  he 
tuned  his  attention  to  the  far  greater 
advantage  which,  in  his  opinion,  would 
accrue  to  the  public  from  giving  free- 
dom to  this  vast  area,  which  included 
Bome  of  the  most  fertile  land  in  the 
country.  He  was  a  determined  opponent 
to  life  tenancy  in  lands  ;  but  he  believed 
the  most  disastrous  to  public  interest 
was  clerical  tenure.  He  had  observed 
^th  interest  that  one  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  had  informed  the  Duke 
of  Richmond  that  glebe  lands  were 
among  the  worst  farmed  lands  in  the 
oonntry.  Lord  Spencer,  before  he  quitted 
^0  Commission,  asked  Mr.  Coleman — 
'  "  What  have  you  to  say  about  Church 
estates?"  to  which  the  Assistant  Com- 
^»8ioner  replied — 

"Take  glebe  lands;  are  there  any  estates 
tfiat  are  much  worse  managed  than  they  ?  I 
^1  for  this  reason,  that  the  tenant  is  a  life 
ovQer  and  in  the  most  limited  degree ;  it  will 
''^'i  be  his  son  or  any  relative  of  his  own  who 
*iU  aaoc»cd  him,  and  he  gets  as  much  as  ho 
cao  oat  of  it  during  his  life." 

A  fact  worthy  of  notice  was  that  the 
J)ake  of  Richmond  had  received  a  Be- 
port  from  one  of  the  assistants  to  his 
Agricultural  Commission,   stating  with 
something  very  like  complaint  that  ''up 
to  the  present  time  the  Commissioners 
have  not  adopted  a  tenant-right  agree- 
ment."     He  gave  his  opinion  delibe- 
rately that  the  remuneration  of  solicitors, 
surveyors,  receivers,  and  architects,  who 
last  year  appear  to  have  charged  in  all 
something  like  £80,000,  had  been  a  very 
naar  approach  to  a  scandal  in  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission. 
There  had  been  involved  a  continuous 
and  needless  waste  of  the  funds  of  the 


Church.  One  great  cause  of  the  waste 
had  arisen  from  the  practice  of  paying 
their  solicitors  by  fees  instead  of  by 
salary.  Why  could  not  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission,  which  was  at  least  20  years 
behind  the  fulfilment  of  the  expectation 
of  its  founders,  adopt  the  same  prin- 
ciples of  payment  as  the  Post  Office  or 
the  Treasury  ?  It  had  been  said  that 
the  present  system  conduced  to  the  quick 
despatch  of  business;  but,  considering 
its  dilatory  proceedings,  he  did  not  think 
much  could  possibly  be  lost  in  that  way 
The  business  of  the  Treasury  and  Post 
Office  was  conducted  by  salaried  soli- 
citors and  surveyors,  and  was  quickly 
and  satisfactorily  done.  He  had  always 
heartily  believed  in  the  doctrine  set  forth 
by  Edmund  Burke,  who  said — 

'*  That  all  public  estates  which  are  morcr  sub- 
servient to  the  expense  of  perception  and  man- 
agement than  of  benefit  to  the  public  revenue 
ought,  upon  every  principle,  both  of  revenue 
and  of  freedom,  to  be  disposed  of.'* 

He  would  give  an  example  of  one  of  the 
937  **  Special  Accounts"  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners.  The  very  con- 
siderable estates  of  the  vicarage  of 
Eochdale  long  ago  passed  under  the 
control  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners. The  Commissioners  were  man- 
aging those  estates,  which  were,  or 
would  be,  worth  more  than  £25,000  a- 
year,  with  very  considerable  ability; 
but  they  were  doing  it  under  conditions 
to  which  he  made  the  most  strenuous 
objection.  There  were  politicians  of  all 
sorts  in  the  borough  of  Eochdale — in- 
cluding, no  doubt,  men  who  were  in 
favour  of  that  policy  which  was  called 
the  Nationalization  of  Land — who  were 
prepared  to  recommend  that  a  Depart- 
ment of  State  should  deal  with  farm 
leases  and  building  leases,  with  sites  for 
churches  and  for  public-houses,  and  with 
all  the  claims  of  priority  and  pre-emp- 
tion. He  had  always  opposed  those 
ideas  as  visionary  and  impracticable. 
He  had  always  maintained  the  advan- 
tage of  the  institution  of  private  pro- 
perty in  land,  and  he  had  always  con- 
tended that  private  property  in  land 
was  the  means  by  which  they  could 
secure  its  best  cultivation,  and  the 
largest  production ;  but  if  the  farming 
of  the  Kochdale  Vicarage  estates  by  this 
Department  in  Whitehall,  on  a  system 
which  must,  of  necessity,  be  most  in- 
convenient and  expensive,  was  to  be  de- 
fended, what  answer  were  they  to  give 
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to  those  working  men  who  were  asking 
them  to  undertake  the  Nationalization 
of  the  whole  land  of  the  country  ?  Were 
they  to  say  that  the  Nationalization 
of  Land  was  bad,  while  they  contended 
that  Corporations  could  farm  and  control 
estates  like  these  in  all  parts  of  the 
country  ?  There  was  no  hon.  Member 
in  the  House  who  did  not  know  that  this 
system  was  bad ;  that  with  the  best  in- 
tentions such  management  from  White- 
hall must  be  extravagant,  dilatory,  and 
tending  to  an  imperfect  use  of  the  land. 
One  singular  feature  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commission  had  been  that  when 
public  opinion  was  turned  upon  it  there 
was  an  immediate  disposition  to  reduce 
expenditure.  Within  30  years  the 
Commissioners  had  spent  more  than 
£1,000,000  in  agricultural  improve- 
ments. There  was  a  strong  stimulus  in 
that  direction.  The  land  agents  received 
6  per  cent — £50,000 — upon  that  outlay. 
Well,  he  had  put  this  Notice  on  the 
Paper  in  1 880,  and  again  in  the  Session 
of  1881.  It  was  a  curious  coincidence 
that  in  February,  1881,  the  Estates  Com- 
mittee came  to  the  conclusion  that,  as  a 
general  rule,  the  commission  of  5  per 
cent  on  such  improvements  should  be 
discontinued,  and  should  be  covered  by 
the  4  per  cent  commission  upon  the 
rents.  They  had  made  further  savings 
in  the  same  direction.  That  showed  the 
inevitable  extravagance  and  develop- 
ment of  a  great  land  agency  depart- 
ment. Next,  as  to  tithes.  According 
to  present  appearances  the  tithes  in  the 
charge  of  the  Commission  would,  at  no 
distant  date,  be  trebled,  and  would  ex- 
ceed £600,000  a-year  ;  and  thus  nearly 
one-sixth  of  the  whole  tithe-rent  charge 
of  England  and  Wales  would  be  ad- 
ministered by  the  Commission.  He 
should  hope  that,  in  these  circumstances, 
if  a  Committee  were  appointed,  they 
might  entertain,  perhaps  through  the 
machinery  of  this  Commission,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  redemption  of  tithe.  That 
would  be  a  measure  advantageous  both 
to  owners  and  occupiers  of  land.  Then 
there  was  the  question  of  copyholds. 
The  Commission  was  lord  of  many 
manors,  and  by  a  curious  practice  the 
deputy-stewards  gave  no  account  of  a 
moiety  of  the  fees.  He  hoped  that, 
while  preserving  the  existing  right  oif 
lord  or  tenant  to  compel  enfranchise- 
ment, a  general  Statute  might  bring 
about  the  extinction  of  copyhold  tenure 
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within  a  period  from  the  date  of  sue 
a  Statute  of  10  years.  He  did  nc 
doubt  that  the  case  was  made  oat  fo 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Oommittef 
for  not  only  had  the  propositions  *of  th 
Committee  of  1863  been  neglected,  be 
the  evils  against  which  those  pre 
positions  were  directed  had  immense] 
increased.  The  case  was  strong  beyont 
denial ;  because  the  evidence  upon  whid 
that  Committee  rested  as  to  the  termi 
nation  of  the  estate  business  of  th< 
Commission  had  been  utterly  falsified 
by  the  results.  He  would  fortify  him- 
self with  a  venerable  authority  with 
whom  he  did  not  often  agree — namely. 
Lord  Grey.  In  1861,  Lord  Grey,  allud- 
ing to  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Estates 
which  had  since  been  disposed  of,  said— 

"  The  propor  mode  of  guarding  against  the 
evils  anticipated  is  by  selling  the  property.  I 
am  persuaded  that  the  public  is  essentiflJly  a 
bad  owner  of  landed  property." 

He  hoped  that  sentiment  would  meet 
with  general  assent  in  that  House.  He 
acknowledged  that  it  was  most  credit- 
able to  the  distinguished  ecdeeiasticft 
and  Members  of  the  Legislature  who 
had  guided  the  business  of  this  great 
Commission  for  40  years  that  he  wtf 
constrained,  not  by  considerations  oi 
personal  courtesy,  but  by  honest  reoog^ 
nition  of  facts,  to  say  that  this  vast  bosi 
ness,  set  in  the  midst  of  so  many  an* 

freat  dangers,  had  been  free  from  scan 
alous  report. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOWARD,  in  seoondinj 
the  Motion,  said,  the  management  of  tb 
ecclesiastical  property  of  this  counti; 
was  a  very  great  scandal;  and,  more 
over,  the  plan  adopted  with  regard  t 
its  management  had  a  tendency  to  retar 
agriculture.  That  such  was  the  oaa 
might  be  seen  from  a  very  interestin, 
Report  on  the  agriculture  of  Doriiaa 
published  in  the  journal  of  the  Boyi 
Agricultural  Society.  Although  improve 
ments  in  the  management  of  the  estate 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  ha 
taken  place  of  late  years,  it  would  b 
seen  from  the  Report  of  the  Asaistai 
Commissioner,  Mr.  Coleman,  that  vear 
great  improvements  were  still  needac 
While  £8,700  had  been  put  down  It 
drainage  in  the  Report  of  the  Eodes 
astical  Commissioners,  £33,000  had  bee 
put  down  as  the  cost  of  official  maaagi 
ment,  and  £16,000  as  the  amoont  i 
charges  by  actuaries  and  others.  If  tb 
estates  were  in  the  hands  of  privaj 
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owners,  most  of  these  offioial  expenses 
wonld  be  saved,  and  a  considerable 
addition,  by  the  sale  of  the  lands,  might 
be  made  to  the  number  of  the  land- 
holders of  the  country.  He  contended 
that  it  was  undesirable  that  land  should 
be  held  in  perpetuity ;  and  especially 
that  in  England,  where  the  amount  of 
land  was  most  limited,  Corporations 
abonld  have  such  a  grip  on  our  broad 
aeres. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
ead  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  tlMS  position  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
■on  with  reference  to  the  Lands  and  other  Pro- 
perty vested  in  the  Commissioners,  and  also  into 
the  work,  in  connection  with  real  property,  of 
tite  Chnrch  Estates  Commissioners  and  the 
Ecdedastical  Commissioners  for  England  and 
Wiles,*'— (Jfr.  Arthur  Arnold,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
^posed  to  be  ^ft  out  stand  part  of  the 
QaestioB." 

Ub.  OOSOHEN  remarked,  that  there 
wasbnt  one  part  of  this  large  subject 
o&  wbich  he  desired  to  say  a  few  words, 
and  that  was  the  broad  principle  of  the 
possession  of  land  by  Corporations  such 
u  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission.     His 
^-  Friend  had  covered  a  great  deal  of 
ground,  and  nearly  all  the  ground  he 
'      porered  was  interesting  and  well  deserv- 
^%  the  notice  of  the  House.     He  meant 
*iich  points  as  the  management  of  the 
property  by  the  Commission,  the  ques- 
^Q  of  the  redemption  of  tithe,  and 
Dianj  others  which  had  been  alluded 
to;  but  he  wished  to  confine  his  remarks 
to  that  part  of  the  speech  which  dealt 
^th  the  question  whether  it  was  to  the 
pohlio  interest  that  these  Corporations 
ihoald  have  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
soil  of  this  country  ?    Now,  upon  that 
subject  he  had  long  had  a  very  decided 
opinion^  and  it  was,  he  thought,  in  1874 
that  he  called  public  attention  to  this 
matter,  not  onlv  as  regarded  the  Eccle- 
nastical  Comnussioners,  but  also  as  re- 
garded most  corporate  bodies  which  held 
•0  much  land.     He  raised  the  question 
at  that  time  whether  it  was  desirable 
that  the  Statute  of  Mortmain  should 
practieaily  be  entirely  neutralized  ?    He 
was  glad  to  think  that  there  was  a  very 
considerable  consensus  of  opinion  on  this 
l^niit — that  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the 
countrv  that  these  Corporations  should 


begin  to  sell  their  land.  When  he  had 
the  honour  of  being  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  he  acted,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Government,  upon  the  prin- 
ciple he  had  previously  enunciated,  and 
they  sold  a  considerable  part  of  the 
Greenwich  estates,  which  at  that  time 
belonged  to  Greenwich  Hospital,  and 
that  policy  was  continued  by  their  Suc- 
cessors, the  Conservative  Government. 
He  asked  himself,  when  he  was  at  the 
Admiralty,  whether  it  was  right  for  a 
Department  which  had  charge  of  the 
enormous  interests  of  the  British  Navy 
to  be  troubled  at  the  same  time  with 
the  management  of  vast  estates,  and  to 
have  to  settle  questions  of  leases  and 
improvements,  and  generally  to  occupy 
the  position  of  landlords  ?  Fortunately, 
at  that  time  the  Civil  Lord  (the  Earl  of 
Camperdown)  was  very  conversant  with 
the  management  of  estates  ;  but  it  would 
have  been  a  great  anomaly  for  a  Civil 
Lord  who  did  not  happen  to  be  con- 
versant with  such  subjects  to  have  to 
consider  questions  of  leases,  drainage, 
and  improvements.  In  the  case  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  things  were 
so  far  different,  that  here  was  a  body  of 
gentlemen  who  were  trained  to  the 
work ;  but  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
had,  to  a  great  extent,  established  that 
it  was  exceedingly  difficult  for  them  to 
manage  these  estates  with  all  the  advan- 
tage of  private  landlords.  He  did  not 
mean  only  the  advantage  to  the  owner 
of  the  land  ;  but  he  also  alluded  to  the 
advantage  to  the  tenant  occupying  the 
land  and  to  the  public  interest.  He 
was  glad  his  hon.  Friend  had  brought 
forward  this  question  now ;  because 
it  appeared  to  him  that  if  there  were 
previously  foundation  for  a  change  of 
system  as  regarded  the  ownership  of 
land  by  Corporations,  the  events  of  the 
last  four  or  five  years,  and  the  general 
turn  which  agriculture  had  taken,  had 
strengthened  the  argument  for  the 
change  which  ought  to  be  made.  All 
that  they  had  heard  during  the  agricul- 
tural depression  seemed  to  show  that 
land  was  a  less  desirable  kind  of  pro- 
perty for  these  Corporations  to  hold  than 
was  believed  before.  The  fluctuations 
in  the  rents,  the  lowering  in  the  value, 
and  all  the  difficulties  that  had  sur- 
rounded the  ownership  of  land  were 
all  difficulties  in  the  way  that  were 
not  thought  of  when  agriculture  went 
smoother.    They  had  seen  that  many 
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questions  had  been  raised  between  land-  j 
lords  and  tenants  during  the  last  four  or 
five  years  ;  and  he  did  not  think  it  was 
probable  that  the  discussion  upon  those 
questions  would  be  lessened  during  the 
next  four  or  five  years,  although  it  was 
to  be  hoped  that  better  times  for  the 
agricultural  interest  would  smooth  the 
way  in  many  respects ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  would  ask  the  House  if  it  was 
desirable  these  Corporations  should  have 
to  undertake  with  their  tenants  the  de- 
cision of  the  very  compli(;ated  questions 
which  had  now  arisen  between  landlord 
and  tenants  ?  There  would  be  the  ques- 
tion as  regarded  the  Agricultural  Hold- 
ings Act.  Public  bodies  had  been  in 
this  position — that  they  had  not  known 
whether  or  not  to  carry  out  that  which 
had  been  the  intention  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. They  had  been  unwilling  in  some 
cases  to  avail  themselves  of  those  con- 
tracts which  had  been  pointed  out  by 
that  House  as  most  desirable  as  forming 
an  arrangement  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  He  looked  at  this  question  upon 
the  principle  that  it  was  undesirable 
that  these  Corporations  should  occupy 
so  great  a  proportion  of  the  soil  of  the 
country  ;  and  also  upon  the  more  modem 
ground  that  the  pursuit  of  agriculture 
had  become  more  and  more  a  difficult 
business,  requiring  more  scientific  know- 
ledge and  more  constant  attention,  both 
from  the  landlord  and  tenant.  Upon 
these  grounds,  it  seemed  to  him  there 
was  a  case  made  for  establishing  the 
principle  that  these  Corporations  ought 
by  degrees,  without  creating  a  depres- 
sion in  the  price  of  land,  to  pursue  the 
policy  of  selling  rather  than  purchasing. 
He  did  not  know  what  might  be  the  best 
plan  to  pursue  with  regard  to  the  Com- 
mittee asked  for ;  but  whether  the  Go- 
vernment thought  fit  to  grant  the  Com- 
mittee or  not,  his  hon.  Friend  had  done 
good  service  by  drawing  the  attention  of 
the  public  to  this  most  important  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  would 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  that 
I  should,  at  this  early  period,  state  the 
position  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  this  Motion.  I  should  be  very  glad, 
indeed,  if  I  could  regard  it  as  a  subject 
entirely  dissociated  from  the  position  of 
the  Gt)vemment.  I  do  not  think  it  is  so. 
It  appears  to  me  that  its  magnitude,  its 
complexity,  its  relation  to  the  large 
question  of  principle,  are  such  that  in- 


evitably  cause  it  to  assume  an  aspect 
inquiry  whether  the  Government  are 
the  present  moment  prepared  to  di 
with  it  or  not.     I  do  not  think  it  woi 
be  advisable  for  the  Government  to 
sent  to  the  appointment  of  this  Gomi 
tee  as  a  mere   matter  of   examinat^S^i 
into  the  prudence  of  the  detcdled  Bib^  7^ 
under  which  the  detailed  business  of^^Jn 
Ecclesiastical  Commission  is  conducbov/. 
It  is  obvious  that  the  question  of  tlie 
constitution  of  the  Commission  is  ojwa 
to  a  good  deal  of  observation.    It  h 
rather  constituted  upon  the  basis  whicli 
was  the  favourite  one  in  former  time^— 
that  of  filling  bodies  of  this  kind  with 
large    numbers     of    persons    already 
charged  with    heavy  duties  and  graat 
responsibilities,  under  the  notion,  which 
modem   experience  has  not  favoared, 
that  a  composition  of  that  sort  was  not 
the  way  to  secure  an  efficient  and  satis- 
factory transaction  of  Business.    It  ih 
however,  one  of  the  few  propositioiu  of 
my  hon.  Friend  with  which  I  cannot 
agree,  that  the  Commission  assumea,  ia 
its  practical  character,  the  aspect  of  an- 
other Upper  House  of  Convocation ;  be- 
cause, if  I  am  correctly  informed,  the 
Bishops,  with  the  exception  of  one  or 
two,  and  especially  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don, who  is  on  the  spot,  rarely  attend 
its  meetings.     The  attendance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  is  also  rare.    I  my- 
self have  attended  one  or  more  meeting! 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  aa  a 
Minister ;  but  upon  the  special  occasioiL 
when  Lord  Palmerston  was  Prime  10- 
nister  and  I  was  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, we  attended  a  meeting  on  the 
question  of  principle  as   reg^arded  the 
salary  of  the  Dean  of  York,  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  on  that  occasion  there  wu 
a  considerable  collection  of  Bishops,  and 
we  had  the  misfortune  to  be  left  in  a 
minority.     Upon  the  whole,  it  would  be 
a  mistake  to  consider  this  Commissioii 
as  one,  in  the  main,  under  eodesiaatioal 
influences.     I  am  bound  to  say,  in  mj 
belief,  the  Commission,  when  its  trani- 
actions  come  to  be  examined,  would  not 
come  badly  out  of  the  inquiry.     I  mean, 
if  you  grant  the  principles  upon  whidi 
the  Commission  was  founded ;    if  yon 
grant  it  is  right  that  Corporations  of 
this  kind  should  exist  to  be  the  laigoit 
landowners  in  the  country.    It  is,  there- 
fore, no  discredit  to  the  Oommiaaioii  at 
all  if  I  admit  that  inquiry  into  the  man- 
agement of  a  Body  of  this  kind  bylW* 
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nt  is  not  only  a  thine  perfectly 
-al;  and  to  be  expected,  out  it  is 
it  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  that 
inquiry  should  be  made.  It  im- 
no  discredit,  no  suspicion  as  towards 
who  are  charged  with  the  practical 

fiment  of  this  Commission,  and 
believe,  have  applied  themselves 
zeal  and  general  efficiency  to  the 
action  of  the  business  which  it  has 
nd.  I  believe  that  in  their  capa- 
IS  landlords  they  have  made  great 
ts  to  improve  their  estates.  In  the 
ty  of  Durham,  the  Ecclesiastical 
oiissioners  have  expended  in  im- 
ements  upon  farms  in  the  shape  of 
lings,  £120,000;  and  in  the  shape 
rainage,  about  £70,000.  That  is  no 
Qsiderable  sum  within  the  limits  of 
igle  county.  That  does  not  touch 
question  which  is  the  main  subject 
oy  hon.  Friend's  Motion.  If  this 
9  only  a  Motion  for  Inquiry  into  the 
lagement  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
doners,  I  should  feel  that  inquiry 
one  of  so  limited  scope  that  it  might 
within  the  power  of  independent 
abers  of  the  House  to  conduct  it  to 
tisfactory  conclusion ;  but  it  is  ob- 
B,  and  my  hon.  Friend  makes  no 
9t  of  it — in  fact,  he  rather  makes  it 
main  point  of  his  Motion — this  ob- 
is to  raise  the  question  whether  the 
ing  of  land,  to  a  large  extent  agri- 
ir^,  by  a  Body  of  this  kind  is  an 
3mical  management  of  the  public 
trees,  and  whether  it  is  for  the  ad- 
ige  of  the  country  the  land  should 
leld.  Now,  upon  that  subject,  I 
say  I  ag^ee  entirely,  in  my 
personal  conviction,  with  what 
been  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
just  sat  down.  I  am  adverse  to 
method  of  holding  land.  The 
leiastical  Commissioners  offer,  to  us 
Burg^  case ;  but  my  hon.  Friend  very 
knows  that  there  are  other  cases 
\i  likewise  cannot  fail  at  some  time 
aw  seriously  the  attention  of  Par- 
mi.  I  do  not  speak  now  of  the 
n  Lands.  In  my  opinion,  the 
n  Lands  form  a  case  by  them- 
b;  and  it  would  not  be  perfectly 
ate,  in  my  opinion,  to  speak  of  the 
n  Lands  as  held  under  mortmain, 
e  no  opinion  upon  that  subject  at 
present  time.  It  involves  a  multi- 
of  considerations  quite  apart  from 
)  iraiaed  by  the  present  Motion.    I 


am  extremely  glad  my  hon.  Friend  has 
raised  this  question  alone ;  for,  un- 
doubtedly, it  has  been  matter  sufficient 
to  draw  our  attention  to.  But  when  I 
consider  the  question  whether  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  Committee  would  be 
expedient  at  the  present  time — if  it  is 
to  consider  not  merely  the  detail  of  the 
management  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners; but  the  basis  on  which  that 
institution  stands,  the  question  raised  is 
one  for  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  are  virtually  asked  to  say 
whether  they  are  in  a  condition  at  the 
present  time  to  charge  themselves,  in 
the  face  of  the  House  and  the  public, 
with  the  responsibility  as  well  as  the 
labour  of  conducting  an  inquiry  into 
this  kind  of  property.  Well,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  this  is  not  the  case. 
The  unfortunate  topic  on  which  we 
were  engaged  last  night,  viewed  in  its 
largest  aspect — namely,  the  incapacity 
of  the  House,  under  its  present  arrange- 
ments, to  transact  Business,  and  to  meet 
the  calls  which  naturally  belong  to  its 
province — is  a  topic  which  returns  upon 
us  at  every  point.  We  have  charged 
ourselves,  in  the  face  of  the  country, 
with  obligations  to  endeavour  to  deal 
with  certain  subjects  of  great  public 
interest ;  and  now,  when  the  Session  is 
somewhat  advanced,  instead  of  being 
able  to  add  to  our  obligations,  we  have 
to  admit  that  our  means  of  action  seem 
month  by  month  to  diminish.  Every- 
thing, so  far  as  our  view  is  concerned, 
must  depend  upon  the  efficiency,  energy, 
and  completeness  of  the  arrangement 
which  the  House  may  make  affecting  its 
own  procedure,  and  affecting  its  own 
method,  in  order  to  enable  us  to  get  at 
this  question  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 
My  hon.  Friend  will  feel  that  it  would 
not  be  creditable  to  give  an  engagement 
to  undertake  this  subject,  unless  we 
were  prepared  with  the  means  to  re- 
deem that  engagement.  We  cannot 
afford  to  make  such  an  addition  to  the 
labours  with  which  we  are  chained. 
We  sympathize  entirely  with  the  pur- 
pose of  my  hon.  Friend — at  any  rate,  to 
this  extent — without  seeking  to  pledge 
Parliament  beforehand,  that  we  woiud 
ask  Parliament  to  recognize  that  the 
subject  of  the  holding  of  land  in  mort- 
main by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers was  a  proper  and  fit  subject  for 
searching  investigation  ;  but  we  cannot 
see  that  our  powers  enable  us  to  carry 
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forward  an  inquiry  of  the  kind  at  the 
present  time.  There  is  a  plan  which 
seems  to  promise  very  large  advantage. 
The  money  invested  in  best  seeurities 
at  moderate  rates  of  interest  would  be 
a  profitable  investment,  as  compared 
with  an  investment  in  land  held  under 
unfavourable  circumstances.  Strong  as 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  is,  when 
we  compare  its  position  with  the  per- 
fectly deplorable  position  at  this  mo- 
ment of  the  individual  clergy  who  hap- 
pen to  be  dependent  upon  the  land  for 
their  income — although  its  position  is 
strong  in  comparison  with  theirs,  its 
position  is  weak  in  regard  to  the  general 
management  of  its  estates.  A  body  of 
this  kind  has  not  that  independence  in 
the  face  of  its  tenants  which  a  private 
landlord  has ;  and  I  believe  the  reduc- 
tions which  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners have  been  obliged  to  make 
under  pressure  to  their  tenants  have 
been  larger  than  those  which  private 
landlords  have  had  to  give.  Nor  can 
I  fail  to  agree  with  the  advantage  of 
bringing  into  the  market  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  surplus,  which,  instead 
of  being  held  under  the  present  limita- 
tions, might  pass  into  the  hands  of  pri- 
vate proprietors,  and  become  naturally 
the  subject  for  the  exercise  of  the  energy 
and  application  of  the  capital  which  they 
would  apply  to  their  private  purposes. 
I  am  glad  that  this  question  has  been 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  regard 
with  goodwill  the  operation  that  he  has 
taken  in  hand.  I  wish  we  were  in  a 
position  in  which  we  could  promise  the 
House  to  become  responsible  for  the  in- 
stitution of  this  im2)ortant  and  searching 
inquiry ;  but  I  must  not  shut  my  eyes 
to  facts,  or  to  the  question,  how  much 
can  we  redeem  of  the  promises  that  we 
have  already  made  ?  And  I  feel  con- 
vinced that  my  hon.  Friend  will  admit 
that  there  is  force  and  justice  in  my 
plea  when  I  say  that,  in  these  circum- 
stances, we  ought  not  to  offer  a  new 
promise.  Sir,  I  shall  be  very  glad 
when  the  House  is  restored  to  some 
part  of  its  natural  freedom,  and  is  able 
to  put  forth  those  energies — which,  so 
far  as  the  capacity  of  its  Members  is 
concerned,  or  the  goodwill  of  its  Mem- 
bers is  concerned,  I  believe  never  were 
more  abundant  —  to  put  forth  those 
energies  at  a  time  when  we  could  be 
said  to  have  emerged  from  the  difficul- 
ties in  which  we  are  engaged.    I  feel 
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that  the  premature  appointment  of  a 
Committee  of  this  kind,  unless  it  oould 
be  followed  promptly  to  its  natural  con- 
clusion, by  carrying  forward  for  a  very 
important  end  the  legislation  for  which 
it  would  probably  lay,  as,  I  think,  suffi- 
cient and  ample  grounds,  might,  instead 
of  advancing,  retard  the  progress  of  the 
views  which  my  hon.  Friend  wishes  to 
propagate ;   and,  therefore,  I  hope  he 
will  not  be  surprised,  and  will  not  think 
it  implies  any  inadequate  appreciation 
of  the  subject  or  any  want  of  sympathy 
with  the  views  that  he  is  indined  to 
propose,  if  I  say  that  I  trust  we  shall 
not  be  called  upon  to  give  a  vote  at  the 
present  moment  on  the  Motion  that  he 
has  made;  and  that,  at  any  rate,  the 
Government  would  not  be  parties  to  the 
responsibility  of  entering  into  an  en- 
gagement which  they  doubted  their  pre- 
sent capacity  to  redeem. 

Sib    JOHN    MOWBRAY    said,   he 
wished  to  point  out  several  inaccuracies 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.   Arnold.)     First,  it  was  de- 
sirable to  remember  that  the  four  last 
Bishoprics — namely,  Manchester,  Truro, 
Liverpool,  and  St.  Albans — were  with- 
out landed  estates,  so  that  the  inquiiy 
oould    not    refer  to  them.     The   hon. 
Member  said  that  the  total  land  reached 
250.000  acres,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Ghosohen) 
said  it  was  time  they  began  to  sell.  The 
House  would  be,  perhaps,  surprised  to 
hear  that  during  the  existence  of  the 
Commission,   taking  sales  on  the  one 
side  and  purchases  on  the  other,  no  lets 
than  416,117  acres,  formerly  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church,  had  been  enfran- 
chised, and  were  now  in  lay  hands.  The 
land  now  held  by  the  Commiasiony  in 
their  own  right  and  in  possession,  was 
not  250,000    acres,  but  190,000.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  J. 
Howard)  quoted    some    figures   abont 
drainage.  Why  did  he  begin  with  drain- 
age ?    He  looked  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Ciommission  for  1881,  and  he  found  in 
that  year  £47,000  spent  on  farm  build- 
ings, and  the  year  before  £52,000  on 
the  same  item.    Was  that  a  fair  way  of 
stating  the  case — to  c^ve  the  small  item 
about  drainage,  and  leave  the  larger 
items  alone  ?  Since  the  Commission 


instituted  up  to  the  dlst  of  October  lait 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  had 
spent  a  total  on  farm  buildings  «id 
improvements  of   £1,032,715,  and  W 
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draiaa^   £242,995.     As    to    the   sur- 
Tejor's  charges,  be  did  not  deny  that 
the  figures  were  large.     The  object  of 
tlie  Ecclesiastical  Commission  bad  been 
to  keep  the  expenses  of  their  opera- 
tions within  the  lowest  possible  limits, 
and  to  reyise   and  reduce  them  from 
time  to  time  as  occasion  arose.     The 
scale  of  these  expenses  had  been  ori- 
ginallj  settled  on  what  was  then  re- 
garded as  a  moderate  ratio  in  1851.     It 
was  settled  by  Lord  Chichester,   who 
was  uniyersally  recognized  as  having 
the  greatest  knowledge  of  estates'  man- 
agement, as  he  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  could 
testify,  having  had  the  honour  of  being 
associated  wim  him  for  eight  years.  The 
scale  of  charges  was  reduced  in  1857, 
again  in    1864,    again   in    1873,    and 
agun  in  1881.      The  late  Mr.   E.  J. 
Smith— and  he  could  not  mention  the 
name  of  Mr.  Smith  without  expressing 
his  sense  of  the  great  services  rendered 
to  the  Church  and  the  Commission  by 
that  eminent  man — stated  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  in  1863  that  the 
total  oosts  of  the  change  of  system  from 
beginning  to  end  would  scarcely  exceed 
&  smgle  year's  income  from  the  gain 
thereby  obtained.     After  the  Report  of 
the  Select  Committee  in  1863,  Her  Ma- 
jestj's  Oovemment  called  the  attention 
of  the  Commissioners  to  that  Beport, 
^  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  went 
^y  into  every  question  raised  in  it ; 
^d  their  statement,  embodied   in  the 
Annoal  Beport  of  the  Commissioners, 
vas  laid  before    Parliament  in   1864. 
Since  that  there  had  been  no  proposal 
ui  either  House  of  Parliament  for   a 
cl^ge  in  the  constitution  or  practice  of 
the  Board.  In  that  very  year  Parliament 
garethe  Ecclesiastical  Commission  addi- 
tional power ;  and  since  then  more  than 
200  Acts  had  been  passed,  affecting  the 
Oommission  more  or  less,  and  giving 
new  or  altered  functions  to  the  Board, 
some  handing  over  property,  as  at  Boch- 
dale  and  elsewhere ;  otners,  such  as  the 
Endowed  Schools  Acts  and  New  Bishop- 
rics Acts,  giving  them  very  considerable 
discretionary  powers.     Parliament  had 
thus,  over  and  over  again  during  1 8  years, 
exhibited  the  utmost  confidence  in  the 
judicioos  management  of  the  Commis- 
sion.    No  doubt  the  Commission  had 
committed  many  faults ;  but,  on  a  review 
of  their  sitoation,  he  challenged  the  hon. 
Member  to  show  that  they  had  in  any 
W9J  abused  the  important  trusts  that 
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had  been  committed  to  their  charge, 
misapplied  their  revenues,  or  misman- 
aged their  property.  Wore  they,  then, 
not  entitled  to  the  confidence  which 
the  country  had  reposed  in  them  for  so 
many  years  ?  What  was  the  great  object 
with  which  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners wer6  appointed?  It  was  that 
they  might,  by  a  judicious  management 
of  ecclesiastical  property,  increase  the 
Church  revenues,  so  as  to  enable  them 
to  relieve  the  spiritual  destitution  of  the 
country.  And  what  had  been  the  result 
of  the  Commissioners'  efforts  in  that 
direction?  They  had  augmented  the 
value  of  the  livings  in  upwards  of  4,700 
out  of  the  15,000  parishes  into  which 
England  and  Wales  were  divided.  Then, 
again,  did  the  hon.  Member  know  the 
difference  between  the  estimate  which 
was  originally  made  of  what  the  action 
of  the  Commissioners  would  produce 
and  what  had  been  actually  realized  ? 
During  the  period  the  Commission  had 
been  in  existence  they  had  added  a  sum 
of  £19,000,000  to  the  property  of  the 
Church,  besides  having  elicited  a  fur- 
ther sum  of  £4,000,000  in  the  shape  of 
contributions  from  private  sources — thus 
making  a  total  sum  of  £23,000,060,  for 
which  the  Church  was  indebted  to  the 
exertions  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners during  the  past  40  years,  repre- 
senting an  annual  income  of  £690,000. 
Let  the  House  contrast  this  with  the 
state  of  things  anticipated  in  1836  or 
realized  in  1863.  In  1836,  a  Boyal 
Commission  reported  that  they  antici- 
pated that  the  property  which  would 
accrue  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners would  leave  about  £134,000 
a-year  available  for  augmenting  small 
livings.  In  1863  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Walpole)  stated  to  a  Select 
Committee  that  the  amount  already 
actually  exceeded  that  sum,  and  reached 
£146,000;  and  he  (Mr.  Walpole)  added 
his  belief,  if  the  Commissioners  went 
on,  they  would  ultimately  be  able  to 
realize  to  the  Commission  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Church  a  further  sur- 
plus income  of  £150,000 — making  a 
total  of  nearly  £300,000.  But  in  1881 
they  had  doubled  that  sum.  They  had 
added  to  the  property  of  the  Church 
and  re-distributed  funds  to  the  extent 
of  £690,000  a-year,  and  the  work  was 
still  going  on.  They  were  advised  by 
their   very   cautious    and    experienced 
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actuary  that  for  eome  years  to  come 
there  was  every  prospect  of  their  being 
able  to  do  what  they  had  done  for 
many  years  past — namely,  adding  year 
by  year  an  additional  capital  sum  of 
£600,000,  representing  an  annual  in- 
come of  £20,000  in  perpetuity  to  the 
Church.  Such  a  work  as  the  Com- 
missioners were  now  doing  had  not 
been  accomplished  since  the  Beforma- 
tion  ;  and  the  question  was,  should  they 
be  allowed  to  go  on  or  not  with  that 
beneficial  work?  The  great  object  of 
terminating  the  wasteful  system  by 
which  Church  property  was  divided  be- 
tween lessors  and  lessees  was  not  yet 
entirely  accomplished,  and  could  not  be 
so  for  many  years.  Some  leases  would 
expire  in  1884,  others  granted  on  lives 
or  for  40  years'  terms  had  longer  periods 
to  run.  The  expenses,  it  was  said,  were 
great,  but  the  work  was  arduous.  There 
was  every  conceivable  kind  of  holding 
and  every  conceivable  sort  of  property, 
from  Northumberland  to  the  Land's  End, 
and  from  Wales  to  Norfolk.  They  had 
manorial  rights,  with  an  endless  variety 
of  customs — foreshore  rights,  mineral 
rightsj  and  fisheries.  The  Commis- 
sioners were  owners  of  coals,  lead, 
ironstone,  agricultural  land,  building 
land,  tithes,  and  woods.  There  were 
surveys  to  be  made,  titles  to  be  investi- 
gated, rights  to  be  asserted,  rights  to 
be  defended,  and  liabilities  of  every 
kind  to  be  discharged.  The  work,  he 
maintained,  was,  upon  the  whole,  well 
done ;  and  until  Parliament  had  decided 
the  great  question  of  the  tenure  of  land 
by  Corporations,  let  them  not  interfere 
by  Committee  and  stop  the  great  work 
which  had  been  so  long  going  on  to  the 
benefit  of  the  Church  and  the  nation. 

Mr.  PUQH,  who  had  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  to  add — 

**  And  also  into  the  management  of  the  Crown 
Lands  in  Wales,  by  the  Department  of  Woods, 
Forests,  and  Land  Revenues," 

said,  that,  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  and  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford,  he  should  not  think  of  taking 
the  sense  of  the  House  upon  that  Amend- 
ment on  the  present  occasion;  but  he 
hoped  to  have  an  opportunity  at  another 
time  of  bringing  the  important  question 
which  it  raised  before  the  House.  He 
thought  there  could  not  be  any  question 
as  to  the  undesirability  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commisaioners  continuing  to  ad- 

Sir  John  Moichraj 


minister  estates.  That  administratio; 
was  only  carried  on  at  a  very  great  ei 
pense.  He  was  exceedingly  sorry  t 
hear  from  the  Prime  Minister  that  h 
did  not  think  the  GK)vemment  would  b 
in  a  position  at  present  to  take  up  th 
question  ;  but  he  felt  sure  that  as  soo: 
as  the  Government  were  able  to  take  i 
up  it  would  give  unqualified  satisfaction 
not  only  to  the  people  of  the  countr 
generally,  but  also,  he  believed,  to  th* 
Church  itself. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  contended  tha 
the  Commissioners  must  not  be  regardec 
as  an  entity  like  other  Corporations. 
They  were,  in  fact,  stewards  who  hac 
for  their  clients  not  only  every  Bishop  ii 
the  Church,  but  a  great  number  of  the 
clergy  also.  There  could  not  be  bettoi 
evidence  of  the  good  management  of  the 
Commissioners  than  had  been  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Unive^ 
sity  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  Mowbray).  Not 
only  had  they  maintained  the  value  of 
the  property  as  it  was  intrusted  to  them, 
but  they  had  increased  it  by  exchanges 
and  enfranchisements  and  good  manage- 
ment. The  Prime  Minister  had  suggested 
that  money  payments  would  be  more 
convenient  than  land  as  ecdesiastioal  en- 
dowments; but  nothing  was  so  fluctu- 
ating as  money,  and  nothing  so  pemiA- 
nent  as  a  representative  of  value  as  land. 

Mr.  J.  W.  PEASE  said,  that,  as  he 
represented  a  county  (Durham)  in  which 
the  Commissioners  nad  a  great  amount 
of  property,  he  felt  obliged  to  say  thstf 
so  far  as  his  observation  went,  the 
management  of  the  Commissioners  wtf 
in  all  respects  excellent.  The  Ck»n- 
missioners  had  lost  an  able  and  devoted 
servant  in  Mr.  E.  J.  Smith,  whose  dea& 
was  severely  felt  throughout  the  whole 
county  of  Durham.  He  wished  also  to 
bear  testimony  to  the  political  impar- 
tiality always  manifested  by  the  Uom- 
missioners.  In  his  county  Party  feeling 
ran  high ;  but  the  agents,  solicitors,  aM 
other  persons  connected  with  the  Com- 
mission did  not  allow  themselves  to  be 
influenced  in  the  slightest  degree  by 

Solitical  considerations.  He  admitted, 
owever,  that  in  small  transactiona  tiie 
expenses  were  very  high ;  he  had  seen 
cases  where  the  law  costs,  inthecaaeof  die 
redemption  of  copyholds,  &o.,  ezoeeded 
the  whole  value  of  the  property.  But  the 
real  question,  as  had  been  stated  by  hie 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Salford  and 
the  Prime  Minister,   was  the  genanl 
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policj  of  80  much  land  being  owned  by 
Corporations  in  mortmain.  He  fully 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  on  that 
subject,  and  hoped  he  would  be  able  on 
a  future  occasion  to  bring  the  question 
in  a  riper  and  more  general  form  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House. 

Mb.  DODDS  expressed  his  regret  that 
the  Commission  had  lost  the  valuable 
senrices  of  Mr.  Edmund  James  Smith. 
Probably  there  were  few  men  in  the 
House  who  had  had  more  to  do  with  the 
Commission  than  he  had,  and  he  must 
say  that  in  every  department  there  was 
scarcely  anything  which  he  did  not  ad- 
mire in  the  management  of  that  Com- 
mission.   But  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  point  of  the  Besolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  did  not  refer  so 
much  to  the  general  management  of  the 
Commission,  but  to  the  management  of 
their  landed  estates.     The  Motion  really 
had  reference  to  lands  and  other  pro- 
perty vested  in  the  Commissioners,  and 
the  work  of  the  Commission  in  connec- 
tioQ  with  real  property,  and  when  he 
told  the  House  that  the  episcopal,  capi- 
tular, and  other  estates  in  the  coimty  of 
Durham,  now  under  the  management  of 
the  Ecclesiastical    Commissioners,   ex- 
tended to  upwards  of  40,000  acres,  with 
an  increase  amounting  to  over  £  109,000, 
the  House  would  imagine  that  they  were 
^gelj  interested  in  this  question.  What 
^  felt  was  that  the  management  of 
these  eetatee  would  be  better  left  in  the 
luuids  of  individual  owners  than  under 
the  control  of  the  Commissioners,  be- 
cause the  former  would  be  persons  living 
in  the  county,  and  knowing  the  best 
iDeans  of  utilizing  their  holding.     He, 
tiowerer,    hoped    the    present    Motion 
vould  be  withdrawn,   and  that  on    a 
future  occasion  it  might  be  brought  for- 
ward again  in  an  amended  and  more 
adfantageous  form. 

Sir  HAERY  VERNEY  said,  while 
he  believed  the  Conmiissioners  had  done 
their  duty,  he  thoroughly  concurred  in 
what  the  Prime  Minister  had  said,  that 
no  Corporation  could  properly  do   its 
doty  to  the  land.     The  personal  resi- 
dence of  the  landowner,  when  that  could 
be  obtained,  was  of  more  value  than  any 
charitable  pecuniary  contribution.     He 
folly  conciirred  in  the  remarks  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  behind  him  (Mr.  Qoschen), 
at  to  the  great  importance  of  getting 
theae  landed    properties  out  of  mort- 


Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD,  in  asking 
permission  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  dis- 
claimed any  desire  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  merely  to  inquire  into 
the  business  and  general  management  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  and 
expressed  his  gratification  at  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  Prime  Minister  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ripon  (Mr.  Qoschen). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

HERRING  BRAND  COMMITTEE. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  duff,  in  rising  to  call  attention 
to  the  Report  of  the  Herring  Brand 
Committee,  and  to  move — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  effect 
should  bo  g^ven  without  delay  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Report  of  the  Herring  Brand 
Committee,'* 

said,  he  would  not  enter  into  any  con- 
troversial matter  as  to  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  herring  brand  practice, 
as  to  which  there  was  a  good  deal  to  bo 
said  on  both  sides.     He  craved  for  the 
Committee's  Report  that  it  was  based 
on  the  preponderance  of  evidence  laid 
before  them ;  and  he  could  only  say  that 
if  the   majority  of  the  fishcurers   and 
fishermen  wished  to  retain  the  brand, 
and  were,  at  the  same  time,  willing  to 
pay  for  it,  he  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  valid  reason  why  it  should  not 
be  continued  still.     What  he  proposed 
to  deal  with  was  the  recommendations 
of  the  Herring  Brand  Committee ;  and 
the  chief  of  those  recommendations  was 
that  the  surplus  brand  money  should  be 
appropriated  for  purposes  beneficial  to 
the  fishermen  and  the  trade.     He  had 
to  state  to  the  House  what  he  meant 
by  the  surplus  brand  fee.     In  the  year 
1854,  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
imposing  a  fee  of  Ad.   per   barrel   for 
every  barrel  of  herrings  branded  with  a 
Government  mark.    At  the  time  this  Act 
was  passed  it  was  distinctly  stated  that 
this  fee  was  for  defraying  the  expenses 
\  incurred  ;  but  since  the  Act  was  passed 
I  the  herring  fisheries  of  Scotland  had  so 
largely  extended  that,  besides  paying 
I  the  expenses,  the  brand  had  been  a  con- 
I  siderable  source  of  revenue.     The  exist- 
ence of  the  herring  brand  surplus  had 
been  often  denied ;  but  it  was  distinctly 
proved  before  the  Committee  that  the 
surplus,   allowing  for  the  largest   ex- 
penditure,   amounted  to  £31,571,    and 
j  the  surplus  paid  into  the  Treasury  for 
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tlio  year  1880  amounted  to  £6,502.     It 
had  long  been  contended  that  this  sur- 
plus ought  to  be  applied  to  some  pur- 
pose beneficial  to  the  fishery  interest; 
and    the  first  recommendation   of  the 
Herring  Brand  Committee  was  that  it 
should  be  applied  to  works  on  the  piers 
and  harbours  of  Scotland.  The  necessity 
for  increased    harbour   accommodation 
seemed  to  be  universally  admitted.    It 
had  been  pressed  on  public  attention  by 
too  many  lamentable  disasters — disasters 
causing  an  appalling  loss  of  life  among 
the  fishermen,  and  misery  to  all  those 
dependent  on  them.     The  disasters  in 
the  Shetland  Islands  last  August,  and 
on  the  Berwickshire  Coast  last  October, 
must  be  fresh  in  the  memory  of  hon. 
Members.     In  the  year  1879,  the  loss 
along  the  North-East  Coast  of  Scotland, 
of  fishing    and   coasting  vessels,   bore 
the  saddest  testimony  to  the  want  of 
adequate  harbour  accommodation.     He 
therefore  thought  this  was  a  very  ap- 
propriate purpose  to  which  to  apply  the 
surplus  brand  fund.   But  if  the  question 
were  looked   at  from  a  national  point 
of  view,  he  ventured  to  say  that  a  far 
larger  claim    than   that    he  was  now 
making  might  be  substantiated.     The 
Imperial  policy  appeared  to  have  been 
to  get  as  much  money  as  possible  out  of 
Scotland,  and  to  spend  it  on  harbours 
in   the  Southern  parts  of  the   Island. 
£1,250,000   had  been  thrown  into  the 
sea  at  Aldemey.     Sums  of  nearly  equal 
amount  had  been  spent  on  Holvhead, 
Portland,  and  other  English  haroours ; 
while,  in  the  meantime,  Scotland  had 
been  put  off  with  a  grant  of  £3,000  a- 
year  to  the  Fishery  Board,  and  a  few 
grants  of  comparatively  trifling  sums  to 
harbours,  not  very  happily  designed,  at 
Wick,  Anstruther,   and  Dunbar.     He 
thought  that  the  propositions  put  for- 
ward for  the  allotment  of  those  fees  to 
the  purpose  of  improving  the  Scotch 
harbours  were  very  modest.     He  might 
say  that  they  were  distinguished  by  the 
extreme  modesty  which    usually    cha- 
racterized   Scotch    applications  to   the 
.  Treasury.     The  case  for  aid  to  Scotch 
harbours  was  strengthened  when  it  was 
remembered  that  there  was  not  now,  as 
formerly,   any  fund   which  they  could 
draw  upon  for  assistance.     Many  of  the 
harbours  along  the  North-East  Coast — 
harbours  which  the  trade  and  fisheries 
had  entirely  outgrown — were  constructed 
at  the  close  of  the  last  and  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  century,  by 

Mr.  Duff 


the  great  Scottish  engineers,  Bennie  and 
Telford,  out  of  money  drawn  from  the 
Foifeited  Estates  Fund.  Speaking  as  a 
loyal  subject,  and  also  as  a  landowner, 
he  would  not  affect  any  reg^t  that  that 
particular  source  of  revenue  was  not 
likely  to  be  revived.  He  referred  to  the 
Forfeited  Estates  Fund  merely  because, 
since  it  had  been  exhausted,  he  knew  of 
no  public  fund  for  harbour  improvement 
which  had  taken  its  place.  The  Boyal 
Commission  of  1859  reported  that  certain 
specified  sums  should  be  given  by  the 
Treasury  to  different  localities  for  con- 
structing harbours,  on  the  understand- 
ing that  those  localities  provided  a  pro- 
portionate amount;  but  that  amount 
was  so  large  that  it  was  never  forth- 
coming, and  consequently  the  recom- 
mendations  of  the  Beport  were  never 
carried  out. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  duff,  resuming,  said,  that  when 
he  was  interrupted  he  was  referring 
to  past  legislation  with  regard  to  tho 
harbours.  From  various  causes  the  Act 
of  1861  had  become  almost  inoperatiTe, 
and,  therefore,  there  was  additional  ret- 
son  for  granting  aid  from  other  soaroeB. 
He  wished,  at  the  same  time,  to  expretf 
a  very  decided  opinion  that  the  beit 
means  Qovernment  could  adopt  for  as* 
sisting  harbours  was  to  lend  money  at 
the  lowest  possible  rate  of  interest  to 
supplement  local  efforts.     Such  a  polu7f 
in  his  humble  opinion,  would  be  ir 
tended    with    far  better    results   than 
spending  a  large  sum  of  money  on  anv 
particular    harbour.      If   the    Soottiu 
Members  would  concentrate  their  ener- 
gies in   inducing    the    G-ovemment  to 
restore  in  its  integrity  the  Act  of  1861 
— which  would  be  of  general  benefit— 
they  would  be  doing  far  more  good  thai 
by  pressing  the  claims  of  any  paitienlK 
place  for  special  assistance.     With  vs* 
gard  to  the  next  recommendation  of  ths 
Committee,  that  of  extending  the  Amo- 
tions of  the  Fishery  Board,  he  miglift 
say  that  there  seemed  a  strong  dealt 
expressed  by  the  Scotch  MemberSi  and 
by  the  public  in  Scotland  who  were  ia- 
torosted  in  this  subject,  that  the  Amo- 
I  tions  of  the  Fishery  Board  sboiild  be 
extended ;  and  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Bepoit 
in  that  respect  had  the  approval  ox  tke 
Government.    In  connecaon  with  die 


521        Herring  Brand 


(Maauu  31,  1882J 


Commiilee. 


522 


daties  he  shoold  like  to  see  the  Board 
undertaking,  there  was  one  he  particu- 
larly wished  to  mention.     He  referred 
to  the  protection    and  the  jurisdiction 
respecting  mussel-beds.     To  those  not 
acquainted  with  the   practice  of  their 
Northern  fishermen,  this  might  seem  a 
onall  subject ;  but  it  was  really  one  of 
Teiy  considerable    importance   to    the 
fishermen;    and    perhaps    the    House 
▼ould  realize  this  when  he  mentioned 
that  it  was  calculated  that  in  the  district 
he  represented  each   individual  fisher- 
man required  in  the  course  of  the  year 
two  tons  of  mussels  for  bait.    Now,  he 
thought  that  one  of  the  duties  of  the 
Board  should  be  to  encourage  and  pro- 
tect artificial  mussel-beds.  Then  the  law 
Teepecting  the  right  to  mussel-beds  was 
somewhat   obscure,   and    gave  rise  to 
many  disputes.     The  G-ovemment,  he 
thought,  should  deal  with  the  rights  of 
mussel  proprietors  in  the  same  way  as 
they  did  with  salmon  proprietors.     That 
was  to  say,  where  the  proprietor  of  the 
^d  could  show  no  Charter  to  the  right 
of  mussels  the  Crown   should  enforce 
tbeir  rights,  take  possession  of  the  beds, 
ud  let  them  out  to  the  fishermen.  That 
was  done  in  the  case  of  coast  salmon 
&hing8,  as  he  knew  from  personal  ex- 
P^ence.    He  succeeded  to  a  property 
where  the  proprietors  had  always  fished 
the  sea  for  salmon ;  but  when  he  was 
ttUed  upon  to  give  a  Charter  he  found 
he  had  none  to  produce,  and  the  Crown 
seized  his  salmon  fishings,  and  added 
insult  to  injury  by  proposing  to  let  them 
to  him  at  an  exorbitant  rent.     He  men- 
tioDed  thia  control  over  mussels  as  one 
of  the  duties  a  Board  with  more  ex- 
tended powers  might  usefully  perform. 
One  other  subject  to  which  he  should 
like  to  refer  was  the  subject  of  tele- 
graphs.    The  Beport  of  the  Committee 
recommended  that  facilities  should  be 
given,  especially  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Sootland,  for  extending  telegraphic  com- 
munication to  all  the  important  fishing 
ftationa.      Applications  from   his  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  Inverness  and 
Argyllahire  were  now  before  the  Post- 
master General  with  reference  to  this 
•abjeoty  and  he  trusted  they  would  re- 
oeiwe   the  most   favourable  considera- 
tion, because    it  was   very  important 
that  the  fishery  stations  should  have 
tel^g;raphio  facilities.     The  recommen- 
dation that  an  enlarged  Fishery  Board 
might  deal  with  scientific  questions  re- 
|;arding  the  artificial  propagation  of  fish, 


which  had  been  so  usefully  followed  in 
America,  was  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  County  of  Waterford  (Mr. 
Blake),  who  served  on  the  Committee, 
was  not  in  the  House,  because  he  had 
visited  the  United  States,  and  his  infor- 
mation on  this  point  was  most  valuable. 
There  was  no  industry  that  he  was  ac- 
quainted with — certainly  no  industry  in 
the  North  of  Scotland — which  had  grown 
with  such  rapidity  as  the  fishery.  No 
other  industry  that  he  knew  of  was  ca- 
pable of  such  extension,  for  the  re- 
sources of  the  sea  appeared  to  be  inex- 
haustible. In  many  counties  in  Scotland 
the  value  of  the  herrings  taken  at  the 
difierent  stations  exceeded  the  annual 
amount  of  the  rental  of  those  counties. 
In  the  Fishery  Board  Eetums  the  value 
of  herrings  alone  in  1880  was  g^ven  as 
upwards  of  £1,800,000,  and  it  was 
stated  that  their  value  in  that  year  ex- 
ceeded by  73  per  cent  the  average  value 
for  the  last  10  years.  He,  therefore, 
saw  no  limit  to  the  increase  of  the  her- 
ring fishings,  provided  that  there  was 
given  proper  assistance.  He  thought 
this  industry  was  one  which  was  well 
worth  the  attention  and  the  encourage- 
ment of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
was  very  glad  to  see  that  when  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  were  produced  the  Go- 
vernment had  given  an  additional  grant 
of  £3,000  to  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board. 
He  understood  it  was  given  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee. 
If  that  was  the  case,  he  had  to  thank 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  so  far 
carrying  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Eeport,  as  the  amount  given  was,  he 
admitted,  a  fair  average  of  the  surplus 
of  the  brand  fee.  He  trusted  that,  if 
the  brand  fee  went  on  increasing,  as  he 
believed  it  would,  the  Government  would 
give  the  increased  surplus  back  for  some 
object  beneficial  to  the  fisheries,  and 
that  in  other  respects  they  would  see 
their  way  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Eeport,  which,  if  adopted, 
would,  he  believed,  aid  and  encourage 
the  development  of  a  very  important, 
but  hitherto  too  much  neglected  national 
industry. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present. 

General  Sir  GEOEGE  BALFOUE, 
in  seconding  and  cordially  au^^ox^iin^ 
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the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Banff  (Mr.  Duff),  gave  it  as  his 
opinion  that  no  greater  good  could  be 
done  by  the  Government  than  by  taking 
up  the  question  of  how  to  construct  suc- 
cessfully harbours  in  Scotland.  The 
Government  were  still  engaged  in  assist- 
ing harbours  in  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. For  example,  they  had  recently 
given  £15,000  to  Ardglass  Harbour,  on 
the  East  Coast  of  Ireland,  and  were 
about  to  give  a  like  sum  to  Arklow, 
within  a  &w  miles  on  the  same  coast ; 
and  to  lend,  in  addition,  the  large  sum 
of  £20,000.  If  the  Government  con- 
tinued to  give  these  grants  of  money, 
he  thought  it  was  their  duty  to  ascer- 
tain whether  or  not  the  designs  of  these 
works  were  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
fulfil  their  purpose.  If  an  inquiry  were 
made  to  see  what  mistakes  had  been 
made  in  the  past,  in  unsuccessful  at- 
tempts to  construct  sea-coast  harbours, 
in  order  to  ascertain  what  should  be 
avoided  in  future,  he  believed  the  coasts 
would  soon  be  covered  with  harbours. 
It  was  a  curious  fact  that  there  was  no 
money  so  difiicult  to  obtain  by  loan  from 
capitalists  as  that  with  regard  to  the 
building  of  harbours;  yet  he  believed 
there  was  no  public  work  which  could 
be  successfully  undertaken  that  would 
pay  the  country  better  than  harbours 
would.  There  was  a  small  harbour  in 
his  own  county  (Kincardineshire),  and 
he  believed  if  it  were  enlarged  and  im- 
proved the  value  of  the  fish  caught  there 
would  more  than  equal  the  whole  of  the 
land  rental  in  the  country,  which  was 
about  £180,000.  He  cordially  joined 
in  the  recommendation  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  that  the  formation  and  consti- 
tution of  the  Fishery  Board  should  not 
only  be  improved,  but  its  duties  ex- 
tended, so  as  to  have  a  jurisdiction  over 
all  kinds  of  fishing,  and  over  all  har- 
bours aided  by  Government  funds.  In 
France,  Germany,  and  Norway  they 
had  statistics  of  the  whole  fish  caught 
along  their  several  shores  ;  but  in  Eng- 
land, the  great  statistical  country,  which 
prided  itself  on  its  statistics  with  re- 
gard to  its  trade  and  commerce,  they 
were  entirely  ignorant — except  as  to  the 
herring — with  regard  to  the  other  por- 
tion of  the  great  industry  of  fishing. 
Yet,  in  a  Eeport  on  the  Fisheries,  made 
about  16  years  ago,  by  well-qualified 
Commissioners,  of  whom  Mr.  Caird,  Dr. 
Huxley,  and  the  present  Chief  Commis- 
lioner  of  Works  were  Members,  it  was 
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fully  shown  that  no  portion  of  the  land 
could  supply  wealth  so  easily  as  that 
which  the  sea  could.  If  the  fisheries  were 
properly  developed  by  means  of  safe  har- 
bours, to  which  boats  could  run  in  safety 
after  being  exposed  to  a  four  hours'  gale^ 
it  would  be  found  that  an  acre  of  sea 
ground  on  certain  banks  of  the  coast  would 
greatly  surpass  in  value  the  produce  of 
similar  extent  in  land.     Then,  with  re- 
gard to  the  objection  to  applying  the 
brand  to  Scotch  herring  barrels,  on  the 
plea  that  Irish  barrels  did  not  need  to  be 
branded,  it  must  be  stated  that  the  her- 
rings taken  on  the  Coast  of  Ireland  were 
not  so  suitable  for  export  as  those  taken 
on  the  Scotch  Coast,  and  the  Inspector 
of  Irish  Fisheries  had  reported  that  the 
branding  system  was  not  well  adapted 
for  Ireland.    Then,  with  regard  to  a 
further    development    of   good  fishing 
grounds,  the  Government  might  aid  bj 
surveying  vessels,  because   Siere  were 
banks  on  the  Coast  of  England  where 
fish  abounded,  which  were  partly  de- 
fined ;  but  in  Scotland  they  were  defi- 
cient of  information  of  that  kind,  whieh 
would  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  fisher 
men.    There  were  many  banks  Ivingoff 
the  North-East  Coast  of  Scotland  full  d 
fish,  but  their  boundaries  and  positioni 
were  still  only  known  to  a  few  fishermen. 
The  kind  of  fish,  and  the  food  for  fish 
there  existing,  should  be  inquired  into 
by  the  Gt>vemment.      In  every  other 
branch  of  industry  millions  were  spent 
by  the  State  to  collect  information ;  but 
no  such  assistance  was  given  to  oolleei 
information   about  our    great  fish  in- 
dustry.    As  to  the  herring  brand  feei» 
the  Government  had  made  a  good  be- 
ginning by  giving  a  grant  of  £3,000; 
but  he  claimed  that  the  whole  surpltii 
fees  collected  on  account  of  the  herring 
brand  should  be  given  to  the  Coast  m 
Scotland.     The   inhabitants  along  tht 
Scotch   Coast  gave  a  certain    sum  of 
money  for  a  particular  trade,  and  thai 
money  should  not  be  spent  over  tht 
whole  United  Kingdom,  but  should  1m 
used  for  the  benefit  of  the  Scotch  people 
themselves.    If  they  could  improve  tbeir 
harbours  and  extend  their  fisheries  as 
thoy  had  been  doing  within  the  lait  f^ 
years,  instead  of  £3,000  theyouffhtsooi 
to  have  a  surplus  of  8,000.    Bat  tht 
first  and  foremost  consideration  now  was 
how  to  construct  sea-coast  harboun  with 
success ;  and  this  the  Gk)vemment  oould 
alone  ascertain  by  institnting  an  ioaviiy 
into  the  many  past  failureB  in  ^amW 


525       Herring  Brand 


(Mabch  31,  1882J 


Committee, 


▼oris,  which  had  entailed  the  loss  of 
mOlions  of  money. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
•nd  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tho  worda 
"  m  the  opinion  of  this  House,  effect  should  be 
gjJTen  without  delay  to  the  recommendations  of 
the  Report  of  the  Herring  Brand  Committee," 
•-{Ur.  Duff,) 

^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

K posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
estion." 

8iK  ALEXANDEE   GOEDON   ap- 

SOYed   the    remarks  which  the    hon. 
embers  had  made  in  regard  to  the 
necessitj  of  improved  harbour  accom- 
modation.    He  quoted  a  Eeturn  which 
lie  obtained  a  short  time  ag^  from  the 
Board  of  Trade,  showing  that  during 
five  years,  between  the  Pentland  Forth 
ud  Fifeness,  no  fewer  than  867  vessels 
1^  been  lost.     On  one  night,  the  18th 
of  August,  1848,  124  boats  were  wrecked, 
ud  no  less  than  1 00  lives  were  lost.    He 
did  not  quite  know,  however,  what  it 
vas  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Banffshire 
(Mr.  Duff)  recommended  the  Govem- 
•      ment  to    do,   he  was    so  very  vague, 
^th  regard  to  the  brand  fees  collected 
on  the  C^ast  of  Scotland,  he  thought  it 
i^ht  that  these  should  be  applied  in  the 
<wzct8  where  they  were  collected.   Last 
Tear  there  were  no  fewer  than  2,173 
Aerring  boats  fishing  from  three  ports 
in  this  country  and  employing  21,430 
persons,  compared  with  245  boats  em- 
ploying 2,485  persons  engaged  at  Banff, 
DQckie,  and  Findhom.     He  maintained 
that  the  Government  in  spending  this  fee 
money  should  spend  it  in  the  districts 
where  it  had  been  raised;   because  if 
that  was  not  done  the  money  raised  by 
the  herring  fishermen  would  be  spent 
for  the   benefit  of   the    cod  and  ling 
fishers,  who  gave  nothing  at  all  to  the 
Government.      Therefore,    he    thought 
that  the  application  of  the  money  gene- 
rally all  over  the  coast  would  benefit 
those  fishermen  who  did  not  raise  the 
fee,  and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
bear  that  in  mind  in  distributing  the 
money.     The  Government  were  not  able 
to  distribute  the  excess  of  the  fees.     By 
the  Act  of  Parliament  they  were  bound 
to  pay  them  into  the  Exchequer.     They 
ooiud  not  give  money,  except  what  was 
actually  wanted  for  the  expense  of  the 
faranding;    therefore,    it   was   entirely 
delnnTe  to  talk  about  returning.    The 
OoTonnnent   might   give   a   grant   of 


money  from  the  Exchequer  as  they  had 
done  now;   but  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  how  the  £3,000  was 
to  be  spent — whether  it  was  to  be  on  the 
same  looting  as   the  statutory  £3,000 
which  the  Board  had  every  year  to  spend, 
or  whether  it  was  to  be  spent  according 
to  the  will  of  parties  who  might  apply  for 
it  ?    He  hoped  it  would  be  placed  as  the 
statutory  £3,000,  which  required  that  the 
party  receiving  the  money  should  pro- 
vide themselves  a  certain  proportion  of 
the  amount  that  was  spent.     He  wished 
also  to  remind  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that,  with  reference  to  the  pro- 
posed alteration  of  the  Fishery  Board 
which  had  been    suggested,    that    the 
Fishery    Board     had    been    appointed 
solely  for  the  benefit  of  the  trade  of  the 
herring  fishery  ;  and  all  their  correspon- 
dence, and  all  their  duties,  were  con- 
nected with  the  mercantile  men  in  com- 
mercial matters.     But  it  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  deputation  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  that  the  duty  of 
protecting  the  rod  fishing  in  the  rivers 
inland  should  be  placed  upon  the  Fishery 
Board.     As  now  constituted  the  Fishery 
Board  had  nothing  to  do  with  salmon. 
Therefore  he  must  protest  against  any 
interference  with    the  very  impoiliant 
interest   now   confided  to  them,  unless 
they  were  prepared  to  create  a  sepa- 
rate or  additional  Board   to  carry  out 
the  new  duties.     They  need  not  foster 
the   cod   and    ling   and   other    fishing, 
because  they  did  not  require  it.     The 
best  plan  would  be  to  reduce  the  brand 
to  one-half.     It  was  now  Ad.  per  barrel 
and  2d.  the  half  barrel.     A  short  Act  of 
Parliament  amending  the  present  Act 
would  relieve  tlie  curers  of  the  payment 
of    one-half  of   the  fee,    and  that    he 
believed   would  be   accepted   by  them. 
Irish  fishermen,  finding  they  could  not 
cure  herrings  in  Ireland,  came  over  last 
year,  and  no  fewer  than  49  boats  came 
to   the  harbour  of  Aberdeen,  and  did 
better  than  our  own  people.      If   any 
alteration  was  to  be  made  in  the  Fishery 
Board,  which   he   thought  very  likely 
possible,   he  hoped  it  would  be  done 
after  public  inquiry,  and  not  in  conse- 
quence of  the  deputation  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  referred.     Half  the 
Members  of  the  deputation  did  not  know 
what  they  went  there  for.     He  himself 
did  not  know  until  they  got  into  the 
room.     He  protested  against  that  being 
taken  as  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  Scotland  as  to  an^  c\ivv.TL^Q 
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in  the  Board.  He  could  not  help 
fearing  that  if  they  joined  the  two 
duties  they  must  have  a  joint  Board. 
Inland  proprietors  must  be  represented 
on  the  Board  as  well  as  the  great  coast 
trade  in  herrings,  and  they  would  then 
have  two  separate  interests,  and  a  great 
deal  of  unpleasant  work  would  go  on  in 
the  endeavour  of  one  party  to  get  money 
for  the  benefit  of  inland  as  against  deep- 
sea  fishing.  He  maintained  that  the  her- 
ring fishery  trade  was  far  more  important 
than  anything  else;  and  he  certainly 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  interfere 
with  that  trade  without  public  inquiry. 

Me.  MAEJORIBANKS  said,  that  the 
necessity  for  further  harbour  accom- 
modation had  been  brought  home  to 
him  in  a  most  terrible  and  a  very  close 
manner.  On  the  14th  of  October,  be- 
tween the  Tweed  and  North  Berwick,  no 
fewer  than  200  fishermen  lost  their  lives 
in  a  single  morning.  That  disaster 
would  have  been  vastly  increased  had  it 
not  fortunately  happened  that  the  Dun- 
bar boats  had  reached  the  harbour 
before  the  storm  came  on,  and  the 
Berwick  boats  had  not  gone  to  sea  at  all. 
In  Berwickshire,  out  of  a  total  of  500 
fishermen,  175  were  drowned ;  and  there 
were  129  out  of  one  village.  It  was 
difficult  to  convey  any  idea  of  the  dis- 
tress and  misery  which  he  witnessed  in 
that  village.  If  a  similar  disaster  had 
happened  on  a  railway,  or  from  any 
other  cause,  there  would  have  been 
Commissioners  sent  down  to  make  in- 
quiry, and  all  sorts  of  suggestions  would 
have  been  made ;  but  in  this  case  no 
suggestion  of  any  kind  had  been  made 
by  anyone  of  responsibility.  Ho  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  this  disaster 
took  place  simply,  solely,  and  entirely 
because  there  was  no  liarbour  to  which 
the  boats  could  run.  The  boats  tliat  did 
escape  were  boats  that  put  to  sea,  and 
were  out  56  hours,  finally  putting  into 
the  Tyne.  It  would  bo  of  considerable 
advantage  to  the  fishermen  of  Scotland 
if  the  functions  of  the  Board  in  Edin- 
burgh were  extended,  to  take  notice 
of  everything  connected  with  the  coast 
and   deep-sea  fisheries.     He   was  very 

grateful  for  the  additional  £3,000  that 
ad  been  granted.  Ho  did  not  moan  to 
say  that  their  fishery  harbours  should  be 
constructed  by  grants  from  Government ; 
but  grants  were  useful  and  acceptable 
in  aid  now  and  again.  They  must  look 
to  local  exertions.  What  they  expected 
was  that  great  facilities  should  bo  given 
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by  the  Public  Works  Loan  CommiBsioners 
for  an  object  so  desirable  as  the  construc- 
tion of  a  fishery  harbour.     As  far  as  the 
North-East  Coast  of  England  and  Scot- 
land was  concerned,  he  did  not  think 
that  very  much  had  been  done,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Act  of  1861,  on  behalf 
of  the  fishery  harbours.    Between  the 
Humber  and  Cape  Wrath,  to  1 1  har- 
bours having  incomes  of  over  £2,000 
a-year,  £1,377,000  had  been  advanced. 
These    were    almost    wholly    commer- 
cial harbours.      On  the  same  portion 
of  the  coast  to  five,  out  of  over  40  har- 
bours with   incomes   under  £2,000   a- 
year,  and  dependent  mainly  or  entirely 
on   the  fishing  industry,  only  £19,200 
had  been  advanced.     He  thought  the 
Fishery  Board  in  Scotland  should  take 
care  of  the  harbours.    They  would  help 
them  very  much  in  this  matter,  because 
they  would  be  able  to  give  information  as 
to  the  points  most  advantageous  where  * 
harbours  could  be  placed.     He  was  not 
at  all  disposed  to  have  harbours  stuck 
here,  there,  and  everywhere.    He  be- 
lieved the  little  tidal    harbours  were 
simply  man- traps  and    delusions   that 
lured  men  to  their  death.     They  created 
a  small  colony  of  fishermen,  and  when  a 
storm  came  on  the  men  hailing  from  them 
rushed  to  these  places,  often  to  meet 
their  death. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  as  he 
had  the  honour  of  being  Chairman  of 
a  Hoyal  Commission  for  the  Fisheries 
of  the  Northern  Coast,  he  would  not  like 
the  discussion  to  end  until  he  had  said  a 
few  words  upon  the  subject.  He  did  not 
agree  with  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Sir  Alexander  Gordon),  who  desired  to 
limit  the  Board  of  Fisheries  to  the  care 
of  herrings.  He  was,  like  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  a  Commissioner  of 
that  Board ;  but  he  thought,  instead  of 
limiting  its  action  to  the  herring  fishing, 
that  its  functions  ought  to  be  extended 
so  as  to  promote  all  the  fisheries,  and 
the  interests  of  the  fishermen  engaged 
in  those  fishing  stations.  Nor  could  he 
understand  why  he  would  restrict  all  the 
£3,000,  which  represented  the  money 
derived  from  the  brand,  to  the  interests 
of  the  herring  fishing.  They  could  not 
divide  a  harbour.  A  harbour  might  be 
as  useful  for  cod  or  ling  fishing  as  for 
herring  fishing.  The  wider  they  could 
make  the  Board,  and  the  less  restrictions 
they  put  upon  it,  tho  better.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  did  not  desire  to 
give  special  encouragement  to  cod  fa4 
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ling  fisheries,  and  yet  sucli  aid  would  in 
rei^fy  best  promote  the  growth  of  her- 
lings.  Let  nim  give  one  curious  illus- 
tration,  which  showed  how  closely  all 
tiie  fishings  were  related.  Parliament 
interfered  a  great  deal  too  much  in  its 
legislation  with  regard  to  fisheries.  One 
of  the  restrictions  in  an  Act  now  repealed 
vas  to  enforce  a  close  time  for  the  her- 
ring fishing  during  a  certain  number  of 
weeks  or  months,  in  which  the  herrings 
might  be  allowed  to  breed.  Now,  what 
TEs  the  effect  of  that  legislation  ?  Its 
effect  was  mainly  to  destroy  the  herring 
fisheries,  and  the  reason  was  this.  Man 
▼as  the  least  enemy  of  the  herring.  His 
catch  was  perhaps  not  more  than  a  few 
per  cent  as  compared  with  the  destruc- 
tion which  was  caused  by  other  enemies 
of  the  fish  of  the  sea.  The  close  time  in 
the  herring  fishing  gave  an  unexpected 
protection  to  cod  and  ling.  At  certain 
times  cod  and  ling  could  only  be  caught 
with  herring  bait,  so  that  the  close  time 
for  herring  meant  a  close  time  for  cod 
and  ling  as  well.     What  was  the  oon- 

anence  ?  They  did  not  know  how  many 
and  ling  there  were  in  the  sea ;  but 
they  knew  how  many  cod  and  ling  were 
nlted.     Now,   in   the  Commission  on 
which  he  sat,  he  had  the  honour  of  Pro- 
t     fB88or  Huxley  as  one  of  his  Colleagues. 
They  frequently  dissected  cod,  and  they 
had  found  in  their  stomachs  no  fewer 
than  14  undigested  herrings ;  but  giving 
<^y  six  herrings  a  day  to  the  cod  and 
^  which  were  caught  and  salted,  they 
^^d,  had  they  remained  in  the  sea, 
hare  devoured  more  herrings  than  all 
the  fishermen  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
ftlthoogh  600  were  added  to  their  num- 
her.    Therefore,  the  interference  of  the 
legislature  for  the  protection  of   the 
leninffs  was  merely  a  law  for  an  enor- 
ounu  destruction  of  the  herrings.     He 
Qoite  agreed  with  the  Beport  in  saying 
mat  they  should  do  nothing  except  to 
allow  Nature  to  go  unrestricted  in  her 
ways.    There  were  balances  of  Nature 
with  which,  when  they  began  to  interfere, 
thej  interfered  wrongly.     He  thought  it 
important  to  broaden  the  duties  of  the 
Fishery  Board  under  its  re-organization, 
owing  to  the  resignation  of  that  efficient 
officer,  Mr.  Primrose.    It  would  be  very 
difficult  to  find  a  Secretary  of  equal 
ability  and  devotion  to  the  service ;  but 
they  might  arrange  the  duties  of  the 
Board  in  a  different  way.  He  was  speak- 
ing entirely  independent  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  as  the  case  presented  itself  to 


his  mind.  He  did  think  that  a  Board  of 
Fisheries,  which  was  to  extend  its  in- 
fluence and  take  in  all  the  sea  fisheries 
of  the  Kingdom,  ought  to  have  very 
efficient  officers,  and  an  efficient  Inspec- 
tor, so  as  to  enable  them  to  make  those 
scientific  observations,  and  give  that 
scientific  aid,  which  had  produced  im- 
portant results  in  foreigu  countries. 
It  was  often  said  the  herring  was 
a  most  capricious  fish.  For  a  certain 
number  of  years  it  came  to  one  part  of 
the  coast,  and  then  deserted  it.  There 
was  no  caprice  in  that.  They  ought  to 
know  the  meteorology  of  the  sea,  the 
effect  of  temperature  of  the  ocean,  and 
of  the  food  presented  to  the  herring 
under  different  conditions ;  and  if  they 
had  scientific  officers  who  could  make 
these  observations,  which  they  were  ac- 
customed to  make  in  America  with  so  much 
advantage,  he  thought  they  could  under- 
stand much  more  what  was  going  on, 
and  enable  fishermen  to  take  more  ad- 
vantage by  the  knowledge  thus  derived. 
It  was  for  that  reason  he  was  anxious  to 
see,  in  any  re-organization  of  the  Board 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  while  their  functions 
ought  to  be  broadened,  so  as  to  promote 
the  building  of  harbours,  they  should 
understand  also  that  part  of  the  money 
should  be  devoted  to  proper  efficient 
officers,  who  would  be  enabled  to  super- 
intend fisheries  with  a  knowledge  of 
science ;  and,  with  such  a  re-organiza- 
tion and  such  officials,  he  believed  they 
would  find  that  the  great  value  of  the 
fisheries  now  going  on  in  Scotland  and 
the  Irish  Coast  would  be  very  largely  im- 
proved by  the  application  of  knowledge 
to  this  subject. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  he  thought  he  might 
say,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
that  they  were  by  no  means  unmindful 
of  the  importance  of  the  recommenda- 
tions in  relation  to  the  Board  contained 
in  this  Report.  In  regard  to  the  first 
part,  he  might  state  that  in  the  month  of 
December,  when  the  Estimates  wore 
being  prepared,  the  Fishery  Board  were 
requested  by  the  Treasury  to  forward 
to  them  a  statement  setting  forth  the 
receipts  and  expenditure  connected  with 
the  branding ;  and,  in  the  statement 
forwarded,  the  amount  of  the  receipts 
for  the  year  1881  was  given  at  £8,236, 
while  the  expenses  were  given  at  £5,419, 
leaving  a  surplus  for  the  year  of  £2,8 1 7. 
The  Treasury  had  resolved  to  m^VLQ  ^ 
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grant  of  the  surplus,  and  they  had  not 
nmited  themselves  to  that  precise  amount, 
but  had  given  the  nearest  round  sum 
above  it  by  introducing  into  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  current  year  a  sum  of 
£3,000  for  harbour  purposes,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  sum  ordinarily  granted  for 
that  object ;   so  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  see  that  in  putting  in   this  ad- 
ditional  sum  they  were  giving  rather 
more  than  the  aggregate  gain  on  that 
head.     He  hoped  that  would  be  satis- 
factory to  his  hon.  Friend.     A  question 
had  been  put  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  proposed  that  that  money  should 
be  expended.      The  intention  in  that 
matter  was,  that  it  should  be  expended 
under  the  direction  and  at  the  sight  of 
the  Fishery  Board,  a  proposal  which,  he 
believed,  would  also  meet  with  general 
acceptance.  Somethinghad  likewise  been 
said  with  regard  to  the  application  of 
any  profit  resulting  from  brand  fees  to 
telegrams;  and  while  he  quite  agpreed 
with  what  had  been  said  by  one  of  his 
hon.  Friends  as  to  the  impossibility  of 
dividing  -the  money  applicable  to  har- 
bours between  white  and  herring  fish- 
ing, where  both  kinds  of  fishing  were 
practised  from    the  same    harbour,   it 
would  seem  just  that  in  the  other  mat- 
ter— that  was  in   regard  to    the   tele- 
grams— where  there  was  room  for  dis- 
tinction, any  money  resulting  from  brand 
fees  should  be  applied  to  the  part  of  the 
coast  from  which  the  brand  fees  were 
gathered — that  was  to  say,  to  the  East 
and  North-East  Coasts,  because  it  was 
there  alone,  and  not  on  the  West  Coast, 
that  the  branding  system  prevailed.  He 
was  happy  to  say  that  even  that  appro- 
priation,  which   would  probably  com- 
mend itself   to    the    sense   of  fairness 
of  the    House,  would  comprehend  the 
Islands  of  Orkney  and  Shetland,  where 
there  was  great  need  for  additional  tele- 
graphic facilities  as  an  aid  and  assistance 
to  the  herring  fishing.     The  next  point 
which  had  been   referred  to   was   the 
re-organization  of  the  Fishery  Board. 
That  matter  also  was  under  the  careful 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment; but  it  was  not  a  matter  as  to 
which  a  resolution  could  be  arrived  at 
immediately,  because—- 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after  Nine 
u' clock  till  Monduy  next. 
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MINUTES.]— New  Member  Swobn— Charles 
Thomas  Dyke  Acland,  e8quire,/ortheCoonty 
of  Cornwall  (Eastern  Division^. 

Select  Committee  —  Ecclesiastical  and  Mor- 
tuary Fees,  nominaUd, 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — Civil  See* 
VICE  Estimates  —  Class  IV.  —  Educitiojc. 
Science,  and  Art. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet  Beadinf- 
Electricity  Supply  •  [122]  ;  MiUtia  Acts  Con- 
solidation  *  £1231 ;  Reserve  Forces  Acta  Con- 
soUdation  ♦  [124]  ;  ArtiUery  Ranges  •  [126]. 

Second  Reading — Army  (Annual)  [106]. 

Select  C?!t>inini««— Partnerships*  [114],  nmi- 
noted, 

QUESTIONS. 

PROTECrriON  OF  PERSON  AND  PBO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  ISSl—TREAT- 
MENT  OF  PERSONS  ARRESTED  UN- 
DER THE  ACT. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  LieutenaDt  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  Prisons  Board  have 
received  and  considered  complaints  made 
by  Messrs.  Finn  and  McGrath,  at  pre- 
sent in  Dundalk  Oaol,  with  reference  to 
punishments  inflicted  upon  them  for 
breaches  of  prison  regulations ;  whether 
these  punishments  were  in  the  one  otse 
the  stoppage  of  all  correspondence  for 
three  days,  and  in  the  other  a  sentence 
to  punishment  diet  for  three  days ;  and, 
whether  the  Prisons  Board  have  takea 
any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that 
Messrs.  Finn  and  M^Grath,  at  present 
in  Dundalk  Gaol,  were  punished  becanae 
during  Divine  Service,  at  the  prayer  for 
the  Queen,  they  rose  to  leave  the  diapel, 
and  refused  to  obey  the  order  to  keep 
their  places.  They  were  not  oompelled 
to  attend  Service.  The  Prisons  Board 
approved  the  infliction  of  the  punish- 
ment, and  he  saw  no  reason  to  dissent 
from  the  Board. 
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PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881-GUN  LICENCES. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lrelandt 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Charles 
Burke,  of  Ballioamoro,  county  Gal  way, 
has  been  refused  a  gun  lioenoe  by  lu* 
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Fnl,  B.M.,  ftlthough  the  local  magis- 
trals and  polioe  coQBtable  were  farour- 
ible  to  hia  applicstioa ;  irhetber  the 
groDDiiB  of  refusal  were  that  he  had 
Lot  &  letter  of  recommendation  from  his 
Imdlord  or  laud  agent ;  and,  whether  it 
it  a  fact  that  Mr.  Burke,  under  pre- 
was  Acta,  had  always  been  granted  a 
licence? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TER :  Sir,  with  re- 
^wd  to  this  matter,  the  officer  for  grant- 
ing licences  to  carry  arms  in  thie  dis- 
trut,  in  the  exercise  of  discretion  Tested 
in  him  by  law,  had  refused  the  applica- 
tkm  made  to  him  by  Mr.  Burke.  He 
nudeistood  that  Mr.  Burke  had  a  licence 
under  the  recent  Act ;  but  the  local  con- 
ittbulary  objected   to  his  having  the 


Us.  BIGOAB  asked  the  Postmaater 
'Weral,  If  he  is  aware  of  the  existence 
«f  s  local  rule  in  the  Telegraph  Depart- 
prat  of  Belfast  Post  Office,  that  clerks 
jnning  that  office  since  1878  are  only 
gnnttd  an  annual  leave  of  two  weeks 
ilthongh  performing  night  and  Sunday 
dntiw;  clerks  appointed  before  1878 
parfonning  same  duties  being  accorded 
fine  weeks'  annual  leave ;  is  this  rule 
nlbrced  in  any  other  large  office,  and  is 
it  vith  his  sanction  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
tike  steps  to  compensate  those  against 
vhmn  this  rule  has  operated  P 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
iuni.  Uember,  I  have  to  state  that  at 
Belfast  there  is  no  local  rule  in  restric- 
tion of  the  authorized  period  of  annual 
leave.  In  1879  it  was  discovered  that 
in  this  matter  of  leave  the  Telegraph 
Department  at  Belfast  vas  being  treated 
exceptionally — that  it  was  enjoying  pri- 
vileges which  were  not  conceded  else- 
where in  the  United  Kingdom  at  offices 
similarly  circumstanced ;  and  it  was  then 
decidod  that,  if  only  with  a  view  to  uni- 
formity, these  privileges  could  not  be 
extended  to  new  entrants.  From  those 
who  were  then  enjoying  them,  however, 
they  were  not  taken  away. 


Hb.  O'OONNOB  POWEB  asked  the 
Chiaf  Seoretan  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
at  Ireland,  If  hia  attention  has  been 
^edtoth*  circumatBQces  attending  the 


eviction  of  three  familiee,  lately  carried 
out  on  the  property  of  Mr.  C.  Crotty,  in 
the  parish  of  Oamaoun,  county  Mayo; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  relieving 
officer  of  the  Union  of  Castlebar,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  be  present,  was  not  in 
attendance  at  the  eviction ;  and,  if  so, 
who  is  responsible  for  his  non-attend- 
ance ;  whether  it  is  true  that  outdoor 
relief  has  been  refused  to  these  famihes  ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  they  have  been 
evicted  for  the  non-payment  of  an  ad- 
mittedly exorbitant  rent,  and  that  Mr. 
Crotty,  on  other  tenants  of  his  serving 
notices  to  have  fair  rents  fixed  by  the 
Land  Commission,  agreed  to  a  reduction 
of  more  than  one-l^ird  of  the  former 
rental ;  and,  whether  it  is  not  true  that 
the  district  in  which  this  property  is 
situate  is  free  from  outrage  and  disturb- 
anoe? 

Mr.  W.  B.  F0E8TEB,  in  reply,  said, 
ha  had  inquired  into  this  case.  The 
relieving  officer  was  not  present  at  the 
evictions  ;  relief  had  been  offered  either 
in  the  workhouse  or  by  outdoor  relief. 
In  another  case  the  relieving  officer 
was  informed  that  the  tenant  liad  eet- 
tled  with  his  landlord.  The  tenants 
had  been  evicted  for  non-payment  of 
rents  due  for  two  years  and  a-half  and 
three  years.  He  was  informed  that  the 
landlord  had  given  a  reduction.  This 
place  was  not  free  from  outrage  and 
disturbance.  Attempts  had  been  made 
upon  Mr.  Crotty's  life,  and  he  was  now 
under  police  protection. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)- DEATH 
OF  A  WOMAN  THROUGH  REFUSAL 
TO  VISIT  HER  SON  IN  PRISON. 
Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a 
notice  in  the  "Freeman's  Journal"  of 
28th  March,  of  the  death  of  a  woman  at 
Ballinglera,  Donegal,  whose  death  was 
attributed  to  anxiety  about  the  impri- 
sonment of  her  two  sons,  who  were  im- 
prisoned on  the  charge  of  obstructing 
the  sheriff  in  the  work  of  eviction  ;  and, 
whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  refused  to 
mitigate  the  punishment  by  a  few  days, 
to  allow  the  dying  woman  to  see  her 
eons  before  her  death  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  name  of  the  woman  was  Julia 
M'Oonogh,  and  she  had  sent  a  memorial 
asking  that  she  might  see  her  son,  who 
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waa  at  once  sent  to  the  Sub-Inspector  of 
police,  asking  whether  her  statement 
vae  correct,  and  a  reply  was  sent  back 
to  the  effect  that  the  woman  was  dead. 
M'Donogh  was,  with  23  others,  con- 
victed before  Baron  Fitzgerald  of  riot, 
and  sentenced  to  four  months'  impriaon- 
ment  with  hard  labour,  at  the  expiration 
of  which  sentence  he  was  togive  security 
for  his  good  behariour.  He  wished  to 
point  out  that  he  was  not  a  prisoner 
under  the  Protection  Act. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONBTABDLARY  — 
CHARGE  AGAINST  CONSTABLE 
MOLLOY. 

Ma.  BEDMOND  oeked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  inquiry  into  the 
charges  brought  against  Constable  Mol- 
loy,  of  Fahy  Police  Station,  has  yet  con- 
cluded ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

Mb.  AV.  E.  FOHSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
the  inquiry  had  concluded.  It  was  con- 
ducted by  officers  and  others  wholly  un- 
connected with  any  previous  inquiry, 
and  the  result  of  the  investigation  was 
the  acquittal  of  the  accused. 

STATE   OF   IRELAND  —  ALLEGED    AS- 
SAULT ON  MR.  BOYLAN. 

Mr.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretaryto  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  inquiry  instituted  by 
the  Com  mi  sai  oners  of  National  Educa- 
tion into  the  alleged  asaault  on  Mr. 
Boylan,  National  School  teacher,  by 
Captain  L'Estrange,  K,M.  has  yet  con- 
cluded ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  inquiry  in  this  case  nad  also 
concluded,  the  Commissioners  thought 
it  necessary  to  point  out  that  their 
rules  and  regulations  required  the  ma- 
nager of  a  school  to  receive  visitors 
courteously.  Those  who  had  not  done 
BO  were  admonished  severely.  The  Com- 
missioners, at  the  same  time,  were  of  opi- 
nion that  Captain  L'Estrange  had  acted 
hastily. 

Mr.  BEDMOND  asked  whether  they 
were  to  understand  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  would  reprove  Cap- 
tain L'Estrange  as  the  others  had  bean 
reproved  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  ho  did  not 
think  there  was  any  necessity  for  doing 
60 ;  but  he  thought  Captain  L'Estrange 
had  acted  hastily. 
Mr.  T.  E.  Fmtir 
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Mr.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  speech  of  Major  Traill,  B.&I.,  as 
reported  in  the  "  BaUenrobe  Chronicle," 
in  which  that  gentleman  is  reported  to 
have  said — 

"I  myaolf  have  supplied  him  with  revolver  inii 
ammunition,  and  I  have  tanght  him  how  to  in 
them,  as  I  am  prepared  to  do  [or  any  one  in  my 
district,  under  similar  circnmatances,  and  I  dd« 
tell  him  and  them  that  every  honest  action  of 
his  for  his  ova  safety  is  an  action  of  Mlf-de- 
ence,  for  which  27  and  28  Vic.  c.  17,  a.  7,  nyi, 
No  puoishment  or  forfeiturs  shall  be  ineniTed 
hy  any  person  who  shall  kill  anothoi  b;  mii- 
fortune  or  in  his  owa  defence,  or  in  any  otlin 
manner  without  felony  ; ' " 
and,  whether  be  proposes  to  draw  tht 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Irs- 
land  to  the  use  of  such  language  fram 
the  Bench  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  :  Sir,  I  beUere 
Major  Traill  did  take  the  course  men- 
tioned, and  I  entirely  approve  of  hif 
having  done  so.  I  believe  that  som*- 
thing  may  be  done  to  atop  the  outrans 
wbidi  are  now  eo  constant  and  soa*- 
plorable  if  men  are  encouraged  to  de- 
fend themselves  and  their  families.  I 
believe  so  from  what  has  happened 
in  other  countries,  and  also  from  the 
conviction  that  the  moo  who  attempt 
these  outrages  are  as  cowardly  as  thej 
are  bloodthirsty. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether,  in  thew 
circumstances,  the  right  hon.  Qontlemu 
would  consider  the  advisability  of  moie 
gcuerally  granting  licences  to  csn; 
arms  7 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  :  Sir,  beltw 
licences  are  granted  we  must  have  Bom* 
security  that  those  to  whom  we  grtnt 
licences  will  not  use  the  arms  for  the 
purpose  of  breaking  law  and  order.  Ko 
refusal  bas  been  given  to  any  man  who 
wanted  arms  when  it  was  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  ho  wanted  to  keep  them 
for  his  own  defence.  There  are  Mine 
persons  to  whom  it  would  be  unsafe  to 
give  arms,  because  they  have  not  the 
courage  to  keep  them  from  the  men  who 
go  about  at  nigbt  and  break  into  housM 
in  order  to  get  arms.  But  whenever 
men  have  shown  courage  they  have  sne- 
ceeded  in  keeping  their  arms.  I  think 
Major  Traill  was  perfectly  justified  it 
the  course  he  took,  and  X  hope  otlur 
magistrates  will  follow  his  ezam|ile,     . 
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PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
JOHN  REA,  D.  HAYES  O'CONNOR, 
EDMOND  SYNAN,  J.  R.  MURPHY, 
PATRICK  O'BRIEN,  AND  JOHN  R. 
O'GORMAN. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  John  Eea,  D. 
Hayes  O'Connor,  Edmond  Synan,  J.  E. 
Murphy,  Patrick  O'Brien,  and  John  E. 
(yOorman,  all  of  Charleville,  in  county 
Cork,  have  been  iomrisoned,  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  in  Naas  Gaol,  since  the 
2lBt  October  last,  and,  during  this  period 
of  over  five  months,  have  not  received 
any  intimation  as  to  the  reconsideration 
of  their  cases  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Charleville 
district  is,  and  has  been,  since  and  be- 
fore the  imprisonment  of  the  persons 
named,  entirely  free  from  outrage ;  and, 
whether,  in  accordance  with  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  by  him,  he  will  now  con- 
lider  the  proprietv  of  releasing  the  men 
wrested  in  the  Charleville  district  ?  The 
hm.  Member  said,  he  understood  that 
once  he  had  given  Notice  of  this  Ques- 
tion three  of  them  had  been  released  ; 
but  he  wished  to  know  whether   the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  adopt 
a  similar  course  with  reference  to  the 
others? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  looked  carefully  into  these  cases 
when  he  was  in  Ireland  last.  As  the 
hon.  Member  was  aware,  two  of  these 
^^  had  been  released,  and  John  Eea 
hjd  been  released  on  parole  for  a  week. 
»»ith  reference  to  tiie  other  three,  it  was 
^ttsual  to  release  prisoners  unless  a 
"ctition  in  favour  of  doing  so  was  pre- 
■yoW.  The  state  of  the  district  showed 
'Vns  of  improvement ;  but  they  had  still 
^  keep  an  extra  force  of  police  there, 
^^d  there  was  no  immediate  prospect  of 
«»eip  withdrawal. 

^OTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881--AR. 
REST  OF  EMPLOYES  OF  "UNITED 
IRELAND." 

1£r.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  all  the  clerks 
emplqved  in  the  commercial  department 
of  "  United  Ireland"  have  been  released 
with  the  exception  of  Mr.  Shelley ;  and, 


whether  there  is  any  exceptional  reason 
for  this  gentleman's  continued  deten- 
tion? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  a  fact  that  all  the  clerks  in  the 
commercial  department  of  United  Ireland 
had  been  released  with  the  exception  of 
Mr.  Shelley.  His  case  was  different 
from  those  of  the  others,  and  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  consider  ho  could  be 
released  with  safety  at  present.  He  was 
recently  transferred  from  Armagh  to 
Kilmainham  at  the  request  of  his  re- 
lations. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  PROHIBITED 
PUBLIC  MEETING  AT  LIMERICK. 
Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  a 
proposed  public  meeting  of  the  citizens 
of  Limerick,  to  protest  against  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Cloture  system  into  the 
House  of  Commons,  was  prevented  by 
the  local  magistrates;  whether  the  troops 
in  garrison  were  kept  under  arms,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  ready  to  dis- 

Eerse  the  meeting  if  any  attempt  should 
e  made  to  hold  it ;  whether  he  has  seen 
the  Eesolutions  which  were  to  have  been 

E reposed  at  the  meeting,  and  which  have 
een  published  in  most  of  the  London 
papers,  or  is  aware  that  they  were  Ee- 
solutions in  condemnation  of  the  Go- 
vernment's Cloture  proposal,  and  of  any 
Irish  Member  who  snould  support  or  re- 
frain from  opposing  it;  and,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  action  of 
the  magistrates  has  the  approval  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government? 

Mr.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether,  within  the  present 
week  and  up  to  the  present  date,  the 
Irish  Executive  have  caused  the  police 
to  tear  down  placards  calling  upon  the 
electors  to  instruct  their  representatives 
to  vote  in  opposition  to  the  Cloture  ; 
whether  the  police  have  seized  and  con- 
fiscated parcels  of  such  placards  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  Country,  and  have 
arrested  men  engaged  in  distributing  or 
posting  them ;  whether  the  police  and 
military  forces  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
have  been  called  into  requisition  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  electors  in  differ- 
ent constituencies  from  assembling  con- 
stitutionally in  public  meeting  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  to  their  represen- 
tatives in  Parliament  their  view  on  the 
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question  of  the  Cloture  ;  and,  upon  what 
principle  of  constitutional  Government 
the  Irish  Exeoutiye  justify  such  aboli- 
tion of  the  constitutional  rights  of  elec- 
tors and  constituencies  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  a  fact  that  the  Mayor  and  magis- 
trates of  Limerick,  acting  on  the  respon- 
sibility which  devolved  on  them  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace  and  order  in  the 
city,  did  prevent  the  meeting  referred 
to,  and  the  Government  fully  approved 
of  their  action,  which  was  attended  with 
good  results.  With  reference  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New 
Boss  (Mr.  Redmond)  he  denied  that  the 
Irish  Executive  gave  any  instructions  to 
the  police  as  to  these  placards.  In  all 
cases  the  local  police  acted  on  their 
own  responsibility.  The  placards,  which 
were  of  a  violent  and  inflammatory  cha- 
racter, were  calculated  to  lead  to  a  breach 
of  the  peace — [Mr.  Redmond  :  No  !] — 
were,  no  doubt,  intended  to  intimidate 
hon.  Members  of  that  House  from  the 
])orformance  of  their  duty.  In  several 
parts  of  the  country  those  placards  were 
taken  down  by  the  police,  and  in  some 
instances  bundles  of  them  were  seized, 
and  tlie  parties  in  whose  possession  they 
wore  found  taken  before  the  magistrates, 
who  discharged  them  with  a  caution. 
The  magistrates  did  not  appear  to  have 
acted  elsewhere  as  they  did  in  Limerick ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  if  there  was  the  same 
probability  of  a  breach  of  the  peace  oc- 
curring they  would  be  justified  in  acting 
as  the  Limerick  magistrates  did. 

AUMY— AUXILIARY  FORCES— MILITIA 

UNIFORMS. 

Colonel  RUGGLES-BRISE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in 
reference  to  the  order  to  Militia  offi- 
cers to  change  their  lace,  facings,  and 
accoutrements,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  statement  made  by  him  has 
been  interpreted  by  Militia  officers 
generally  (not  Rifle  Regiments)  to  mean 
that  they  have  the  right  for  many 
years  to  come  to  appear  at  a  levee,  or 
on  parade,  with  a  gold  lace  sash  and 
a  silver  lace  waistbelt,  or  with  a  helmet 
with  silver  plate,  and  gold  lace  on  the 
tunic,  or  at  mess  with  gold  lace  on  jacket, 
and  silver  lace  on  waistcoat ;  and,  if  the 
above  is  not  the  correct  interpretation  of 
the  statement,  whether  he  will  further 
consider  the  great  expense  that  is  en- 
tailed upon  Militia  officers  (not  Rifle 
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Regiments)  by  these  changes,  and  make 
a  proportionate  allowance  to  meet  those 
expenses  similar  to  that  which  is  pro- 
posed for  Rifle  Regiments  ? 

Sir  HERVEY  BRUCE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  will  re-consider  the  amount  proposed 
to  be  given  to  Militia  officers  obliged 
to  purchase  new  uniforms  owing  to  a 
change  in  their  Regiments,  as  £25  will 
be  wholly  inadequate  for  the  purpose  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :    Sir,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Coleraine 
will  allow  me  to  answer  his  Question  at 
the  same  time  as  that  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.     In  doing  so  I  mutt 
be  permitted  to  remind  the  House  that 
since   1857   there  have    been    no   less 
than  15  occasions  on  which  Militia  regi- 
ments have  been  ordered  to  alter  their 
uniforms   to  and  from  Rifle,  Artillery. 
Highland,  red,  and  Fusilier  dress,  ana 
that  in  no  case  was  any  allowance  made 
to  officers.     In  the  same  way  the  Yeo- 
manry were  ordered  in   1877  to  alter 
their  lace  from  gold  to  silver,  and  no 
allowance  was  made  to  them,  time  only 
being  given  to  make  the  change.    1 
must  express  my  regret  that  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  when  the  change  from  silTer 
to  ^old  has  been  urgently  pressed  upon 
us  oy  the  eeneral  wish  of  Militia  officers, 
and  when  for  the  first  time  we  are  making 
an  allowance  of  £25  to  each  officer  in 
every  case  of  compulsory  change  of  the 
more  expensive  character,  these  daimi 
for  money  should  be  set  up.     In  Jane 
last  the  clearest  instructions  were  given 
as  to  the  ohanfi^  from  silver  to  gold,  and 
officers  were  allowed  full  time  to  make 
it.     Of  course,  nobody  anticipated  that 
they  would  think  of  wearing  a  mongrel 
uniform  ;  and  I,  therefore,  can  only  repj 
to  the  hon.   and  g^ant  Member  Tor 
Essex  that  the  change  must  be  complete, 
and  may  be  deferred  as  long   as  the 
officer  wishes  before  it  becomes  neces- 
sary to  replace  the  uniform  he  posseeaes. 
To  the  hon.  Baronet  I  can  only  say  that, 
compared   with    the    15  ca^es  I    have 
spoken  of,  the  grant  of  £25  a-head  ia 
liberal,  and  I  have  no  intention  to  in- 
crease it. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— THE  LATE 
RIOT  AT  KILROSS  -SENTENCES  UPON 
THE  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  O^SULLIVAN  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the 
prisoners  convicted  of  riot  at  KUross,  at 
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the  last  Winter  Assizes  in  E[ilkennj,  and 

sentenced  to  four  months  imprisonment 

and  a  fine  of  £10,   or,   in  default  of 

snch  payment,  two  months  additional 

imprisonment,  will,  if  unable  to  pay  this 

fine,  have  to  commence  the  additional 

tenn  of  imprisonment,  as  if  it  were  an 

entirely  different  sentence,  for  a  different 

offence ;  whether,  in  fact,  they  will  have 

to  sleep  for  another  month  on  the  plank 

bed;  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Law 

advisers    of   the    Crown,   the  sentence 

passed  on  these  prisoners  ought  to  be 

tieated  as  one  sentence,  and  not  as  two 

consecutiTe   sentences ;     and,    whether 

several  of  these   prisoners    are    quite 

unable  to  pay  this  fine ;  and  if,  under 

thedrcamstances,  the  Oovernment  would 

eonsider  the  propriety  of  remitting  it  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Pobteb)  said,  in  the 
absence  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oolleagae,  that  these  prisoners  would 
not  have  to  commence  an  additional  term 
of  imprisonment,  and,  therefore,  would 
not  have  to  sleep  another  month  on  plank 
beds.  If  they  did  not  pay  the  fine,  there 
[  was  no  reason  for  interfering  with  the 
sentence  of  the  Judge. 

I 

ATTEMPT  UPON    THE   LIFE   OF   HER 
MAJESTY— THE  PRISONER  M'LEAN. 
Ua.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  person  who 
iBoently  fired  at  the  Queen  has  been 
perriBtently  described    in  the   "  Scots- 
oan"  and  the  "Glasgow  Mail  "  as  an 
Irishman,     and     is     called    "  Patrick 
H'Lean  ; "  and,  if  he  can  state  what  is 
the  correot  name  and  nationality  of  the 
ioeosed? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAHCOUET  :  Sir, 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
ohsenred  that  on  the  night  when  I  first 
stated  to  the  House  the  fact  of  the  out- 
rage attempted  on  the  Queen  I  was  very 
careful  to  state  the  name  and  place  of 
birth  of  the  prisoner,  for  the  express 
purpose  of  preventing  any  misapprehen- 
sion or  prejudice  on  this  subject.  I  can 
give  no  other  information  than  I  gave 
then  on  the  subject — namely,  that  the 
man's  name,  as  far  as  X  know,  is 
Roderick  M'Lean,  and  that  he  was  bom 
in  London.  As  far  as  I  know,  there  is 
no  reason  at  all  for  supposing  that  he  is 
of  Xriah  extraction .  1  have  a  letter  from 
the  editor  of  The  Scotsman  in  reference  to 
the  hon.  Member's  Question.     He  states 


that  the  first  day  after  the  news  arrived 
some  remarks  appeared  in  that  paper, 
indicating  that  the  prisoner  was  of  Irish 
parentage ;  but  they  were  careful  to  con- 
tradict this  the  next  day,  and  to  put  the 
matter  straight ;  and  that,  consequently, 
they  are  not  liable  to  the  charge  of 
having  persistently  represented  that  the 
prisoner  is  an  Irishman. 

Mr.  OALLAN  :  I  should  like  to  know 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man whether  a  similar  contradiction  has 
been  given  by  the  proprietor  or  respon- 
sible owner  of  27ie  North  British  Mail, 
which  published  the  following  in  double- 
leaded  type: — 

'*  Attempt  to  assassinate  the  Queen — The 
prisoner  an  Irishman — The  would-be  Assassin 
sane  and  sober  P" 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I 
really  cannot  state  anything  on  that 
subject,  for  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  PARCEL  POST. 

Mr.  0' SULLIVAN  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  he  intends 
adding  to  the  present  monthly  payments 
made  to  mail  cart  contractors  and  other 
carriers,  or  otherwise  compensating 
them,  for  the  additional  labour  which 
will  be  entailed  on  them  by  the  new 
parcel  post  arrangement,  as  well  as  in- 
terfering directly  with  them  in  their 
business  as  carriers  of  parcels? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
sum  which  is  paid  for  mail  cart  services 
is  arrived  at  either  by  agreement  or  by 
public  competition.  When  a  parcel 
post  is  introduced  the  terms  of  existing 
contracts  may,  in  many  instances,  have 
to  be  revised.  With  regard  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
may  repeat  what  was  stated  the  other 
day — that  as  the  Post  Office,  in  estab- 
lishing a  parcel  post,  would  not  ask  for 
any  monopoly, 'or  for  any  new  exclusive 
powers,  it  has  been  concluded  that  no 
claim  for  compensation  can  arise. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENTJ— TELEGRAPH  EXTENSION. 

Mr.  round  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  is  able  to  make  any  an- 
nouncement with  reference  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  amount  of  guarantee  now  re- 
quired by  the  Treasury  in  oases  of  tele- 
graph extensions  in  rural  districts  ? 
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Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  tlie 
hon.  Member,  I  hare  to  state  with  re- 
gard to  future  telegraph  extensions 
under  guarantee  that,  by  an  arrange- 
ment lately  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury, 
the  amount  of  the  guarantee  need  not 
be  lodged  in  advance  with  the  Post 
Office;  but  guarantors  will  merely  be 
called  upon  at  the  end  of  each  year  to 
make  up  the  deficiency  of  revenue  if 
any.  This,  I  think,  will  be  found  to  be 
a  substantial  concession.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Treasury  have  somewhat 
altered  the  principle  upon  which  the 
amount  of  the  guarantee  is  to  be  cal- 
culated ;  and  the  efifect  of  this  will,  in 
some  cases,  be  that  the  amount  will  be 
slightly  larger  than  it  would  have  been 
under  the  old  system. 

EDUCATION    DEPARTMENT    (SCIENCE 
AND  ART)—"  HALL  OF  SCIENCE." 

Sir  henry  TYLER  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
in  the  public  press  on  the  subject  of  the 
employment  of  Mrs.  Besant  in  the  Hall 
of  Science  Classes,  and  their  connection 
with  the  Science  and  Art  Department  of 
the  Government ;  whether  any  letter 
has  been  addressed  to  him  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  those  classes  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  it  upon  the  Table  ;  and, 
whether  the  daughters  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
are  employed  in  those  classes,  or  in  any 
way  in  connection  with  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  of  Government  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  have  seen 
the  statement  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  and  I  will  read  the  letter 
addressed  to  me  by  the  Committee — 

**  Science  Classoa,  Ilall  of  Scien«3,  Minor 
Hall,  142,  Old  Street,  London,  E.C. 

**  Sir,— Referring  to  so  much  of  the  answer 
given  by  you  to  Sir  Henry  Tyler  on  Tuesday, 
ilarch  21,  as  relates  to  Mrs.  Besant,  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  above  classes  desire  me  to  state 
that  there  has  been  no  withdrawal  by  them  of 
Mrs.  Besant's  name  as  teacher;  and  as  some 
misconception  may  arise  from  your  answer  as 
reported,  the  Committee  would  feel  obliged  if 
you  would  take  such  early  occasion  as  may  be 
convonient  to  yourself  to  make  the  necessary 
correction. 

"  I  am.  Sir,  your  most  obedient  servant,  . 

**  Robert  Fokdeb,  Secretary.'' 

I  certainly  understood  from  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  that  Mrs.  Besant 
had  withdrawn  her  name  as  teacher  for 
this  session,  with  the  intention  of  subse- 
quently renewing  her  application.     The 


Misses  Bradlaugh  are  teaching  chemistry 
and  botany,  I  believe,  to  the  adult  classes 
of  the  Hall  of  Science.  I  understand 
they  are  well  qualified,  and  hold  certifi- 
cates from  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment to  that  effect.  I  may  say  we  do 
not  inquire  into  the  theological  opinioES 
of  teachers  of  art  and  scienoe. 

EDUCATIONAL   ENDOWMENTS   (SCOT- 
LAND)—LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  When  the 
Government  intends  to  introduce  the 
Educational  Endowments  Bill  for  Scot- 
land? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  hoped  soon  after  Easter  to  in- 
troduce an  Educational  Endowments 
Bill  for  Scotland,  and  to  give  ample 
time  for  its  consideration  before  the 
second  reading. 

LAW  AND    POLICE-THE    SALVATION 

ARMY. 

Mr.  CAINE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  action 
of  the  magistrates  of  the  Crediton  Petty 
Sessions,  29th  March,  who  committed  to 
prison    for    seven    days    Susan   Emily 
Saville,    Charlotte    Hartnall,    WiUiam 
James  Dunn,  and  James  Norman,  mem- 
bers of  the  Salvation  Army,  for  holding 
a  religious  service  in  the  open  air  on 
Sunday  morning,  26th  February ;  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  aotion 
of   the    magistrates    at  Weston-super- 
Mare,     29th     March,    who    sentenced 
William  Beatty,  Thomas  Bowden,  and 
William  Henry  MuUins  to  three  months 
imprisonment,  in  default  of  sureties  to 
keep  the  peace  for  twelve  months,  their 
only  offence    being    that    of   walking 
through  the  streets  peaceably,  and  with- 
out annoyance  to  the  law-abiding  popa- 
lation;    and,    if   he    will    order   their 
immediate  and  unconditional  release  f 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  he  had  received  no  com- 
muuication  on  this  subject,  and  was 
unable,  therefore,  to  give  the  hoA. 
Member  the  information  he  desired. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT- 
PHONETIC    SYSTEM    IN    BOARD 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Vice  Prea- 
dent  of  the  Council,  Whether  he  hat 
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my  oljeotion  to  tUe  appointment  of  a 
Sdeot  Comiuittee  to  inquire  into  tlie 
comparatire  number  of  years  occupied 
in  teaching  cbildrea  to  read  in  English 
Boud  and  otlier  schools,  as  compared 
with  Continental  schools,  and  the  ad- 
Tutages  which  would  arieo  from  cm- 
I^Dg  a  graduated  phonetic  system  in 
teaching  reading ;  and,  if  he  will  state 
tha  nnmber  of  School  Boards  which 
btTS  petitioned  in  favour  of  a  phonetic 
tooise  for  teaching  children  to  read  ? 

Ml.  MUNDELLA :  Sir,  three  or  four 
JWM  ago  several  School  Boards  peti- 
tioned in  favour  of  a  phonetic  course  of 
tMching  children  to  read,  and  tho  Lon- 
don School  Board  was  allowed  to  try  the 
operiment  in  two  of  its  schools.  It 
vunot  found  to  be  successful,  and  was 
nueqnently  discontinued.  I  am  told  it 
Tu  tned  under  very  favourable  condi- 
ti(ni  by  a  competent  and  enthusiastic 
tucher.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
tonld  not  ask  the  House  to  appoint  a 
CoDuoittee  to  investigate  the  subject. 

POST  OFFICE— BANlt  HOUDATS. 

ICk.  BCHBEIBEB  asked  the  Post- 

nuter  General,  Whether  the  approach- 

aBank  Holiday  on  Easter  Monday 
be  observed  as  a  Sunday  in  the 

Po«t  Offices  of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 
Uk.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 

IiDn.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that,  fol- 
lowing the  rule  which  has  been  hitherto 
idopted  with  regard  to  Bank  holidays, 
Salter  Monday  will  not  be  observed  as  a 
Sunday  in  the  post  offices  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  With  the  view,  however,  of 
BMting  the  case  as  far  as  public  con- 
ranienco  admits,  orders  have  already 
l>e«n  iemed  that  the  staff  shall  be  given 
u  much  relief  as  may  be  found  prac- 
ioaUe. 

POST  OFFICE   (TELEGRAPH   DEPART- 
MEND  —  DIVULGATION  OF  TELE- 
GRAMS. 
Hk.  MONTAGU  SCOTT  asked  the 
Poatmaeter  General,  Whether,  having 
Kganl  to  the  correspondence  which  has 
ippoued  in  the  public  press  as  to  the 
Mntenta  of  a  telegram  addressed  to  Mr, 
r.  Wright,    the   aeronaut,    by  Colonel 
Pred  Bnraaby,  having  been  divulged  by 
in  official  of  the  Submarine  Telegraph 
Company  to  the  President  of  the  Bal- 
loon Society,  if  such  a  courae  of  pro- 
Deeding  ia  one  which  meets  the  approval 
TOL.  OOLKVIII.    [thibd  bsbibb.] 


of  the  Postmaster  General ;  and,  if  not, 

whether  any  steps  will  be  taken  by 
the  Postmaster  General's  department, 
with  a  view  of  preventing  the  contents 
of  private  messages  being  divulged  to 
others  not  being  the  persons  to  whom 
they  were  originally  addre.ssed;  and, 
whether  the  Submarine  Telegraph 
Company,  which  receives  and  delivers 
telegrams  in  London,  and  has  specific 
powers  conferred  upon  it  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  is  worked  in  connection 
with  the  Postal  Telegraph  system,  can 
be  compelled  to  respect  messages  sent 
over  its  wires  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT :  Sir,  as  far  as  my 
individual  opinion  is  concerned,  I  cer- 
tainly think  that  the  contents  of  the 
telegram  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  oug-ht  not  to  have  boen  divulged  ; 
but  the  Post  Office  has  no  power  in 
tho  matter,  because  the  Telegraph  Acta 
of  1663  and  1868,  which  secure  the  se- 
crecy of  inland  telegrams,  do  not  inforce 
secrecy  on  foreign  telegrams  transmitted 
by  the  Submarine  and  other  foreign 
telegraph  companies. 

INDIA— TEA   LABOURERS'  ACT. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther he  has  )-et  decided  what  cotfrse  to 
pursue  in  regard  to  the  Act  of  the  Indian 
Legislature  extending  the  term  for  tea 
labourers  under  tho  special  and  penal 
Law  from  three  to  five  years? 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
Sir,  as  I  have  already  stated  in  reply 
to  a  Question  from  my  hon.  Friend,  this 
Act  and  the  documents  relating  to  it 
have  received  very  careful  consideration 
in  tho  Council  of  India.  The  Bill  at- 
tracted my  attention  while  it  was  under 
discussion  in  the  Legislative  Council, 
and  I  informed  the  Government  of  India 
In  the  autumn  of  last  year,  that,  con* 
sidering  the  nnhealthinees  of  some  parts 
of  Assam,  and  the  high  rate  of  mortahly 
which  prevailed  among  the  Coolies  in 
that  Province,  it  appeared  to  me  that 
great  caution  was  necessary  in  legis- 
Uti^  on  the  subject,  and  that,  unless 
the  Governor  General  entertained  a  very 
strong  opinion  in  favour  of  extending 
the  maximum  period  for  which  a  con- 
tract of  labour  enforced  by  penalties 
might  be  entered  into,  I  was  inclined 
to  think  that  it  would  not  be  expedient 
to  enlarge  the  period  from  three  to 
five  years.  The  Act  has,  however,  been 
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passed  in  its  original  form.  Although 
I  am  assured  by  the  Oovomment  of 
India  that  the  death  rate  in  Assam  has 
fallen,  and  that  the  healthiness  of  the 
Froyince  has  improved,  and  is  likely  to 
improve,  I  cannot  say  that  my  doubts 
as  to  this  clause  have  been  altogether 
removed.  As  the  measure,  however, 
contains  many  provisions  likely  to  be 
beneficial  to  the  Native  labourer,  as  well 
as  to  the  planter,  and  as  it  is  already  in 
operation,  I  am,  on  the  whole,  unwilling 
to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  disallow  it, 
and  my  hon.  Friend  is  aware  that  I  have 
no  power  to  alter  the  Act  or  to  disallow 
a  particular  clause.  I  have,  however, 
thought  it  necessary  to  direct  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  to  furnish  me,  at  the 
close  of  every  year  from  the  time  of  its 
coming  into  operation,  with  a  Return  of 
the  number  of  persons  suffering  criminal 
punishment  for  breach  of  contract  under 
this  law  ;  and  that,  at  the  end  of  three 
years,  the  Secretary  of  State  may  receive 
a  special  Heport  on  the  working  of  the 
Act,  with  a  view  to  considering  the  pos- 
sibility of  abandoning  all  exceptional 
legislation  respooting  contracts  of  labour 
in  the  Indian  tea  districts. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART— H.  B.'S  CARICA- 

TURES. 

Mr.  GEORGE  HOWARD  asked  the 
Right  honourable  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  Whether  a 
complete  collection  of  the  original  draw- 
ings for  H.  B.*8  Caricatures  has  been 
offered  to  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  for  a  sum  probably  much  less 
than  the  amount  whicn  would  be  realised 
by  the  sale  of  the  collection  if  it  were 
broken  up ;  and,  whether,  considering 
the  great  historical  interest  of  this  series, 
the  Trustees  will  bo  in  a  position  to 
accept  this  offer  ? 

m!r.  WALPOLE,  in  reply,  said,  an 
offer  had  been  made  to  the  Trustees  of 
the  British  Museum  of  the  original 
drawings  for  H.  B.*s  Caricatures  for  a 
sum  probably  not  much  less  than  the 
amount  which  would  be  realized  by  the 
sale  of  the  collection  if  it  were  broken 
up;  and  the  Trustees  had  determined 
to  sanction  the  purchase,  and  had  ap- 
plied to  the  Treasury  for  a  special  grant 
to  effect  it.  He  was  informed  that  the 
Treasury  had  replied  that  they  were 
willing  to  sanction  the  purchase,  pro- 
vided that  the  amount  was  met  by  other 
savings,  so  that  the  Estimates  for  1882-3 


jHie  Marquess  of  JUartin* 


were  not  increased.  Of  course,  the  hon. 
Member  would  see  that  it  would  be  pre- 
mature for  him  to  state  whether  such  a 
saving  could  be  affected  or  not.  The 
sum  asked  for  was  £2,000. 

SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT- 
COFFEE  AND  CHICORV. 

Sir  EDMUND  LEOHMERE  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  the  Treasury  Minute  of  the 
20th  of  January  1882,  by  which  the 
importation,  under  a  Duty  of  twopence 
a  pound,  of 

**  Coffee  or  chicory,  roasted  and  giwmd, 
mixed,  without  reference  to  tho  proportion  d 
the  mixture,  and  the  permission  to  extend  to 
any  other  vogetahle  matter  applicahle  to  the 
uses  of  chicory  or  coffee,** 

was  made,  upon  the  recommendatioa 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  stated  in  the 
reply  to  a  Memorial  lately  presented 
to  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Trea* 
asury  on  the  subject ;  and,  if  so,  if  he 
will  explain  the  reasons  for  such  a  re- 
commendation, which  appears  to  be  in 
contradiction  to  the  Adulteration  of  Food 
Acts? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  Sir,  as  the 
subject  of  this  Question  has  excited  a 
good  deal  of  interest,  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Baronet  for  giving  me  an 
opportunity  of  making  an  explanatfam. 
I  snould  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
change  in  the  Treasury  reffulationa  does 
not  make  any  alteration  whatever  in  the 
law  with  regard  to  adulteration;  nor 
does  it,  in  my  opinion,  tend  to  increaae 
the  practice  of  adulteration.  The  matter 
was  brought  to  my  knowledge  in  the 
first  instance  by  a  number  of  tradeanea 
of  Leeds  and  elsewhere,  who  complained 
of  what  they  considered  to  be  the  anomaly 
in  the  Custom  regulations.  They  in- 
formed me  that  while  coffee  which  was 
pure  could  be  imported  and  that  chiooiy 
and  other  vegetable  substances  applicable 
to  tho  use  of  coffee  could  also  be  im- 
ported, and  having  been  imported  oonld 
bo  legally  mixed  in  this  country  and 
legally  sold,  the  same  articles  could  not 
be  imported  if  they  were  mixed  abroad. 
When  I  came  to  inquire  into  the  matter 
I  found  that  the  anomaly  had  arisen 
from  the  fact  that  at  one  time  the  dntj 
on  chicory  differed  from  the  duty  on 
coffee,  and  that  it  was  necessary  that  it 
should  be  imported  separately,  and  not 
be  allowed  to  come  in  mixed.  Hie 
regulation  was  purely  one  relatiiig  to 
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nraiiie,  and  was  not  paaaed  to  prevent 
idnhmtion.  The  cnanf^e  which  has 
been  made  amounts  to  this  only,  that 
riereas  previously  coffee  and  cliioory 
coold  only  be  imported  separately  and 
mixed  afterwards,  they  can  now  be  im- 
pcFTted  ready  mixed.  I  should  say  that 
Ui«  interests  of  the  couBumer  ore  pro- 
iKted,  not  by  any  regulations  of  the 
Cnrtoms,  but  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Adnlteration  Act.  The  Sale  of  Food  and 
Dn^  Act  provides  that  no  article  of 
food,  or  drug,  shall  be  mixed  with  any 
ingredient  injurious  to  health  and  sold 
mer  a  penalty  of  £50,  and  that  no 
oticJe  shall  be  sold  (o  the  prejudice  of 
the  purchaser  mixed  with  any  ingredient 
ude«  at  the  time  of  the  sale  the  article 
n  (old  is  described  as  mixed  under  a 
pmalty  of  £20.  Under  these  circum- 
riuuss,  the  interests  of  the  consumer 
win,  I  think,  be  protected. 


HEVEStTE  ACT,  IBSO-BEER  LICENCES 
{IRELAND). 
Vx.  BIGOAB  asked  ISr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  is  aware  that 
Hnons  in  Ireland  who  sell  beer  merely 
oy  retail  have,  in  addition  to  the  ordi- 
ntry  retail  licence  (£1  5s.),  to  take  out 
•  wnoIeBale  dealer's  licence,  at  a  cost  of 
£3  6t.  lid.,  while  thia  latter  Duty  is  not 
imposed  on  retailers  of  beer  in  England  ; 
ud,  whether  be  intends,  in  his  nest 
Bevenae  Bill,  to  remove  this  manifest 
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two,  and  seven,  of  "  The  Revenue  Act, 
1880?" 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
Q,UER  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  reply,  said, 

that  these  licences,  as  the  House  knew, 
were  a  class  peculiar  to  Ireland,  and 
the  reduction  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber pointed  was  a  reduction  to  which  the 
Treasury  would  have  no  objection  on 
tccDunt  of  revenue.  The  spirit  grocers 
rere  not  placed  under  the  jurisdiction 
if  the  magistrates  in  the  same  way  as 
the  publicans,  and  on  that  account,  as 
a  matter  of  magisterial  authori^,  it 
irould  not  be  a  matter  with  which  lie 
could  deal. 

[NLAND  REVENUE-INCOMETAXAND 
BREWERY  LICENCES. 
Sir  BALDWYN  LEIQHTON  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  financial  arrangemente  of 
the  coming  year,  he  will  take  into  his 
consideration  the  possibility  of  affording 
some  relief  in  payment  of  income  tax  to 
tithe-owning  incumbents  who  (being  as- 
sessed under  Schedule  A  without  deduc- 
tion for  poor  rates  or  collection)  are 
paying  generally  on  one-fifth  or  one- 
fourth  more  than  their  income,  either 
by  allowing  such  deductions  as  would 
be  allowed  in  other  Schedules,  or  by  re- 
moving them  from  Schedule  A  to  Sche- 
dule E,  a  precedent  for  which  might  be 
found  in  the  transfer  of  railways  from 
Schedule  A  to  Schedule  D ;  and,   after 


n  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QtJEK  (Mr.  Gladstone)  ;  Sir,  1  think  the 
lum.  Member  will  recollect  tbat  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Waterford  (Mr. 
B.  Power)  asked  me  this  Question  so 
lately  as  the  28th  of  March. 

REVENUE  ACT,  1880-GROCER.S' 
UCENCE8,  IRELAND. 
Hb.  BIGOAR  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  grocers  in  Ireland. 
whoM  premises  are  rated  under  £20. 
have  to  pay  for  licences  to  sell  spirits. 
beer,  and  wine,  not  to  be  consumed 
on  the  premises,  in  total  the  sum  of 
£16  4*.  7d.  while  a  publican's  licenci.' 
for  promises  of  the  same  rateable  valuF' 
cm  bO  obtained  for  the  sum  of  £8,  ht.> 
wUl  provide  is  the  forthcoming  Budget 
BQl  a  scale  of  Duties  for  the  first 
montioned  lioenoea,  same  as  set  forth 
ia  section  fotty-tbree,  sub-seotiona  one. 


expediency  of  making  some  modifica- 
tions in  brewing  licences,  bo  as  to  ex- 
tend the  facilities  granted  to  houses  of 
£  10  value  to  houses  of  £20  value,  being 
bon^  fide  farmhouses,  seeing  that  the 
conditions  of  such  employers  is  different 
to  the  same  in  towns,  that  the  present 
arrangement  has  been  found  incon- 
venient, and  has  added  25  per  cent  ta 
the  cost  of  a  necessary  article  of  con- 
sumption and  wages? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Glaustose)  :  Sir,  with  re- 
spect to  so  much  of  the  Question  as 
refers  to  tithe-owning,  I  think  the  case 
is  one  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  as 
a  tithe-owner's  question,  and  not  as  a 
matter  of  detail  under  a  Revenue  Bill. 
The  tithe-owner  at  present  is  authorized 
to  obtain  a  refund  of  income  tax  for 
sums  paid  with  respect  to  parochial 
rates  and  rent-charge.      As  regards  col- 
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lection,  that  is  a  general  question,  and 
it  cannot  be  allowed  in  that  case  any 
more  than  in  the  case  of  other  income 
derived  from  real  property.  With  re- 
enect  to  Schedule  E,  I  do  not  think  that 
that  could  bo  entertained,  because  the 
property  subject  to  tithe-rent  charge  has 
always  been  treated  as  realty.  With 
regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question, 
our  experience  under  the  Beer  Act  is 
not  such  as  would  lead  us  to  entertain 
any  proposal  for  altering  the  rating  with 
regard  to  private  brewers. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSKEI  WAR 

EXPENSES. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
the  moneys  advanced  to  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment, from  the  British  MQitary 
Chest,  for  the  expenses  of  Colonial 
Troops  in  the  Trans-kei  War,  have  yet 
been  recovered  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  said,  the  Cape 
Government  had  invited  the  Colonial 
Department  to  provide  the  sum  of 
£150,000  in  respect  of  the  claims  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  account 
of  the  sums  advanced  for  the  expenses 
of  the  Colony  in  the  Transkei  War ;  and 
that  Correspondence  relating  to  the  sub- 
ject was  now  being  printed,  and  would 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  shortly. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  Has 
Her  Majesty's  Government  agpreed  to 
accept  the  sum  of  £150,000  ? 

The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  What  the  Go- 
vernment would  accept  must  sometimes 
depend  on  the  merits  of  the  case,  and 
sometimes  on  what  could  be  obtained. 
The  hon.  Member  will,  however,  learn 
all  the  facts  when  he  sees  the  Correspon- 
dence. 

CRIMINAL    LAW  — THE    CONDEMNED 
PRISONER  LAMSON. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  the  statement, 
apparently  semi-official,  which  appeared 
in  the  papers  this  morning  as  to  a 
respite  of  the  convict  Lamson  is  true ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  be  good  enough 
to  state  the  reasons  which  induced  him 
to  grant  the  respite  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir,  I 
am  mucli  obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
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ileman  for  giving  me  an  opportunity  of 
making  a  statement  on  the  sabject.    I 
received  through  the  Foreign  Office  a 
letter  from  the  Minister  of  the  United 
States,  dated  the  3 1st  of  March,  stating 
that  it  was  the  personal  request  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  that  the 
execution  of   Lamson  should   be  sus- 
pended until  certain  evidence  which  had 
been  collected  and  transmitted  to  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
should  be  forwarded  for  my  considera- 
tion.    In  my  opinion,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  such  a  case 
carefully  to  consider  anything  that  may 
be  adduced  by  any  trustworthy  authoritjr 
from  whatever  quarter  it  may  come,  not 
with  a  view  to  revising  the  sentence  or 
verdict,  the  responsibility  for  which  rests 
solely  with  the  Judge  and  jury,  bat  ia 
order  to  determine  whether  there  are  any 
grounds  for  recommending  the  ezerciBe 
of  the   Prerogative  of   mercy  by  the 
Crown.     When  there  has  been  any  re- 
liable evidence  to  that  effect  it  has  been 
the  practice  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
order  a  respite  until  that  evidence  was 
duly  examined.    In  the  case  of  ManseO, 
in  1857,  four  successive  respites,  extend- 
ing over  a  period  of  six  montiis,  were 
granted  by  Sir  George  Grey,  at  the  end 
of  which  time  the  prisoner  was  executed. 
In  the  case  of  Michael  Barrett,  two  soe- 
cessive  respites  were  granted  by  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  before  the  execution, 
in  order  that  further  inquiry  might  be 
made  as  to  the  facts.    Acting,  therefore, 
upon  the  principle  of  the  precedents  estab- 
lished in  this  grave  matter — precedents 
which  apply  to  evidence  whether  pro- 
ceeding from  abroad  or  obtained  in  this 
country — I  have  acceded  to  the  request 
and  directed  a  respite  for  a  fortmght, 
until  the  18th  of  April.     This  case  hat 
been  and  will  be  dealt  with  exactly  as  if 
a  similar  representation  had  been  made 
upon  reliable  authority  in  England.    In 
my  opinion,  it  is  a  sound  principle,  which 
ought  not  to  be  departed  from,  that 
before  the  capital  sentence  is  carried  into 
execution  all  the  evidence  advanced  sub- 
sequent to  the  trial  should  be  duly  con- 
sidered. But  the  prisoner  has  been  folly 
warned  that  the  respite  in  these  drcnin* 
stances  carries  with  it  no  implied  pre- 
sumption of  a  reprieve  or  commutatioa 
of  the  sentence.    I  will  also,  with  the 
leave  of  the  House,   answer  now  the 
Question  which  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Eardly  Wilmot)  gave  Notice  that  he 
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would  put  to-morrow.  I  have  not  re- 
ceived the  document  to  which  he  refers ; 
but  in  any  case  to  lay  on  the  Table 
Papers  with  respect  to  the  exercise  of 
mercy  by  the  Crown  would  make  it  ab- 
solutely impossible  that  that  Prerogatiye 
ihould  be  exercised. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE— THE  "  COUNT  OUT  " 
ON  FRIDAY. 

8iE  JOHN  HAY :  I  desire  to  ask  the 

nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 

I  Question,  of  which  I  have  given  him 

priYate  Notice,  with  reference  to  the 

"countouf'onFridaj  night.  The  House 

Duit  be  aware  that  on  Friday  night  at 

ludf-past  9iD'clock,  after  three  attempts, 

tiie  House  was  counted  out  by  an  hon. 

Qtttleman,  an  Irish  Member.     The  sub- 
ject under  discussion  was  a  subject  very 

uitererting  to  Scotch  Members,  of  whom 

neaiiy  half  of  the  total  were  present, 

uid  attending  to  the  discussion.     The 

Question  was  being   answered  by  the 

f^id  Advocate  for  Scotland  at  the  time 

u  a  very  interesting  statement,  and  I 

tti  sure  if  it  had  been  the  Home  Secre- 

iuy  answering  a  Question  raised  by  an 

foglish  Member,  or  the  Chief  Secretary 

to^  the  Lord  Lieutenant  answering  an 

Inah  Question,  the  House  would  not 

We  been  counted  out  under  such  cir- 

nunstances.     Therefore,  I  have  to  ask 

the  Prime  Minister,  If  his  attention  has 

keen  called  to  the  * '  count  out "  on  Friday 

night,  while    the  Lord  Advocate  was 

mining  a  statement  on  important  Scotch 

Business;  and  whether  he  will  endeavour 

to  arrange  in  the  future  that,  as  Scotch 

ICembers    are    not    very  numerous,   a 

locLse  will  be  kept  with  Government 

lasiatance  when  Scotch  Business  is  under 

liseosaion? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  perhaps  I 
mght  to  say,  at  the  outset,  that  I  was 
lot  in  the  House  on  Friday  night,  not 
irom  pleasure  or  ceremony,  but  fromr  a 
miona  cause.  The  state  of  the  case  is 
Ilia — that  my  noble  Friend  near  me 
Lord  Richard  Grosvenor)  really  exerted 
limself  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and 
lid  contrive  to  keep  33  Members  out  of 
ihose  over  whom  alone  he  can  be  sup- 
poaed  to  exercise  any  influence.  I  ought 
ilso  to  say  that  it  was  not  very  wonder- 
hl  that  a  thing  of  this  kind  should  hap- 
pen, because  it  should  bo  observed  that 
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the  House  had  been  sitting  for  six  hours 
before  this  "  count  out."  I  regret  it 
extremely,  and  I  can  only  say  that  we 
shall  continue  to  do  our  best  to  carry 
out  what  is  an  understanding — namely, 
that  on  Friday  night  the  Government 
shall  do  its  best  to  keep  a  House. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— CORRUPT  PRACTICES  (DIS- 
FRANCHISEMENT)  BILL. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices (Disfranchisement)  Bill,  which  had 
only  been  delivered  this  morning,  and 
which  was  on  the  Orders  for  the  Day, 
would  be  proceeded  with  to-night  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henhy  Ja2o:s)  said,  there  was  no  in- 
tention of  doing  so. 

Mr.  LEWIS  gave  Notice  that,  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
move  as  an  Amendment — 

**  That,  having  regard  to  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  existence  of  corrupt  practices  at  tho 
recent  elections  for  tho  cities  of  Chester  and 
Oxford,  as  to  tho  proceedings  of  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  at  such 
elections,  this  House  declines  to  impose  any 
penalties  upon  tho  constituencies  or  electors 
named  in  the  Bill  at  the  instance  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government." 

CRIME  (IRELAND)— MURDER   OF   MRS. 
n.  M.  SMYTHE. 

Sir  EARDLEY  AVILMOT  :  In  the 
absence  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, I  wish  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  Whether  there  is  any  truth 
in  the  statement  in  to-day's  Morning 
Post  that  Mr.  P.  B.  Smythe,  who  is 
known  to  and  greatly  esteemed  by 
many  in  this  House,  was  shot  at  yes- 
terday in  County  Westmeath  while  re- 
turning from  church,  and  that,  although 
the  shot  did  not  take  effect  on  himself, 
a  lady  in  the  carriage  was  seriously 
wounded  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  Sir,  I  regret 
very  much  to  state  that  the  report  is  to 
a  great  extent  true — that  the  facts  are 
even  worse  than  stated  in  the  papers. 
A  shot  was  fired  at  Mr.  Smythe' s  car- 
riage ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  add  that 
the  lady  who  was  stated  to  have  been 
wounded  was  unfortunately  shot  dead 
upon  the  spot. 
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the  matter  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply. 


INDIA— BENGAL    STAFF    COUPS-CAP- 
TAIN J.  B.  CHATTERTON. 

Mb.  GRAi^THAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  India,  AVhether,  as  he 
cannot  grant  any  compensation  to  Cap- 
tain Chatterton  for  the  suffering  caused 
by  the  delay  in  the  treatment  of  his 
ankle  joint  owing  to  his  being  impro- 
perly ejected  from  hospital  in  India,  he 
will  advance  to  Captain  Chatterton  a 
further  sum  of  £250,  on  security  of  his 
pay,  to  enable  him  to  have  proper 
surgical  treatment,  the  former  advance 
of  a  like  sum  having  been  duly  repaid 
to  the  Government  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Without  admitting  the  accuracy  of  the 
preamble  of  the  hon.  Member's  inquiry, 
I  may  state  that  Captain  Chatterton's 
request  for  a  further  advance  nearly 
equivalent  to  two  years'  pay  has  been 
not  long  since  under  the  consideration 
of  my  Council,  and  it  was  decided  not  to 
comply  with  his  application.  I  do  not 
propose  to  reverse  that  decision. 

GIBRALTAR  (RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS) 
—DR.  CANILLA— THE  PAPERS. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  he  was 
aware  that  Papers  with  regard  to  Gib- 
raltar were  promised  three  weeks  ago 
by  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  ;  that  they  had  not  yet  been 
produced ;  that  Questions  regarding  them 
had  been  constantly  asked,  and  that 
hon.  Members  asking  them  had  always 
met  with  evasive  answers?  [**  Order !  "] 
Such  conduct  was  disrespectful  to  the 
House,  and  almost  amounted  to  a  breach 
of  faith.     He  wished  to  ask 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  entering  into  controversial  matter, 
and  he  must  know  that  ought  never  to 
be  done  in  asking  a  Question. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
only  wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  he  will  exert  himself  to  obtain 
these  Papers  as  quickly  as  possible  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation  on  the  subject,  nor  upon  any 
other  Departmental  matter.  I  regret 
that  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  is  not  now  in  the  House,  as, 
no  doubt,  he  would  have  been  able  to 
answer  the  Question. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  call  attention  to 


PARLIAMENT  (ORDER)  —  THE  PRE- 
CINTS  OF  THE  HOUSE— THE  HOlffi 
SECRETARY  AND  MR.  ANDERSON. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :    Sir,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  to-morrow  I  will  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  statement  which  appeared 
in  Ths  Daily  Express,  a  leading  journal 
of  Ireland,   on    Saturday  last,  to  the 
effect  that,  after  Mr.  .^derson  made 
his  famous  speech  against  the  eUUrtt 
he  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  met  him  in 
the  Lobby,  and  instantly  attacked  him, 
using  words  substantially  to  this  effect 
— <<  You  call  yourself  a  lAbeval  Member 
for  a  Scotch  constituency.  We  shall  see. 
I  have  some  friends  in  Glasgow.   I  shall 
write  to  them  and  let  them  know  how 
you  support  the  Government.    I  shall 
ask  them  whether  they  approve  your 
conduct ;  "  and,  further,  I  ahall  ask  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  that  aooount  of 
the  conversation  is  correct?    And,  Mr. 
Speaker,   as  this  is  a  matter  affecting 
freedom  of  speech  and  the  Privileges  ^ 
hon.  Members [Cries  of  "Order!"] 

Sib  WILFEID  LA  WSON  :  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  wish  to  know,  Sir,  whether  it 
is  in  Order  to  givtt  Notice  of  a  Qaestum 
concerning  a  private  conversation  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  founding  a  Question  upon  conver- 
sation which  took  place  in  the  Lobby 
of  the  House,  or  in  the  Division  Lobby 
within  the  precincts  of  the  House,  and 
not  upon  a  matter  in  the  House  itseU^ 
he  is  not  in  Order  in  taking  notice 
of  it. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  I  should  be  sonj  to 
found  a  Question  on  a  oonversation.  I 
am  founding  it  upon  a  report  published 
in  one  of  the  leadmg  journals  in  Ireland 
— The  Daily  Express — and  I  may  aak» 
as  this  is  a  matter  affecting  the  fireedom 
of  Dpooch 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  indirectly  founding  himself  upon  a 
conversation  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  should 
like  to  ask  you,  upon  a  matter  touching 
the  Privileges  of  Members  of  this  Honsa, 
whether  an  hon.  Member  is  not  in  Order 
in  calling  attention  to  language  of  a 
threatening  character  used  by  one  hon. 
Member  towards  another  while  in  tfas 
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of  faia  Privileges  as  a  Member  | 
louse?  ' 

PEAKRB:  As  I  imdorstand  the  j 
ions  of  the   lion.  Member   for  ' 

:bat  is  not  the  point  raised  by 

OALLAN  :  Yirtuall;  and  sab- 
y  it  is  the  same. 

^.NDERSON :  Sir,  as  this  is  a 
1  referriDg  to  me,  perhaps  the 
rill  allow  me  to  say  Uiat  it  is  not 
i  my  instance  nor  on  my  behalf. 
er  myself  ^uite  able  to  defend 
.gainst  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
lan — to  maintain  my  own  posi- 
1  my  own  independence  against 
ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
anyone  else,  and  I  do  not  want 
lier  Members  to  interfere  on 
alf  at  any  time.  I  bare  not  the 
t  idea  how  this  matter  got  into 
«s.  I  never  was  aware  that  it 
jlished  till  five  minutes  ago,  when 
.  Member  brought  me  a  cutting 
newspaper,  and  asked  me  about 
o  not  know  how  it  got  there.  I 
the  hon.  Member  not  to  ask  any 
n  about  it,  because,  as  I  said, 
kely  the  right  bon.  and  learned 
aan  thought  he  was  only  giving 
itle  friendly  advice. 

DALLAN :  Now,  Sir 

WJUJAU  HAECOTJET;  Per- 

may 

[?ALLAN :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
medGenUeman's  pardon.  I  have 
ished  my  Question.  This  is  a 
affecting  freedom  of  speech  and 
irty  of  action  of  Members  of  this 
It,  therefore,  concerns  our  Pri- 
generally  as  Members.  As  the 
ro  within  bis  own  knowledge, 
i  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
will  at  once  anawerthe  Question 
tconsultation  with  his  Colleagues. 
MITCHELL  HENEY ;  I  beg  to 
stice  that  if  this  system  of  eaves- 
ig  and  making  communications 
lawspapersof  matters  which  have 
d  in  private  conversation  between 
iembers  in  different  parts  of  the 
is  continued,  especially  by  thci 
jTB  of  the  House  who  themselves 
jiioate  with  the  newspapers,  I 
aove  that  the  Lobby  be  entirely 
[  of  strangers  daring  the  Sitting 
Honw. 

iTILUAU  H  ABCOimT :  I  may . 
M,  be  allowed  to  say  a  word  upon 
i^tcL    U  it  is  the  pleasure  of  the 


House  that  this  matter  should  be  entered 
into,  I  have  not  the  slightest  o^ection 
to  state  what  occurred,  so  far  as  I  recol- 
IrKst.  I  met  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glasgow'  in  the  Lobby.  I  had,  as 
I  thought,  a  very  friendly  conversation 
rdth  him.  That  was  in  the  Lobby.  I 
ivas  perfectly  aware  that  he  did  not 
agree  with  me  upon  the  subject  of  the 
ddturf,  and  I  said  to  him — "  Well,  it 
sBems  odd.  That  is  quite  a  different  im- 
liressioa  from  the  one  I  derived  when  I 
\raa  at  Glasgow  with  you  last  October," 
I  expressed  my  views  as  to  the  opinion 
of  the  people  in  Glasgow.  As  to  the 
use  of  any  language  that  can  be  by  any 
perversion  described  as  threatening  the 
lion.  Member  for  Glasgow,  that  I  deny. 

I'ROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— AR- 
REST OF  MISS  O'CONNOR. 
Ma.  0-DONNELL :  I  desire  to  ask  the 
LoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  bis  attention 
lias  been  called  to  the  report  that  a  lady 
in  delicate  health — the  sister  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Qalway  [Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor)— has  been  sentenced  to  sis  months'  - 
imprisonment  in  the  common  gaol  in 
.lefault  of  finding  bail  for  an  offence 
which  she  denied  having  committed, 
und  in  connection  with  which  she  le- 
ceived  no  proper  trial  F  In  explanation 
uf  the  urgency  which  induces  me  to  put 
the  Question  without  Notice,  I  shall  read 
the  following  telegram  just  received  by 
ihe  hon.  Member  for  New  Eoss  (Ur. 
Redmond),  from  San  Francisco,  where 
this  matter  is  attracting  deep  attention. 
The  telegram  is  from  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Oon- 
lor,  M.P.,  who  says — 

"Siatcr  ought  to  be  sont  to  inHnoary. 
Suffering  last  two  years  from  ill-health,  which 
:old  of  cell  would  make  torture,  and  perhaps 

f  hope  the  political  views  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentieman  will  not  prevent 
him  giving  this  matter  attention. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  joe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portee)  desired  that 
Notice  should  be  given  of  the  Question. 
He  had  no  information  of  the  state  of 
the  lady  referred  to. 

PRISONS    (IREfAND)  — OUTBREAK    OF 

FEVER  IN  CLONMEL  PRISON. 

Mb.    HEALY    asked    the     Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  could 
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give  any  information  relating  to  the  out- 
break of  tjrphoid  fever  among  the  "  sue- 
peots  "  in  Clonmel  Gaol  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  unavoidably 
absent  from  the  House,  and  he  himself 
oould  not  g^ve  the  hon.  Member  any  in- 
formation on  the  subject. 

Mr.  HEALY  intimated  that,  as  the 
matter  was  of  so  much  importance,  he 
should  repeat  the  Question  on  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House. 

GENERAL  STJPERINTEXDENT  OF 
ROADS  (SOUTH  WALES). 

In  reply  to  Viscount  Emlyn, 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  that  the  salary 
of  the  Superintendent  of  Roads  in 
South  Wales  had  stopped  since  the 
25th  of  March,  and  he  presumed  he 
had  suspended  the  performance  of  his 
duties. 

Viscount  EMLYN  gave  Notice  that 
he  should  raise  the  question  on  going 
into  Supply. 

INDIA—THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE 
—SALARIES  OF  THE  JUDGES. 

Mr.  PUOH  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  many 
representations  that  had  boon  made  to 
him  from  India  with  roforence  to  the 
reduction  of  the  salaries  of  the  High 
Court  Judges  in  Bengal,  proposed  by 
his  Predecessor  in  Office ;  and,  whether 
he  had  arrived  at  any  decision  as  to  the 
expediency  or  otherwise  of  enforcing 
such  reduction  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  have  very  carefully  considered  in 
Council  such  representations  as  I  have 
received  on  the  subject,  and  have  arrived 
at  the  decision  that  the  resolution  re- 
ferred to,  so  far  as  it  equalizes  the 
salaries  of  the  Puisne  Judges  of  all  the 
High  Courts,  should  be  enforced — that 
is  to  say,  that  the  Puisne  Judges  here- 
after appointed  to  the  Calcutta  High 
Court  shall  not  in  future  receive  larger 
salaries  than  the  Puisne  Judges  of  the 
Bombay  and  other  High  Courts.  There 
is,however,  a  small  question  still  unsettled 
as  to  the  precise  amount  at  which  the 
Balaries  of  all  Puisne  Judges  are  to  be 
fixed. 

Mr,  JSealy 


ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— [Bill  105.] 

{Mr.  Secretary  Childers,  The  Jndge  AdvocaH 
General,  Mr.  Trevefyan,  Mr,  CampbeU'BtH' 
Herman.) 

SECOND   BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Tub  judge  ADVOCATE   GENE- 
EAL  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan),  in  moving 
that  tne  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  explain- 
ing certain  of  its  provisions  which  were 
necessary  to  correct  some  clerical  errors 
which  had  crept  into  the  Army  Act  of 
last  Session,  owing  to  the  fact  that  one 
of  two  Acts,  which  it  consolidated,  not 
having  left  that  House — in  consequence 
of  the  system  of  "blocking"  persistently 
applied  to  it — until  within  a  very  few 
days  of  the  Prorogation;  so  that  only 
three  days  were  left  for  the  printing  and 
circulating  of  the  Bill,  and  passing  it 
through  cdl  its  stages.     That  Act  was  a 
Consolidating  Act,  and  the  most  import- 
ant of  the  Amendments  now  proposed 
was  contained  in  Clause  5  of  this  Bill. 
By  the  86th  section  of  the  Army  Dis- 
cipline Act,  following  the  old  Mutiny 
Act,  it  was  provided  that  where  a  sol- 
dier of  the  Begular  Forces  was  dis- 
charged or  transferred  to  the  Reserve 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  he  should  bo 
entitled  to  be  sent  at  the  public  expense 
to  the  place  where  he  was  attested.    A 
question  had    been  raised  as    to   the 
operation  of  that  section,  and,  in  order 
to  remove  all  doubt  on  the  point,  it  was 
proposed  by  the  clause  to  confine  the 
right  of  a  Begular  soldier,  on  his  dift- 
chargc,  to  be  sent  to  the  place  of  his 
attestation,  provided  that  place  were  in 
the  United  Kingdom.  Such  a  right  could 
not  fairly  be  claimed  where  the  place  of 
attestation  was,  say,  India  or  Uanada. 
If  the  opposition  to  the  Bill,  of  whicL 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton] 
had  given  Notice,  were  sncoessful,  the 
Army  would  be  disbanded  altogether,  a 
result  that  would  hardly  commend  itaelf 
to  the  House,  however  much  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  desired  it.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  oondaded  by 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond 
time."— (2!^  Jud^e  AivocttU  Ommd.) 
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I.  SEXTON  (who  had  given  Notice 
le  would  move  that  the  Bill  he  read 
)Dd  time  that  day  six  months)  said, 
ought  it  almost  unnecessary  to  ex- 
that  his  ohject  was  not  the  dishand- 
f  the  British  Army ;  and  the  oh- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
eman  opposite  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 

that  the  Irish  Members  might 
)  such  an  event,  was  altogether  un- 
[  for.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  put  down 
•rmal  Motion  of  opposition  to  the 
1  reading,  solely  in  order  that  he 
:  protest  against  the  uses  to  which 
^g^ar  Army  was  now  being  ap- 
in  Ireland.     The  statement  lately 

to  the  House  by  the  right  hon. 
eman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
disclosed  the  fact  that  more  than 
uarter  of  the  132,000  men  whom 
}  proposed  to  retain  for  the  service 
)r  Majesty  were  being  employed  in 
td  for    the    purpose    of   striking 

into  the  people.  It  was  a  remark- 
act,  calling  for  the  best  attention 
)  House,  that  the  Army  now  main- 
[  in  Ireland  for  stimulating  the 
ng  out  of  evictions,  was  almost  as 

as  the  whole  Army  they  main- 
l  in  India  for  safeguarding  that 
Empire.  The  reason  why  they  had 
»p  80  great  a  force  in  Ireland  was 
uit  of  intelligence  displayed  by  the 
listration  in  dealing  with  that 
y.  Instead  of  pursuing  the  in- 
ble  course  of  placing  reliance  on 
using  of  remedial  measures,  and 

readiness  to  supplement  those 
ial  measures  already  passed,  as 
6ople  required,  the  Government 
eluged  Ireland  with  soldiers,  pour- 
lem  in  by  battalions.  And  what 
le  result  ?  The  first  effect  was  to 
ate  the  landlords  to  execute  cruel 
ijust  evictions ;  and  another  effect 
»  strike  terror  into  the  hearts  of  the 
Bf  so  that,  even  where  they  had  a 
aim  to  get  their  rent  reduced,  when 
aw  flying  columns  of  troops  mov- 
bout  all  over  the  country,  their 
•were  damped  and  their  courage  was 
yed.  The  consequence  was  that, 
I  use  to  which  the  Government  was 
g  the  Army  in  Ireland,  hundreds 
looaands  of  tenants  were  deterred 
aaserting  their  rights,  and  were 
at  of  the  Courts  of  the  country. 
isted  thev  would  receive  some  in- 
m  from  ue  Gh>vemment  that  they 
approaching  the  time  when  the 


Eegular  Army  would  be  withdrawn  from 
it«  present  scandalous  occupation  of  en- 
forcing contracts  which  their  own  Oourts 
admitted  were  impossible  to  carry  out, 
because  they  were  unfair  and  unjust. 
Again,  with  regard  to  these  evictions,  he 
had  to  complain  that  the  military  officials 
and  the  magistrates  who  were  actinc^  in 
connection  with  them  had  lately  taken 
upon  themselves  to  seize  cars  and  horses 
against  the  will  of  the  owners.  In  many 
instances  he  had  known  those  horses  to 
have  been  overdriven  and  cruelly  used  by 
the  soldiers,  and  to  have  been  returned  to 
their  owners  almost  useless.  He  should 
be  disposed  to  ask,  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee,  that  provision  should  be 
made  against  the  injustice  done  to  the 
owners  of  cars  and  horses,  whose  pro- 
perty was  seized  against  their  will,  and 
who  had  violated  no  law.  Further,  he 
understood  that  the  police  engaged  in 
evictions  received  a  special  allowance  of 
2«.  6d.  a-day,  and  he  was  informed  that 
soldiers  in  the  Eegular  Army,  employed 
in  similar  work,  received  no  such  extra 
allowance.  He  did  not  desire  to  see 
soldiers  treated  less  liberally  than  police, 
and  if  soldiers  must  be  employed  at 
evictions,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand 
why  they  should  not  also  receive  an 
extra  allowance,  or  why  policemen  were 
paid  an  extra  2«.  6d,  a-day  for  perform- 
ing work  which  soldiers  were  obliged  to 
do  for  nothing.  In  Committee  he  would, 
therefore,  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
effect  that,  as  long  as  it  was  thought 
necessary  to  employ  English  soldiers  in 
that  sort  of  fatigue  service,  they  should 
receive  as  large  an  extra  allowance  as 
policemen  now  obtained.  It  was  a  very 
peculiar  fact  that  the  whole  military 
service  in  Ireland  rested  with  English- 
men, for  all  the  Irish  regiments,  and 
those  regiments  having  a  considerable 
proportion  of  Irishmen  in  their  ranks, 
except  one,  had  been  removed  from  Ire- 
land, and  the  Government  did  not  pro- 
pose to  call  out  the  Irish  Militia  this 
year.  With  respect  to  billeting  and  the 
diet  of  soldiers,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
ought  to  consider  whether  it  might  not 
be  possible  to  increase  the  scale  of  pay- 
ment. The  scale  of  4rf.  a-day  for  the 
providing  of  such  furniture  as  was  neces- 
sary for  the  lodging  of  th»  man,  and 
such  articles  as  candles,  salt,  pepper, 
and  vinegar,  was  absurdly  inadequate ; 
and  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
pay  for  domestic  services  to  the  soldiery 
on  a  more  liberal  scale  ?  He  had  further 
to  complain  of  the  immunity  given  to 
soldiers  from  liability  to  maintain  their 
wives  and  children.     A  clause,  creating 
that  immunity  from  a  natural  obliga- 
tion,  was  in   1837   smuggled  into  the 
Mutiny  Act,  where  it  remained  for  40 
years  to   the  disgrace  of  British  legis- 
lation.    The  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  more  than  once  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
license  given  to  the  British  soldier  to 
evade  his  natural  and  social  obligations 
in  respect  of  wife  and  children ;  and  in 
the  Mutiny  Bill  of  1873  a  change  was 
made,  with  the  professed  object  of  plac- 
ing soldiers  and  marines  on  the  same 
footing  as  civilians  ;  but  the  clause  was 
accompanied  by  restrictions  which  made 
it  practically  inoperative.  For  example, 
a  soldiec  or  marine  who  deserted  his 
wife -and  children    was    not  liable   at 
present  to  any  such  punishment  as  a 
civilian  received.     He  contended  that  if 
it  was  necessary  to  maintain  a  Standing 
Army  in  this  country,    that  Standing 
Army  should  be  maintained  on  a  basis 
consistent  with  the  principles  of  public 
morality   and  public    right,    and  with 
justice  to  all  subjects,  and  particularly 
women  and  children.      They  should  not 
indicate    to   members  of  the   humbler 
classes  that  if  they  deserted  those  whom 
they   deceived,    if    they  evaded    their 
natural  obligations,  they  would  find  in 
Her  Majesty's  Service  a  refugium  pccca- 
tarum.     MiHtary  interests  ought  not  to 
be  conclusive  in  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
Soldiers  should  be  liable,  either  civilly 
or  criminally,  to  make  good  the  wroug 
they  had  done.  He  defied  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  or  anybody  else,  to  show  any  good 
moral  reason  why  this  system  should  be 
continued.     Of  course,  he  might  give  a 
military  reason,  but  justice  bhould  bo 
equally  done  between  all  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty,  whether  civilians  or  soldiers ; 
and  he  must  say  that  if  a  Standing  Army 
could  only  be   maintained  upon  prin- 
ciples of  injustice  to  women  and  otherd, 
he  thought  it  would  be  much  more  civi- 
lized and  honest  to  resort  to  conscrip- 
tion, which  could  be  administered  with 
a  fair  regard  to  morality  and  the  rights 
of  individuals.     As  the  law  now  stood, 
the  right  of  a  master  over  an  apprentice 
was  more  sacred  than  that  of  a  soldier's 
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wife  in  relation  to  her  husband.    If  a 
soldier  had  been  legally  ordered  to  make 
contributions  to  the  support  of  child  or 
family,  the  order  could  not  be  enforced 
without  the  sanction  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.     The  provision  for  the 
maintenance  of  women  and  children  in 
the  Act  of  1873  was  a  scandalous  one. 
In   1874  the   payments  so   sanctioned 
amounted    to   only  £1,500,  which  was 
as  a  drop  in  the  ocean  compared  with 
the  obligations  that  were  evaded;  and 
he    believed    that  if  the   moral  sense 
of  England   was  once  directed  to  this 
subject,  he  thought  the  system  would 
presently  have  to   go   by   the  board. 
There  was  another  scandalous  provision 
with  regard  to  the  present  system  of 
maintaining  the  wives  and  children  of 
soldiers.  A  wife  had  to  gO  to  the  nearest 
workhouse  with  her  children  and  be- 
come an    inmate.    If   such  a  woman 
issued  a  summons  against  a  soldier,  it 
had  to  be  served  on  the  commanding 
officer,  and  a  sum  of  money  given  to  the 
officer  to  defray  the  travelling  expenses 
of  the  soldier  from  where  he  was  quar- 
tered  to    the   place    where   the    sum- 
mons was  to  be  neard.    This  protection 
made  the  law  a  bitter  and  contemptible 
mockery,  and  amounted  to  a  denial  of 
justice  to  all  those  women  and  children. 
If  there  was  a  proper  complaint  against 
a  soldier,  why  should  he  not  pay  his  own 
expenses,  or  why  should  they  not  be 
paid  for  him  in  some  other  way  ?     If  a 
soldier  was  under  orders  for  foreign 
service,  he  could  snap  his  fingers  at  any 
woman  who  had  a  claim  upon  him.  That 
should  not  be.     Nothing  could  be  easier 
than  to  postpone  his  departure  until  he 
had  answered  his  legal  liabilities.    The 
only  reason  he  had  for  putting  his  Mo- 
tion in  this  form  was  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  the  points 
he  previously  mentioned,    and  to  this 
point  in  reference  to  the  maintenance  of 
wives  and  children,   which    concerned 
England  more  than  Ireland,  because  the 
Irish   did  not  desert  their  wives.    He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  subject  his  attention.     For  his 
own  part,  in  view  of  the  Bill  going  into 
Committee,  he  should  place  upon  the 
Paper  Amendments  which,  he  trusted, 
would  put  the  law  of  England  on  a  basis 
of  justice,  morality,  and  common  sense 
as  regarded  the  responsibility  of  a  soldier 
towards  his  wife. 
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SiK  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
said,  he  did  not  rise  to  second  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken 
(Mr.  Sexton),  but  to  make  two  or  three 
remarks  upon  the  Bill.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, he  felt  sure,  really  put  down  the 
Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
nx  months.     [Mr.  Childebs  :  The  hon. 
Hember  has  not  moved  that  Eesolution.] 
He  was  not  aware  of  the  fact.     Many  of 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
quite  pertinent  to  the  Bill  under  dis- 
coflsion,  and,  hardships  having  arisen,  it 
vas  rieht  that  the  matters  should  be  con- 
sidered and  dealt  with.     He  rose  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether   there  had 
been  any  diminution  in  the  practice  of 
desertion  and  fraudulent  re-enlistment 
in  the  Army  ?    It  was  well-known  that 
something  not  unlike  an  actual  trade 
in  fraudulent  enlistment  was  going  on 
in  the  Army,  and  that  many  men  thus 
enlisting  were  well  known,  but  were  not 

Snnlshed  because  they  were  doing  their 
uty  well  in  the  regiments  into  which 
they  had  fraudulently  re -enlisted  as 
soldiers,  and  their  officers  did  not  like 
to  part  with  them.  As  the  practice 
was  80  extensive  and  so  culpable,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  on  thinking  over  the 
question  of  punishment,  had  thought  of 
any  method  of  dealing  with  these  of- 
fenders, for  they  ought  to  be  punished 
severely.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  Boturn 
of  Desertions  from  the  Army,  which 
showed  that  in  1880  there  were  no  less 
than  3,284  cases  of  absolute  loss  to 
the  Army.  It  was  a  considerable  in- 
crease upon  1876,  1877,  1878,  and 
1879.  He  should  also  be  fflad  to  learn 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
certain  punishments  introduced  into  the 
Army  last  year.  When  the  question 
of  military  punishment  was  raised  last 
year,  new  punishments  were  devised,  and 
the  House  would  now  be  glad  to  hear 
what  had  been  the  effect  of  these  punish- 
ments, which  were  a  greater  degradation 
than  even  flogg^g.  Would  the  right 
hon  GFentleman  state  how  many  men  had 
been  subjected  to  these  punishments, 
and  whether  any  such  punishment  had 
been  administered  in  South  Africa  ?  He 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  men 
had  been  tied  to  horses  or  to  cart  tails, 
and  also  what  was  exactly  the  code  of 
punishment  for  very  grave  offences  in 
the  field  and  before  the  enemy?    He 


thought  he  had  a  right  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  these  punishmcuts 
reallv  were,  and  on  what  occasions  they 
could  be  used  ?  They  ought  to  know  how 
drunkenness  and  other  grave  crimes  in 
the  face  of  the  enemy  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  officers  in  command  ?  He 
thought  the  present  a  fair  opportunity 
for  raising  tne  question,  and  he  felt 
quite  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  them  all  the  information  in 
his  power.  It  was  in  that  House  that 
information  of  that  kind  should  be 
given,  for  he  felt  sure  that  the  country 
would  be  glad  to  know  what  was  the 
exact  state  of  discipline  in  the  Army. 

General  Sir  GJEOEGE  BALFOUE 
said,  there  was  one  point  upon  which  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  g^ve  them 
some  information.  After  a  great  deal  of 
attention  g^ven  to  the  subject  bv  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  they  had  at  last  ob- 
tained an  Army  Act  consolidated  in  one 
Code,  so  that  officers  and  men  could 
easily  understand  the  Eegulations  under 
which  they  served.  They  had  since  had 
Amendments  made  to  the  Act,  and  in 
the  Bill  before  them  there  was  an  addi- 
tional Amendment  proposed  to  be  made ; 
and,  looking  as  he  did  with  some  suspi- 
cion lest  that  proceeding  should  lead  to 
the  confusing  state  in  which  the  Army 
was  placed  by  having  many  Acts  instead 
of  only  one  Code,  he  was  anxious  to 
know  whether  measures  could  not  be 
taken  to  prevent  a  yearly  amendment 
of  this  important  Act  ?  He  was  afraid 
if  the  present  course  were  continued,  of 
Amendments  year  by  year,  they  would 
fall  into  the  same  confusion  they  got 
into  in  former  years,  and  they  might 
never  have  a  complete  Code.  He  wished 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  devise 
some  means  by  which  the  Army  Act 
could  be  amended  and  annually  brought 
into  a  consolidated  state.  The  Annual 
Act  should  be  kept  confined  to  one  sub- 
ject— namely,  the  number  of  men  ;  and 
the  changes  that  mi^ht  be  needed  in  the 
General  Code  should  be  put  forward  in 
a  separate  Bill,  stating  the  Amendments 
and  the  Clauses  of  the  Code  as  they 
would  read  when  so  amended.  In  this 
way  the  Army  would  annually  be  in- 
formed as  to  the  Law  under  which  it 
served.  With  respect  to  the  observations 
that  had  been  made  on  the  necessity  for 
an  annual  Eeport  as  to  the  working  of 
the  Army  Act,  he  fully  agreed  with  them. 


667 


Army 


{COMMONS) 


{Annual)  Bill. 


568 


An  annual  Eeport  could  be  presented 
on  ail  branches  of  the  Army,  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  reporting  on  all  points 
connected  with  courts  martial  and  the 
action  of  the  Military  Code ;  and  in  that 
way  many  defects  would  be  brought  to 
light,  and  Members  of  Parliament  would 
have  the  opportunity  of  giving  advice 
and  endeavouring  to  remedy  these  de- 
fects. If  it  were  not  possible  to  present 
a  Report,  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  could  explain 
the  state  of  the  Army  in  a  speech  to  the 
House.  The  subject  was  a  very  large 
one,  and  well  deserved  the  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  AVar. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  would  be  able  to  give 
the  House  some  information  with  respect 
to  the  working  of  the  present  Army 
Hospital  system.  No  subject  demanded 
the  more  careful  consideration  of  the 
House  than  the  welfare  of  their  soldiers 
who  were  sick.  Invalid  soldiers  were 
now  entirely  under  the  care  of  the  Army 
Hospital  Corps,  and  he  trusted  full  in- 
formation would  be  given  with  regard 
to  that  body.  He  should  like  to  know 
the  number  of  the  Corps,  its  distribution, 
and  its  relation  to  the  Army  Medical 
Department,  the  mode  of  selection  of 
men  in  the  Army  Hospital  Corps,  and 
of  their  promotion,  what  training  they 
received,  and  their  length  of  service. 
And  the  House  ought  to  bo  informed 
how  the  present  plan  of  attaching  medi- 
cal officers  to  the  station,  instead  of,  as 
formerly,  to  the  regiment,  was  found  to 
answer.  On  these  points,  and  on  other 
measures  taken  for  the  welfare  of  sick 
soldiers,  he  thought  the  House  was 
entitled  to  informatiou. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  contended 
that  the  new  Rules  of  Punishment  were 
not  sufficiently  explicit,  and  asked  for 
some  information  upon  the  point.  For 
instance,  one  of  the  Rules  provided  that 
a  soldier  might  be  attached  to  a  fixed 
object  for  certain  limited  periods  ;  but  it 
did  not  state  whether  his  hands  were  to 
be  tied  behind  his  back,  or  whether  they 
were  to  be  placed  in  an  upright  position 
in  front  of  him.  He  was  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  inflict  any 
punishment  which  would  amount  to 
torture ;  but  the  House  ought  to  have 
more  information  as  to  the  exact  charac- 
ter of  these  punishments,  and  the  occa- 
sions on  which  they  were  applied. 

General  Sir  Oeorge  Balfour 


Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  did  not  at 
all  complain  of  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton), 
and  he  had  to  thank  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  not  having  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill ;  because,  if  the  Bill  were 
much  longer    delayed,    it  would   have 
involved  the  disbandment  of  the  Army. 
Unless  the  Mutiny   Bill  were   passed 
within   a    few   days    the    Army   mast 
disappear,  and  he  was  sure  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member 
that  that  should  take  place.    He  would 
answer  in  order  the  suggestions  that  had 
been  made  upon  the  details  of  the  Bill, 
although  he  was  bound  to  say  that  some 
of  them  would  be  better  discussed  in 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
had,  in  the  first  instance,  spoken  of  the 
impressment  of  cars  in  Ireland  under 
the  authority  of  the  Statute  for  the  use 
of  the  military.  The  law  upon  the  point, 
which  waspezfectly  plain,  was  passed  after 
a  good  deal  of  consideration  and  discus- 
sion ;  and  all  he  could  say  was  that  \o 
the  best  of  his  knowledge  it  had  not 
been  in  any  way  strained.     The  Act  pro- 
vided that  every  magistrate,  on  the  de- 
mand of  a  commanding  officer,  was  bound 
to  issue  his  warrant  requiring  a  con- 
stable to  provide,  in  a  fit  condition  and 
within  a  required  time,  such  carriages, 
animals,  and  drivers  as  were  required 
for  the  purpose  of  removing  miUtary 
baggage  and  stores  from  place  to  place, 
and  the  necessary  provisions  for  obtain- 
ing them  followed.  These  provisions  were 
absolutely  necessary  for  an  Army  under 
all  circumstances,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but 
in  every  country  in  the  removal  of  troops. 
So  far  as  he  was  aware,  there  had  been 
no  well-founded  complaint  of  any  injus- 
tice having  been  done  under  that  claoae. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  then  asked  whe- 
ther he  thought  the  present  state  of 
things  satisfactory,   under  which  thej 
had  a  large  increase  of  troops  in  Ire- 
land, and  whether  he  hoped  the  time 
would  soon  come  when  it  would  be  pos- 
sible not  to  employ  so  large  a  number 
of  soldiers  in  aiding  the  civil  power  in 
respect  of  the  differences  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  ?  All  he  could  say  was, 
that  no  one  would  rejoice  more  than  he 
would  do  when  it  was  possible  to  di- 
minish the  forces  in  Ireland.    It  was,  of 
course,  most  inconvenient,  from  a  mili- 
tary point  of  view,  to  employ  Her  Ma- 
jesty's troops,  as  they  were  now  largely 
employed,  in  aid  of  the  civil  power.    It 
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was  difficult  for  them  to  get  that  amount  of 
drill  which  it  was  imperative  they  should 
haTe,  and  they  were  kept  at  places  where 
there  was  not  the  same  harraok  accom- 
modation as  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.    At  the  same  time,  the  im- 
pressions which  had  got  abroad  as  to 
the  force  in  Ireland  were  altogether 
exaggerated,  one  hon.  Member  at  the 
early  part  of  the  Session  having  stated 
the  number  at  50,000,  and  another  at 
60,000 ;  whereas  the  total  number  was 
JQst  30,000,  the  normal  number  being 
23,000.    Still,  he  would  not  wish  to  em- 
ploy the  additional    number,   and   he 
ahoald  be  glad  when  they  were  able  to 
withdraw  them.   The  Department  which 
had  to  advise  in  this  matter  was,  of  course, 
nrimarily  the  Irish  Executive,  and  they 
had  conferred  with  him  and  explained 
what  they  thought  would  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  case,  and  it  was  for 
him  (Mr.  Childers)  to  supply  what  the 
responsible   authorities  thought  neces- 
sary.  That  was  a  course  he  had  followed 
consistently,  and  he  believed  that  the 
force  in  Ireland  was  neither  more  nor 
less  than  was  requisite.     In  regard  to 
the  hon.   Gentleman's  observations  on 
billeting,    he    thought    it    would    be 
better  to  discuss  that  subject  in  Com- 
mittee.   He  had  heard  no  serious  com- 
plaints  as  to  the  rates    for    billeting 
soldiers;  at  the  same  time  he   would 
gladly  consider  the  point,  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  any  evidence  bearing  upon 
it.     The  rates  had   been  increased  of 
late  years,  and  if  he  should  be  satisfied 
tiiat  they  were  insufficient  he  should 
be  prepared  to   have    them    amended 
next  year.     With  respect  to  the  respec- 
tive allowances  for  special  work  by  sol- 
diers and  police   in   Ireland,   he  (Mr. 
Childers)  was  naturally  jealous  as  to 
soldiers  being  properly  treated  and  paid ; 
but,  having  consulted  the  Commander 
of  tiie  Forces  at  Dublin,  and  other  mili- 
tary authorities,  he  did  not  think  there 
was    any  ground  for  saying  that  the 
allowances  to  the  soldiers,  in  comparison 
with  those  to  the  police,  were  insuffi- 
cient.    The  hon.   Gentleman  had  also 
asked  him  a  question  with  regard  to  the 
liability  of  a  soldier  for  the  maintenance 
of  his  wife  and  children,  and  had  said 
that  only  £1,500  had  been  paid  on  that 
aoootmt  under  the  present  Army  Act. 
On  this  point  he  (Mr.  Childers)  had  no 
.  information  before  him.    The  hon.  Gen- 


tleman had  complained  that  it  rested 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  to  decide 
how  much  deduction  should  be  made 
from  the  pay  of  a  soldier  for  the 
maintenance  of  his  wife  and  children. 
He  (Mr.  Childers)  thought  it  was  not 
unreasonable  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  have  some  voice  in  the  deduc- 
tions made  by  magistrates  iroxn  soldiers' 
pay,  because,  otherwise,  such  orders 
might  be  made  as  would  make  it  im- 
possible for  a  soldier  to  maintain  him- 
self. The  question  was  not  a  simple  one, 
and  the  hon.  Member  must  remember 
that  they  had  not  only  to  consider  what 
should  be  done  as  between  the  father 
and  the  Union  to  which  his  family 
were  chargeable;  they  must  also  consider 
what  was  right  as  between  the  Crown 
and  the  soldier,  considering  the  cir- 
cumstances of  a  soldier's  engagement 
and  enlistment.  He  did  not  think 
they  could  treat  a  soldier  in  the  same 
way  as  an  ordinary  citizen.  He  was 
subject  to  a  particular  engagement,  ab- 
sence from  which  might  seriously  pre- 
judice Her  Majesty's  Service,  and  that 
Service  was  to  be  regarded  as  well  as  the 
interests  of  the  other  persons  concerned. 
He  was  not  aware  of  any  case  in  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  had  exercised 
his  discretion  unfairly.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that,  practically,  there 
was  no  remedy  against  a  soldier  who  went 
on  foreign  service.  It  would  be  impossible 
to  issue  a  ne  exeat  regno  against  a  soldier 
in  such  cases ;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
claim  might  be  altogether  imfounded. 
All  these  points,  however,  should  be 
carefully  considered ;  and  if,  next  year, 
he  thought  Amendments  were  required 
he  should  not  hesitate  to  propose  them. 
With  reference  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  respecting  fraudulent  en- 
listments and  their  remedy,  he  only 
knew  of  two  remedies  for  that  evil — one 
was  branding ;  and  the  other  was  the  im- 
provement in  the  general  character  of 
the  men  who  entered  the  Army,  and  the 
treatment  of  soldiers  with  consideration 
during  the  first  few  months  of  their 
service.  In  both  these  respects  much 
had  been  done;  and  he  believed  that, 
while  in  1881  there  was  less  fraudulent 
enlistment  than  there  was  in  1880,  this 
improvement  would  continue.  He  had 
considered  the  proposal  that  some  me- 
thod should  be  devised  of  marking  men. 
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They  could  not  be  branded,  for  Parlia- 
ment would  never  sanction — and,  in- 
deed, he  hoped  no  Government  would 
propose — such  an  expedient;  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  plan  of  distinctively 
marking  men  by  vaccination  would  not 
be  practicable  or  successful  if  adopted, 
according  to  the  best  medical  and 
professional  opinion.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  propose  such  a  course  for 
the  adoption  of  Parliament.  The  coun- 
try would  have  to  trust  to  the  exer- 
oiie  of  increased  vigilance,  and  to  an 
improved  system  of  enlistment,  under 
which  grater  care  would  be  taken  not 
to  enlist  men  who  had  already  served. 
The  great  majority  of  recruiting  officers 
ought  to  know  whether  a  man  had 
served  as  a  soldier  or  not.  He  hoped  that 
by  the  means  which  he  had  indicated 
fraudulent  enlistment  would  be  minimized 
in  the  future.  Ho  had  also  been  asked  b^^ 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  what  the 
Code  was  with  respect  to  the  Rules  for 
summary  punishment  ?  The  Code  was 
laid  on  the  Table  on  the  5th  August 
last;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  its  provi- 
sions had  not  been  applied,  because 
they  would  only  be  carried  into  exe- 
cution on  active  service,  and,  happily, 
there  had  been  no  such  service  of  late. 
Nobody,  therefore,  could  tell  whether 
the  change  from  flogging  was  a  wise 
change  or  not,  for  no  one  had  yet  had 
an  opportunity  of  judging  its  effects. 
The  manner  in  which  a  soldier  under- 
going punishment  would  be  attached 
had  boon  intentionally  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  commanding  officers,  and, 
subject  to  the  instructions  framed  under 
the  law,  those  whose  duty  it  would  be  to 
puttho  law  into  operation  must  be  trusted. 
The  object  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Kincardineshire 
(Sir  George  Balfour),  who  had  asked  a 
question  about  the  consolidation  of  Acts 
of  Parliament,  and  who  had  complained 
of  its  not  being  done,  was  being  carried 
out  fully.  The  complaint  would  have 
been  true  the  year  before  last;  but  it 
was  not  true  last  year,  because  all  the 
Army  Acts  were  consolidated  last  year, 
and,  as  far  as  the  present  Bill  was  con- 
cerned, express  power  was  given  to  the 
printer  to  reprint  the  former  Act  with 
the  verbal  Amendments  now  enacted. 
He  was  shortly  about  to  bring  forward 
one  Bill  consolidating  the  Laws  relating 
to  the  Militia,  and  another  consolidating 

Mr,  Childer9 


the  Laws  relating  to  the  Beserve  Forces. 
He  hoped  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
would  not  block  these  Bills,  as  tbey  did 
the  Consolidating  Bill  of  last  year,  for 
the  present  measures  would  be  a  great 
public    advantage,    and    it    would  be 
much  better  that  their  stages  should 
be  taken  in  the  middle    rather  than 
the  end  of  a  Session.     With  regard  to 
the  suggestion  that  there  should  be  an 
annual  Report  on  the  working  of  the 
Army  Discipline  Act,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther such  a  Beport  would  conduce  to  the 
public  advantage.  Very  voluminous  an- 
nual Betums   were    published  at  the 
present  time.    He  would,  however,  give 
consideration  to  the  suggestion.    A  quee- 
tion  had  been  put  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Buckingham  (Sir  Harry 
Vemey)  on  the  subject  of  Army  Hospitals 
and  the  staff  of  men  employed  in  them. 
When  the  Estimates  were  being  con- 
sidered, he  would  endeavour  to  satisfy 
his  hon.  Friend.     In  conclusion,  he  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  Motion  he  had 
made  that  tne  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  would  be  now  agreed  to. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  there  was 
one  remarkable  ground  for  passing  this 
Bill  alleged  in  the  Preamble,  which 
he  thought  required  abolition.  It  oc- 
curred in  that  paragraph  which  com- 
menced— 

*'  Whereas,  no  man  can  be  forejudged  of  in 
life  or  limb,  or  subjected  in  time  of  peace  to 
any  kind  of  punishment  n^thin  this  Realm,  l»y 
martial  law  or  any  other  manner  than  bytlie 
judgment  of  his  Peers,  thoreforo  it  is  necessary 
to  pass  this  Bill  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
standing  Army." 

It  was  quite  clear  that  in  a  part  of  this 
Realm— namely,  that  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  called  Ireland,  the 
statement  in  this  Preamble  to  the  effect 
that  no  man  could  be  subjected  to  any 
kind  of  punishment  in  any  manner  than 
by  the  judgment  of  his  peers,  did  not 
apply ;  and  consequently,  if  the  PreamUe 
of  this  Bill  which  they  were  asked  to 
pass  was  to  be  brought  up  to  the  most 
recent  developments  of  the  ConstitatioD 
under  the  administration  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  it  would  be  necessary  to  strike 
out  of  the  Preamble  the  words  declaring 
that  no  man  within  the  Realm  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  could  be  subjected 
to  punishment  in  any  other  manner  than 
by  the  judgment  of  his  peers.  The  Ihig- 
lish  Army  was  the  most  expensive  aid 
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least  effeotive  in  the  world ;  and  if  some 
3f  the  money  spent  upon  ornaments  or 
sinecures  were  made  available  for  the 
legitimate,  just,  and  more  natural  wants 
>f  soldiers,  much  would  be  done  to  raise 
the  morals  of  our  Army  and  its  popu- 
larity. He  thought  some  of  the  griey- 
anees  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  complained 
might  be  redressed  without  delay.  He 
referred  principally  to  the  question  of 
the  cruel,  monstrous,  and  immoral  im- 
munity from  punishment  which  a  man 
who  had  deserted  his  wife  and  family 
enjoyed  if  he  enlisted  in  the  Army,  and 
to  the  question  of  the  expense  which 
was  thrown  on  a  deserted  wife  or  the 
mother  of  an  illegitimate  child  who 
sought  redress  from  a  soldier  who  was 
not  quartered  in  the  town  where  the 
trial  would  be  heard.  A  couple  of  years 
igo,  when  he  referred  to  these  matters 
mder  the  late  Administration,  he  was 
old  that  no  small  amount  of  the  infan- 
xcide  which  took  place  in  garrison  towns 
ras  due  to  the  utterly  miserable  condi- 
lon  of  the  women  seduced  by  soldiers, 
nd  who  had  no  earthly  means  of  ob- 
uning  any  help  or  assistance  from 
hem.  With  regard  to  the  forcible 
eizure  of  cars  by  the  military,  he  was 
lOt  satisfied  with  the  answer  of  the 
tght  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  point.  A 
lere  passing  expression  of  goodwill 
nd  sympathy,  he  contended,  was  in- 
officient  to  compensate  for  the  whole- 
de  seizure  of  cars  in  Ireland  for  mili- 
irj  purposes.  In  its  connection  with 
fictions,  this  system  involved  the  great- 
st  amount  of  loss  and  suffering  in  Ire- 
ind.  Of  course,  he  was  ready  to  admit 
lat  when  the  Government  were  doter- 
uned  to  have  the  cars,  the  cars  must 
e  had.  But  he  suggested  that  they 
lioald  be  so  used  and  so  paid  for  as  not 
>  cause  any  loss  to  their  owners.  Cars 
light  be  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  £1 
-day,  with  5«.  a- day  for  the  driver, 
'hile  not  more  than  four  soldiers  should 
e  allowed  on  each.  Four  heavily-ac- 
jutred  soldiers,  with  the  driver,  were  a 
officient  load  for  any  horse.  On  the 
round  of  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to 
nimals  alone,  no  car-owner  should  be 
ompelled  to  grant  his  vehicle  for  a 
raxney  of  more  than  four  miles  each 
raj,  and  there  should  be  an  engage- 
lent  that  the  horse  should  not  be  driven 
t  a  higher  rate  of  speed  than  six  miles 
n  hour.     He  had  known  of  cases  in 


which  they  had  been  driven  for  as  many 
as  35  miles. 

Mr.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  was  alluding  to  matters 
which  would  be  more  propeny  discussed 
in  Committee. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  his  reason  for 
referring  to  matters  of  that  kind  was  to 
save  time,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  move 
absolute  Amendments  in  Committee,  but 
rather  to  make  suggestions  for  the  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  As  re- 
garded the  question  of  billeting,  he  be- 
Uevedthat  the  present  system  entailed 
wholesale  plunder  on  a  portion  of  the 
public.  The  scale  of  charges  was  totally 
inadequate.  He  hoped  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  AVar,  in  consideration 
of  the  large  number  of  Catholic  recruits 
that  entered  the  Army,  would  take  some 
efficient  steps  to  provide  that  when  these 
Catholic  soldiers  in  the  regular  stations 
of  the  Service,  went  out  to  the  foreign 
Dependencies  of  the  Crown,  they  shoiUd 
enjoy  the  same  advantages  for  the  exer- 
cise of  their  religion  which  were  secured 
to  their  Protestant  fellow-subjects  in 
Her  Majesty's  ranks  ?  In  India,  es- 
pecially. Catholic  soldiers  were  placed 
at  a  great  disadvantage  in  that  respect, 
and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  impress  upon  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  the  ne- 
cessity of  causing  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Catholics  upon  this  point.  He  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
take  every  step  which  lay  in  his  power 
to  raise  the  moral  tone  of  the  Army 
generally. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  only 
rose  in  consequence  of  the  answer  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  he  believed,  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton). 
He  understood  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
say  that  there  was  no  power  to  increase 
the  prices  for  billeting.  Of  course,  it 
was  not  open  to  anyone  to  propose  any 
increase  of  cost  without  the  usual  forms 
being  observed ;  but  he  wished  to  ob- 
serve that  the  object  of  placing  the 
prices  in  the  Schedule  and  of  removing 
them  from  the  body  of  the  Act  where 
they  formerly  stood  was  that  Parliament 
should  be  able  to  revise  them  from  time 
to  time,  according  to  circumstances.  He 
wished  to  remind  the  House  that  for- 
merly the  Billeting  Law  in  Ireland  was 
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muoh  more  Revere  than  it  was  at  the 
present  time.  Previous  to  the  Act  of 
1879,  which  assimilated  the  English  and 
Irish  Law  of  Billeting,  billots  were  made 
on  private  houses,  while  innkeepers  were 
allowed  no  remuneration  for  occupancy. 
He  had  no  doubt  the  Schedule  would 
bo  from  time  to  time  revised,  and 
trusted  the  Government  would  take  steps 
to  do  so,  if  it  should  appear  necessary. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  hiring  of  cars,  the  rates 
were  fixed  by  Statute;  but  he  would 
inquire  into  the  matter,  so  that  if  any 
hardship  did  occur  it  might,  if  possible, 
be  remedied.  He  believed  that  far  more 
than  the  statutory  rates  were  usually 
paid.  With  regard  to  the  revision  of 
the  scale  for  billeting,  he  would  consider 
it  before  next  year.  He  never  intended 
to  say  that  it  was  not  within  the  com- 
petence of  the  House  to  alter  tlie  Sche- 
dule, provided  a  Committee  for  that 
purpose  was  set  up  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  He  would  also  take  care  that 
the  complaint  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  should 
be  inquired  into.  The  question  of  chap- 
lains in  India  was  quite  out  of  his  juris- 
diction, and  was  under  the  control  of  the 
Governor  General  in  Council  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council.  As  to  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  the  inquiry  by 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
instituted  by  the  late  Government,  was 
still  proceeding,  and  until  it  was  com- 
pleted he  could  not  do  anything  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter. 

Mk.  I3IGGAR  said,  he  felt  bound  to 

frotest  against  the  injustice  done  to 
rish  car-owners  by  the  military  de- 
mands upon  them.  The  simplest  way 
to  provide  for  the  children  of  soldiers 
who  had  deserted  their  wives  would  be 
to  require  affidavit  evidence  on  the  sub- 
ject from  the  wives,  and  to  deduct  a 
competent  part  of  the  soldiers'  pay  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  deserted  wives 
and  children. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  I'o'fnorrofc,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Colonel  Stanley 


PROVINCIAL  ART  GALLERIES  ANl) 
MUSEUMS.— RESOLUTIOX. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS,  in  rising  tc^ 
move — 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  cnmls 
in  aid  of  Art  and  Industrial  Museums  uioalcf 
not  bo  confined  to  London,  Edinliur^h,  and 
Dublin,  but  that  a  special  grant  should  be  made 
to  the    Science    and  Art  Department,  Sontb 
Kensington,  to  enable  them  to  supply  PpoTincikl 
Art  Galleries  and  Museums  with  original  ex- 
amples and  reproductions    of    Industrial  Ait 
adapted  to  their  special  local  acquirements,  and 
also  to  maintain  and  to  still  further  develop  the 
circulation  system    now  administered  by  the 
Department ;  that  gifts  or  loans  of  such  articles 
and  works    as   may    be    available   from  the 
National  Art  Collections,  and  from  the  Britidi 
Museum,   should  be  made  to  Proiancial  Art 
Galleries  and  Museums ;  and  that  such  aul  be 
confined  to  those  towns  or  localities  which  are 
rated  under  the  Free  Libraries  and  MneeufflS 
Act,  and  that  the  amount  of  such  aid  be  proper* 
tionod  to  the  sum  raised  and  spent  in  each 
locality  ;  and  that,  in  order  to  give  due  effect  to 
these  proposals,  it  is  desirable  to   place  the 
whole  of  the  National  Art  and  other  Collect 
tions,    including    the    National    Gallery   asd 
British  Museum,  under  the  direct  control  and 
administration  of  a  Department  of  the  Goveni- 
ment," 

said,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  take  up 
much  of  the  time  of  the  House,  as  the  sab* 
jeet  of  his  Motion  had  already  been  de- 
bated. Nearly  all  the  leading  towns  were 
forming  themselves  together  in  order  to 
bring  the  question  to  a  practical  issue.  It 
was  one  of  the  highest  moment,  involr- 
ing  the  national  prosperity  in  no  smali 
degree.  This  country  had  the  fineit 
workmen  in  the  world,  and  it  was  onlj 
right  they  should  be  well  educated ;  but 
we  did  loss  in  that  respect  for  them  than 
any  other  country  in  Luropo  did  for  its 
workmen.  In  the  face  of  the  increasing 
competition  in  all  our  manufacturiog 
industries  on  the  part  of  foriegn  nationfi, 
and  when  they  saw  those  nations  using 
groat  efforts  to  bring  before  their  peoplo 
everything  relating  to  Science  and  hj^j 
it  was  most  important  that  we  should  do 
all  we  could  to  improve  the  artistic  tnd 
industrial  education  of  our  workmen. 
Nothing  could  be  further  from  his  in- 
tention than  to  oppose  the  grants  thit 
were  made  to  similar  Institutions  in 
London  for  these  and  other  purposes,  or 
to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the  South 
Kensington  Museum.  On  the  contraiji 
his  JSifotion  pointed  rather  to  an  incretse 
of  the  grant  and  to  generalize  its  appli- 
cation, so  that  the  various  localities  in 
the  country  might  be  benefited  thereby. 
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I  not  wish  to  imply  that  there  was 
3alousy  in  the  large  Provincial 
of  the  South  Kensington  and 
.  Museums,  and  the  other  CoUec- 
1  London.  On  the  contrary,  they 
loroughly  satisfied  with  those  in- 
>n8,  and  with  their  management 
g^entlemen  like  Sir  Philip  Cunlifife 
ind  Mr.  Wallis.  They  were  quite 
that  South  Kensington  was  doing 
good  it  could,  and  as  well  as  it 
considering  the  means  at  its  dis- 

What  they  wished  was  that 
ranta^es  conferred  by  such  insti- 

shomd  be  extended  to  the  large 
in  the  Provinces.  The  authori- 
.  South  Kensington  referred  in 
Report  to  the  manner  in  which 
rere  carrying  on  the  circulation 

by  loans,  and  to  the  way  in 
they  were  endeavouring  to  get 
actions  by  electrotype  and  other 
)es.  They  went  on  to  state  that 
(tern  of  loans  was  better  than  any 
lent  and  unchangeable  exhibition 
)068ibly  be.  That  might  be  true 
rtain  extent ;  but  the  large  central 
rial  towns  wanted  exhibitions  of 
of  Art,  not  for  a  short  period 
),  but  continually,  so  that  working 
light  have  opportunities  of  exa- 
;  me  articles,  whether  they  were 
IS,  jewellery,  or  other  things, 
illustrated  the  manufactures  of 
irticular  localities.  The  splendid 
lique  collection  of  jewels  in  the 

Museum,  for  instance,  was  com- 
ely unknown,  there  being,  on  the 
iasion  he  (Mr.  CoUings)  visited  it, 
even  persons  present,  three  of 
were  ladies ;  while  in  the  town  of 
gham  there  were  said  to  be  from 
to  20,000  working  jewellers,  who 
it  a  small  chance  of  Beeing  such 
d  examples  of  their  art.  The  loans 
nrere  made  were  not  at  all  suffi- 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  time, 
,  no  doubt,  theloansandthe  exten- 
them  to  corporation  museums  had 
g^reat  deal  of  good.  The  people  of 
mtry  would  not  now  submit  to  be 
ad  by  the  mechanical  plans  of 
I  coteries  in  this  respect.  Indeed, 
antry  governed  London  by  its 
ad  more  generous  ideas,  and  well 
adon  that  this  was  so,  as  the 
Df  recent  years  had  demonstrated. 

there  ought  to  be  a  circulating 
nent,  by  which  what  was  known 
I  art  might  pass  through  the  land 

k  OOLXyiU.      [third  SEBIF.S.;] 


and  vivify  the  national  life.  A  small 
Museum  of  Casts  from  the  Antique  was 
being  formed  at  South  Kensington  ;  and 
why,  he  asked,  should  not  Mr.  Perry, 
instead  of  providing  one  reproduction  or 
set,  provide,  say,  a  dozen,  and  let  each  of 
our  principal  towns  have  one  of  them  ? 
He  wished  to  urge  on  the  Treasury  that 
grants  for  what  he  would  call  the  higher 
life  of  the  nation  should  be  considered 
in  a  very  liberal  spirit.  The  authorities 
at  South  Kensington  must  not  be  con- 
tent with  offering  their  reproductions  at 
half  price  to  the  country  museums.  He 
would  suggest  that  when  a  reproduction 
was  made,  copies  should  be  sent  free  of 
cost  to  such  towns  and  localities  as  were 
rated  under  the  Libraries  and  Museums 
Act.  It  was  said — "Where  would  you 
draw  the  line  to  all  these  expenses  ?  " 
Well,  his  Eesolution,  by  limiting  the 
grant  to  towns  which  rated  themselves, 
provided  for  that.  It  would  be  a  self- 
acting  scheme,  and  he  could  see  no 
objection  to  it,  seeing  that  it  meant 
that  the  locality  which  raised  £1,000 
should  have  twice  as  much  as  one 
that  raised  £500,  and  that  would  work 
fairly  all  round.  It  had  been  alleged 
that  the  Provinces  wished  to  break  up 
the  National  Collections  ;  but  he  was 
unable  to  discover  how  the  apportion- 
ment of  selected  specimens  to  localities 
appropriate  to  their  exhibition  was  less 
national  than  confining  them  to  one 
place  in  London,  where,  comparatively 
speaking,  they  were  unvisited  and  un- 
known. The  Turner  drawings,  for  in- 
stance, were  kept,  as  Mr.  Buskin  had 
said,  in  a  cellar  in  London.  At  all 
events,  there  were,  doubtless,  many 
duplicates,  and  many  examples  as 
nearly  duplicate  as  possible,  which 
might  be  spared  for  the  Provinces, 
without  injuring  the  unity  of  the  Col- 
lections in  the  Metropolis.  His  Reso- 
lution recommended  that  all  these  in- 
stitutions ought  to  be  under  one  De- 
partment of  the  State.  That  seemed  to 
him  to  be  merely  a  matter  of  common 
sense.  Where  three  or  four  manage- 
ments existed,  they,  as  every  business 
man  knew,  must  clash  with  one  another. 
The  results  he  desired  could  not  be  ob- 
tained without  some  such  change  as  that 
indicated  by  his  Resolution,  the  real  in- 
tention of  which  was,  of  course,  to  put 
pressure  on  the  Treasury,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, to  induce  the  authorities  to  spend 
more  money  on  the  national  education* 
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It  seemed  strange  that  there  should  be 
national  pictures  at  the  British  Museum, 
wlion  they  had  a  large  National  Gallery. 
They  wanted  a  more    active  manage- 
ment of  these  institutions.     Instead  of 
being  a  vital  organizing  body,  the  Trus- 
tees of  the  British  Museum  were  mainly 
ornamental.     They  included  such  per- 
sonages as  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury, the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  as  if 
those  Gentlemen  had  not  enough  to  do  in 
other  directions.  The  management  ought 
to  be,  as  South  Kensington  was,  more 
responsible  to  Parliament.    Then,  again, 
the  managers  of  the  National  G^ery 
were  elected  for  life.    These  facts  showed 
that  there  was  a  want  of  unity  between 
the  national  institutions  of  the  country. 
The  management  of  them  did  not  secure 
the  highest  results.    The  Trustees,  know- 
ing the  new  requirements  of  the  country, 
must  exert  themselves.    As  he  had  said, 
he  hoped  that  the  time  would  come  when 
all  the  educational  institutions  of  the 
country  would  be  under  one  manage- 
ment.    The  sooner  they  got  hold  of  the 
idea  that  expenditure  for  education  was 
in  its  infancy  the  better.  They  should  not 
hold  their  hands  in  the  matter,  for  many 
persons  in  the  country,  who  took  great 
interest  in   education,  would  not  com- 
plain of  grants  for  education  generally 
until  they  found  the  sum  exceeded  that 
for  military  purposes ;  and  he  believed 
the  working  classes  especially  were  in 
favour    of   that.      There  was   nothing 
which   the   taxpaying  people  were   so 
ready  for  as  a  large  increase  for  educa- 
tional   expenses,    always  provided  the 
moneys  were  well  spent.     Now,  it  was 
sometimes  suggested  by  the  opponents 
of  his  scheme  that  the  Provinces  might 
help  themselves.    But  that  was  precisely 
what  they  had  done  already,  and  were 
still  doing,  and  that  to  an  extent  that 
would  astonish  Londoners.     But  there 
was  a  limit  beyond  which   tliey  could 
not  go.     He  had  a  table  showing  that 
42   towns,   with  a  gross    population  of 
5,500,000,  had   provided  a   capital  for 
fittings  and  other  things  for  free  libraries 
and  museums  to  the  extent  of  £  1 ,  000, 000; 
and  the  Id,  rate,  representing  the  sum 
for     their     maintenance,     was     about 
£100,000.     But  those  amounts  did  not 
represent  the  whole  of  the  amounts  that 
hud  boon  spent  in  these  localiti(*8.     Bir- 
mingham, fur  instance,  had  in  the  past  j 

JUr,  Jesse  CoUings 


10  years  spent  over  £750,000  ;  and,  no 
doubt,   Manchester,  Leeds,  and  Liver- 
pool had  been  equally  liberal,  and  had 
shown  an  equal  public  spirit.     But  the 
inequality  of  rating  made  it  difficult  to 
obtain  all  that  was  wanted  out  of  the 
rates.     The  complaint    that  the  Pro- 
vinces    did    nothing     for    themselveB 
might  rather  be  retorted  on  Londoners^ 
whose  parks  and  museums   were  pro- 
vided out  of   the    whole    taxation  of 
the  country.    He  found  that  £106,000 
was  spent  by  the  Government  on  the 
parks    in    and    around    London,   and 
on  the  London  museums    and   public 
buildings  £304,000,  of  which  the  Britiah 
Museum  got  £  11 6,000.     He  did  not  ob- 
ject to  that ;  but  he  wanted  an  extension 
of  the  principle.     It  might  mean  an  in- 
crease of  taxation,  but  not  necessarilj, 
as  the  country  thought  there  were  manj 
ways  in  which  the  current  expenditure 
might  be  reduced.     For  instance,  the 
Government  might  spend  less  upon  the 
Army,  or  upon  some  other  Department 
of  the  State.     An  increased  education 
expenditure  would  be  cheap  ;  it  wooU, 
in  the  end,   be  an  economical  policy, 
to  say  nothing  else,  to  secure  the  dvA- 
izing  and    elevating    influences  which 
would  follow  the  increased  Art  culture  of 
the  nation.     At   any  rate,  the   people 
would  not  object  to  a  larger  expenditare 
for  good  results.    He  hoped  the  Gk)veni- 
ment  would  be  alive  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Provinces  regarded  this  sab- 
ject,   and    would    consider  whether  it 
would  not  be  well  that  the  Provinoes, 
which  were  taxed  for  London  and  rated 
for  themselves,  should,  after  they  had 
done  all  that  they  could  for  themselvei^ 
have  their  needs  considered  by  the  Q> 
vemment  in  no  moan  spirit.  To  show  hov 
the  people  in  the  Provinces  valued  these 
institutions,  he  might  state  that  in  Bir- 
mingham, in  1877,  the  number  of  visi- 
tors to  the  Art  Gallery  was  394, 645,  while 
the  number  of  visitors  to  the   British 
Museum  in   the   same  year  was  only 
about  30  per  cent  more.      The  hon- 
Member  concluded  by  moving  the  Beeo- 
lution  of  which  he  had  given  Notioe. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That"  to  ft* 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  woidi 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  grants  xo  sid  of 
Art  and  Industrial  IMuseumB  should  not  be  ooa- 
fined  to  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dnblin,  bit 
that  a  special  grant  should  bo  made  to  thi 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Keoaiag- 
ton,  to  enable  them  to  supply  Provincial  Alt 
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Gtlleriei  and  Musenms  with  original  examples 
aod  reproductions  of  Industrial  Art  adapted  to 
their  special  local  acquirements,  and  also  to 
maintain  and  to  still  further  develop  tho  cir- 
enUtion  system  now  administered  by  tho  Do- 
ptrtment ;  that  g^ifts  or  loans  of  such  articles 
ud  works  as  may  be  available  from  tho 
Kitional  Art  Collections,  and  from  the  British 
Msnom,  should  be  made  to  Provincial  Art 
Gilleries  and  Museums ;  and  that  such  aid  be 
eonfined  to  those  towns  or  localities  which  are 
nted  under  the  Free  Libraries  and  Museums 
hi,  and  that  the  amount  of  such  aid  bo  propor- 
tmied  to  the  sum  raised  and  spent  m  each 
loality ;  and  that,  in  order  to  give  due  effect  to 
tbue  proposals,  it  is  desirable  to  place  the 
whole  of  the  National  Art  and  other  Collec- 
tiooi,  including  the  National  Gallery  and  British 
KBaeDm,  under  the  direct  control  and  adminis- 
tntionof  a  Department .  of  tho  Govcmmont," 
■^Jfr.  Jeue  CoUings^) 

—instead  thereof. 

Qaestion  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qaestion." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  were 
certain  portions  of  this  comprehensive 
Motion  on  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
Uir  him  (Mr.  Mundella)  would  answer 
Ui  hon.  Friend  the  Memher  for  Ips- 
vieh  (Mr.  Collings)  in  more  detail,  and 
nore  to  his  satisfaction ;   hut  he  (Mr. 
OUdstone)    wished  to  take  a  general 
▼iew  of  its  wide  scope,  and  especially  to 
itfer  to  the  closing  portion  of  the  Mo- 
tbn,  which  determined  the  course  the 
Ooremment  must  take  on  this  occasion. 
The  Motion  hegan    hy  affirming  that 
grants  in  aid   to   industrial    museums 
ihoold  not  be  confined  to  London,  Edin- 
burgh, and  Dublin ;  but  the  fact  was 
tliej  were  not,  at  that  moment,  confined 
to  London,    Edinburgh,   and    Dublin. 
His  hon.  Friend  would  say  that   was 
lone  in  an  insufficient  degree ;  but,  in 
vactice  and  in  a  form  not  thought  ob- 
eetionable,  they  did  go  beyond  these 
ities ;  and  independent  loans  formed  a 
wy  important  part  of  the  system.    The 
fotion  of  his  hon.   Friend,   however, 
ronld  seem  to  suggest  the  interpretation 
hat  there  should  be  an  indeterminate 
ixtension  of   the  grants.      As  to  the 
lecond  part  of  the  Motion,  that  a  spe- 
ial  grant  should  be  made  to  the  Science 
md  Art  Department,  South  Kensington, 
o  enable  it  to  supply  Provincial  Art 
hdlfliies  and  Museums  with  original  ex- 
mples  and  reproductions  of  industrial 
at,  he  might  observe  that,  as  far  as  re- 
nodiictions  went,  something  was  already 
lone.    But,  as  far  as  regards  original 
namplesy  he  must  own  he  thought  the 


House  would  do  unwisely  to  pledge 
itself  to  that  subject  until  it  had  con- 
sidered and  adjusted,  in  very  carefully 
weighed  terms,  the  manner  in  which  a 
system  of  purchasing  original  examples 
for  those  Provincial  Museums  was  to  be 
worked.  It  would,  undoubtedly,  be  a 
matter  of  very  great  difficulty.  These 
subjects  and  others  connected  with  them 
were  necessarily  unending.  Let  not  his 
hon.  Friend,  however,  think  that  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  complained  of  his  mak- 
ing this  Motion.  It  was  the  result  of  a 
healthy  appetite ;  but  there  was  no  end 
to  its  extension.  His  hon.  Friend  dealt 
with  tho  centres.  He  had  got  into  his 
head  the  cases  of  those  enormous  com- 
munities of  300,000  or  400.000  people; 
but  after  the  central  authority  had 
settled  its  account  with  those  large 
towns,  which  by  that  time  would  pro- 
bably have  swollen  to  700,000  or 
800,000,  there  would  be  a  different  set 
of  candidates,  and,  instead  of  this  ami- 
cable controversy  taking  end,  they  would 
have  to  hand  it  down  from  generation  to 
generation.  His  hon.  Friend  would  de- 
rive some  consolation  from  observing 
that  they  had  been  travelling  at  no  in- 
considerable rate  already.  If  he  under- 
stood the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
aright,  they  ought  to  expend£25, 000,000 
a-year  on  these  branches — that  was  to 
say,  it  ought  not  to  be  less  than  the  ex- 
penditure on  the  Army  and  Navy.  [Mr. 
CoLLixos:  No,  no;  the  Army  only.] 
Well,  his  hon.  Friend  certainly  held 
out  some  hopes  of  economy  to  be  effected 
in  a  marvellous  manner;  but  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  would  like  to  see  some  ex- 
amples of  that  kind  from  him  in  a 
practical  shape  before  he  could  commit 
himself  even  to  the  reduced  estimate  of 
£15,000,000.  He  would  point  out,  how- 
ever, that  they  were,  as  he  had  said, 
travelling  at  a  considerable  rate  already 
in  this  direction,  though  it  might  not 
satisfy  the  sanguine  mind  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary youth  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich.  If  they  took  the  summary  of 
expenditure  as  it  stood  in  the  Estimates 
presented  to  the  House,  it  would  be 
seen  that  a  sum  of  £4,533,000  was 
taken  for  Science,  Art,  and  Education. 
His  hon.  Friend  mieht  say  that  was  not 
an  adequate  sum ;  but  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) had  known  in  his  Parliamentary 
life  when  the  sum  given  was  little  more 
than  a  fiftieth  part  of  what  it  was  now ; 
and  if  that  were  so,  it  was  now  gtoyjm^ 
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at  the  rate  of  between  £100,000  and 
£200,000  a-year ;  and  probably  his  hon. 
Frieud,  in    the    course  of  his  Parlia- 
mentary career,  might  see  it  reach  what 
he  would  admit  to  be  a  very  respectable 
figure.     The  administrative  Department 
at  South  Kensington  had  actually  ini- 
tiated and  greatly  extended  a   system 
wholly  new,  highly  beneficial,  undreamt 
of  30,  or  even  20  years  ago,  and  under- 
going a  great  and  progressive  extension ; 
so  that  in  principle,  as  far  as  regarded 
the  administrative  part  of  his  Motion, 
there  was  no  quarrel  between  him  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Mundella). 
In  the  last  clause  of  his  Motion,  the 
hon.  Member  had  ventured  on  a  matter 
quite  distinct  from  the  earlier  part  of 
his  proposition,  as  to  the  extension  of 
the  present  administrative  operations ; 
and  he  had  proposed  what  would,  in 
effect,   be  a    very  difficult    subject    of 
actual  legislation,  when  he  said  that  all 
these  Departments  ought  to  be  brought 
together,    and  placed  under  the  direct 
control  and  administration  of  a  Depart- 
ment   of   the    Gx)vemment.     He    (Mr. 
Gladstone)  would  not  affirm  absolutely 
the  negative  of  that  proposition ;  but 
yet  he  was  inclined  to  affirm  very  de- 
cidedly these  two  things — first,  that  it 
was  open  in  certain  branches  to  doubt 
and  qualification  ;  and,  secondly,  that  it 
involved   a  work  of  very  considerable 
difficulty,  and  one  to  which  it  would  be 
most  unwise  for  the  Government,   on 
whom  the  whole  responsibility  would 
lie,   to   pledge   themselves    to    at    this 
moment.     First,  as  to  the  qualification ; 
looking  at  an  institution  like  the  National 
Portrait    Gallery,  that    institution  ap- 
peared in  the  Estimate  for  one  of  the 
most  modest  sums  inscribed  in  it.  £2,585 
was  the  sum  at  the  disposal  of  the  Na- 
tional Portrait  Gallery.     That  Gallery 
had  been  satisfactorily  managed  for  a 
long  series  of  years,  owing  to  the  very  on- 
lightened  representation  of  the  late  Lord 
Stanhope,  with  results  very  remarkable 
indeed.  And  though  it  had  been  worked 
by  an  independent  Body,  yet  its  relations 
to  the  Government  had  been  uniformly 
satisfactory ;  and  he  owned  he   should 
be  very  loth,  on  the  mere  ground  of  ad- 
ministrative symmetry,  to  interfere  with 
an  arrangement  of  that  kind,  unless  he 
were  well  satisfied  he  could  well  mend 
it.     Take  the  case,  again,  of  the  Na- 
tional   Gallery.      That    Gallery,    at    a 
period  not  very  remote,  was  the  subject 
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of  incessant  controversy  and  contest   At 
present,  with  a  certain  control  through 
the  Treasury,  not  involving  interference 
in  detail,  they  had  made  a  harmonious 
combination  of  the  two  elements — firstly, 
that  which  was  strictly  professional,  and 
which  predominated  in  the  person  of  the 
Director  ;    secondly,   that  friendly  aid 
which  the  Director  now  had  it  in  his 
power  to  obtain  from  tho  Trustees,  who 
were  always  chosen  as  among  the  best 
instructed,  most  enlightened,  and  best 
disposed  of  those  gentlemen  who  were 
willing  to  give  their  services.     He  vss 
exceedingly  struck  with  the  fact  that 
whereas,  a  certain  number  of  years  ago, 
the  columns  of  the  newspapers  were 
filled  with  controversy  about  the  price 
that  had  been  given  for  this  picture,  tiie 
manner  in  which  that  picture  had  been 
cleaned,  scoured,  and  scarified — for  thst 
was  the  sort  of  accusation  then  constantly 
made — they  appeared  to  have  reached 
the  time  when  public  opinion  was,  on 
the   whole,   very  well  satisfied.    Then 
there  was  the  larger  and  more  difficult 
question    as    to   the  British  Museum. 
About  that,  all  he  could  say  was  that-hs 
thought  there  was  very  much  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  a  change  of  the  present 
system;  for  he  was  by  no  means  pre- 
pared to  say  there  was  nothing  to  say 
against  it.    It  was  a  matter  in  which 
men  of  g^eat  acuteness  and  competency 
had    found    the    greatest    difficulty  in 
arriving  at  a  conclusion,  and,  even  after 
seeming  to  have  arrived  at  a  condosion, 
had  been  shaken  in  it.     But  the  point 
he  wished  to  raise  was  that  the  British 
Museum  had  in  it  certain  elements  of 
its  old  character  of  a  private  or  semi* 
private  foundation ;  and  his  hon.  Friend 
would  find  very  great  difficulty  indeed 
when  he  came  to  sweep  away  the  old 
Trustees  and  their  present  complicated 
constitution.     He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did 
not  wonder  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  wss 
struck  with  the  fact  that  the  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury,  the  Prime  Minister,  sod 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiral^  were 
among  the  Trustees.    At  the  same  time^ 
tho  anomaly  was  not  so  great  as  it  ap- 
peared, because,  while  they  were  official 
Trustees,  yet,  in  point  of  fact,  they  were 
not  the  managers.     The  Trustees,  from 
amongst  themselves,  chose  a  standinz 
Committee,  and  that  was  the  Body  whin 
really  managed,  except  as  to  the  matter 
of  election  of   new  Trustees  and  the 
matter  of  patronage  in  the  Moaeiu&t 
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illicit  vaa  regulateil  entirely  by  a  email 
body  of  three  persona,  cnlled  tlie  Prin- 
dptl  Trustees.  The  question  of  sweep- 
ing ftway  that  Body  required  really, 
bafare  it  was  adopted,  much  more 
KBKhiDg  investigation  than  they  could 
give  it  now  ;  and  it  was  not  a  very  easy 
Ihing  to  aay,  in  his  opinion,  how  far  the 
State,  not  having  the  gift  of  prophecy, 
ud  never  foreseeing  in  the  slightest  de- 
jiroe  to  what  vast  dimensions  that  little 
miUtudoa  would  extend  itself — how  far 
Oie  State,  having  recognized  private 
rights  in  the  appointment  of  Family 
mslees,  was  in  a  conditioa,  at  a.  mo- 
mant's  notice,  to  sweep  them  all  away 
fctlhe  purpose  of  bringing  them  under 
t  Department.  It  was  a  question  not 
•Ito^ther  easy  to  dispose  of,  and  would 
require  more  close  esamination  before 
tlie  House  could  be  called  upon  to  decide 
upon  if.  He  quite  admitted  with  his 
tiin.  Friend  that  such  arrangements 
ought  to  be  made  as  vould  obviate 
onlirely  the  serious  evils  and  ineonvo- 
lieneea  that  had  arisen  in  former  times, 
«id  that  might  ariee  now,  to  a  certain 
tttent,  from  the  competition  of  one  De- 
putment  with  another  in  the  same  field 
of  porehaae.  That  was  a  thing  which 
•'I'jht  not  in  any  well-regulated  system 
to  prevail ;  but  as  to  the  matter  of  uuifi- 
ntiOD,  and  bringing  these  institutions 
nndw  the  direct  sway  of  a  Department 
"  the  Government,  that,  he  thought, 
WIS  matter  which  they  were  not  ready 
to  detennine.  He  recognized  the  vast 
importance  of  the  work  ;  but  it  was  not 
Jet  npe  for  decision.  Perhaps  they  were 
^ot  sble  to  travel  so  fast  as  Ijis  hon. 
Jiiend;  and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
Would  not  ask  them  to  give  a  legislative 
P*^,  which  would  certainly  be  prema- 
tare,  and  which  might  involve  them  in 
oiffiaimoa  it  would  not  be  easy  to  extri- 
««e  themselves  from. 
t        Me.  BEBESFOED   HOPE  said,   he 

I  MItluv  lympathized  with  much  of  the 
\  iP*S  intention  o£  the  Motion  of  the 
BBk^uiberfor  Ipswich  (Mr.  CuUings), 
P^Bfa  Delieved  every  right-minded  man 
L  '■""U.  in  90  far  as    it  recognized   the 
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manner  in  which  the  details  of  the 
Motion  were  worked  out;  and  he  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  should  have  loaded  it  with  so 
much  debatable  and,  in  some  respects, 
not  striotly  accurate  matter.  For  his 
own  part,  he  would  not  traverse  the 
whole  field  opened  up  by  the  Motion, 
but  would  deal  with  the  subject  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  particular  in- 
stitution with  which  he  happened  to  be 
administratively  connected — namely,  the 
British  Museum — which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  only  referred  to  in  a  sort  of  off- 
hand postscript  to  his  speech.  He  could 
quite  understand  the  idea  of  a  hard, 
merciless  concentration  of  Art  treasures 
under  Slate  administration.  That  was 
the  idea  of  Franco  and  other  countries. 
But  a  National  Collection,  presided  over 
by  a  body  of  Trustees  chosen  for  their  ca- 
pacities and  station,  who  possessed  some- 
thingofindiTidualindependence,andwho 
took  a  disinterested  personal  interest  in 
theobjectsof  Art  under  their  care,  wasa 
thing  peculiarly  English  ;  and  he  was  a 
little  sorry  and  jealous  to  see  that  its 
advantages  had  been  somewhat  over- 
looked. The  British  Museum,  in  seek- 
ing the  advancement  of  Art  in  its  his- 
torical aspect — Art  which  illustrated  ages 
long  gone  by,  which  was  the  key  of 
history — nay,  which  was  an  embodiment 
of  history  itsetf^had  its  own  special 
mission  to  fulfil,  a  mission  at  least  as 
important  as  its  other  function  of  the 
education  of  the  eye,  however  important 
that  might  be,  of  the  individual  work- 
man or  student.  People  talked  of  the 
British  Museum  as  a  mere  collection. 
They  did  not  realize  it  as  a  Body  which 
extended  its  long  tendrils  all  over  the 
world,  and  which,  through  the  medium 
of  men  like  Smith  or  Bassam,  laid  bare 
the  wonders  of  a  long-buried  civiliza- 
tion. It  was  not  merely  that  the  British 
Museum  sat  at  the  seat  of  custom  buying 
articles  tendered  by  dealers.  To  give 
one  instance  of  its  work,  it  qiiito  recently 
secured  an  invaluable  prize  in  the  shape 
of  6,000  Assyrian  tablets  frum  ISipporah, 
or  Sepharvaim,  and  it  was  assiduously 
exploring  the  secrets  of  that  fateful  city 
af  Babylonia,  which  was  so  much  older 
than  the  days  of  what  used  to  be  the 
limit  of  authentic  history,  and  in  which, 
according  to  the  quaint  legend  of 
Berosus,  the  Chaldean  Noah  had  de- 
,  posited  the  antediluvian  records,  ll 
I  might  be  said  that  this  was  a  fuuta^tiu 
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legend ;  but  certainly  in  the  Sipporah  re- 
cords wliich  had  been  dug  up  they  pos- 
sessed memorials  of  the  very  greatest  an- 
tiquity. In  the  diffusion  of  a  knowledge  of 
Art,  as  well  as  in  the  region  of  discovery, 
the  British  Museum ,  too,  was  doing  a  great 
and  earnest  work.  If  it  did  not  do  quite 
so  much  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
might  expect,  it  was  not  the  Trustees, 
but  the  Treasury  who  were  to  blame ; 
and,  though  he  had  no  desire  to  see  the 
expenditure  of  the  British  Museum 
equal  that  of  the  Army  or  Navy,  he 
could  assure  hon.  Members  that  it  could 
very  well  do  with  a  little  more.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  could  descend 
from  his  high,  exalted,  and  wide  scheme, 
and  squeeze  a  little  more  money  from 
the  Treasury,  he  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
was  sure  the  Trustees  would  be  most 
thankful  to  get  all  they  could,  and 
would  spend  it  in  the  best  possible  way. 
They  were  not  to  be  blamed  for  selling 
their  duplicates ;  but  the  Treasury  was 
for  making  it  necessary.  The  system  of 
management  of  the  British  Museum  had 
been  criticized.  What,  it  was  said,  did 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  or  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  or  the  Prime 
Minister,  know  about  Art?  Well,  as- 
suming, which  it  was  surely  fair  to  do, 
that  no  man  could  become  First  Lord  oif 
the  Admiralty,  or  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury, or  Prime  Miuister,  without  having 
a  greater  share  of  brains  than  fell  to  the 
lot  of  most  mortals,  he  should  certainly 
prefer  the  opinion  of  those  three  per- 
sonages on  questions  of  Art  to  that  of 
the  first  Brown,  Jones,  or  Kobinson  one 
met  in  the  street.  But,  as  he  should 
show,  these  high  personages  had  not,  in 
fact,  much  to  do  with  the  internal  regu- 
lations of  the  Museum.  Then,  as  to 
Family  Trustees,  it  ought  not  to  be  for- 
gotten that  their  position  was  not  only 
an  acknowledgment  of  great  gifts  made 
to  the  nation  by  the  self-sacrifice  of  indi- 
viduals, but  possibly  tended  to  encou- 
rage contributions  of  that  kind.  If  so, 
it  was  a  cheap  price  to  pay  for  advan- 
tages so  considerable.  But,  above  all,  it 
was  well  to  have  the  general  body  of 
Trustees  large  and  varied,  seeing  that 
out  of  them  were  elected  the  Standing 
Committee  upon  whose  shoulders  the 
practical  work  of  administration  fell. 
The  extent  of  the  powers  of  the  Trustees 
who  were  not  upon  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee was,  besides  the  election  of  that 
Committee,  pretty  well  limited  to  meet- 
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ing  four  times  a-year,  and  receiving  a 
Beport  which,  as  a  general  thing,  was 
accepted  as  it  stood.  If  he  were  asked 
to  state  a  practical  advantage  due  to  their 
having  Family  Trustees,  he  would  men- 
tion the  presence  on  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee of  that  Family  Trustee,  Lord 
Derby,  with  whose  great  common  sense 
and  administrative  capacity  the  country 
was  familiar.  Thev  had  also  as  Trustees 
such  men  as  Lord  Sherbrooke,  the  Doke 
of  Somerset — although  he  must  confess 
that  most  able  administrator  laboured 
under  the  disadvantage  of  having  been 
a  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty — the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock),  Sir  Henry 
Eawlinson,  and  the  Presidents  of  the 
Eoyal  Society,  the  Society  of  Antiquaries, 
and  the  Boyal  Academy,  while  their  great 
network  of  officers  included  men  of  Euro- 
pean reputation.  Need  he  name  Owen, 
Newton,  Giinther,  Birch,  Franks,  and 
the  Principal  Librarian,  Mr.  Bond,  all 
of  whom  met  and  discussed  the  common 
weal  with  their  official  Professors  on  a 
footing  of  manly  independence,  which 
might  not  be  so  easy  with  a  Minister  of 
Museums,  holding  (Office  on  a  tenure  of 
from  six  months  to  five  years.  No 
doubt,  there  was  a  large  and  an  intelli- 
gent body  of  workmen  employed  at  Bir- 
mingham, Sheffield,  and  the  other  great 
centres  of  trade,  in  the  development  of 
which  a  knowledge  of  the  Fine  Arts  was 
of  the  utmost  importance ;  but  still  it 
would  be  impossible  to  cut  up  the  Na- 
tional Collections  piecemeal  and  send 
them  in  a  fragmentary  condition  into 
the  Provinces.  They  were  told  of  the 
great  number  of  **  almost  duplicates.'' 
Now,  an  "  almost  duplicate  "  was  just 
the  last  thing  which  ought  to  be  sent 
away,  for  the  dia^osis  of  historical  Art 
so  much  depended  on  the  comparison  of 
the  differences,  or  the  details  of  objects 
generally  resembling  each  other.  It 
was  said  that  if  the  masterpieces  of 
Art  were  retained  in  London,  the  manu- 
facturers of  Birmingham  and  Sheffield 
could  not  come  to  London  to  visit  them. 
Well,  that  was  true;  but  so  was  the 
proposition  that  if  these  specimens  of 
the  Fine  Arts  were  sent  down  to  Bir- 
mingham and  Sheffield,  much  fewer  of 
the  Londoners  would  be  induced  to  go 
down  to  visit  them.  From  that  it  was 
apparent  the  Museums  should  be  kept 
where  they  were  most  aooeasible,  and 
where  visitors  from .  all  parts  of  the 
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Kingdom  might  obtain  as  nmcli  enjoy- 
ment from  them  as  did  the  Londoners 
themselvee.  When  Birmingham  became 
the  capital  of  the  Empire,  oy  all  means 
let  them  send  the  British  Museum  and 
the  National  Gallery  there;  but  while 
London,  with  its  millions  of  inhabitants 
against  Birmingham's  hundreds  of  thou- 
Bands,  continued  to  be  the  capital,  on 
the  principle  of  the  greatest  happiness 
of  tne  greatest  number  their  National 
Collection  ought  to  remain  there.  Thoy 
shonld  be  chary,  indeed,  in  dispersing 
and  breaking  up  those  Collections.  If 
there  was  zeal  in  Birmingham,  in  Man- 
diester,  in  Liverpool,  or  in  Sheffield,  so 
much  the  better.  He  was  a  very  warm 
friend  to  the  system  of  reproduction,  by 
which  all  the  Art  Schools  throughout 
the  country  might  be  furnished  with  the 
most  perfect  copies  of  valuable  originals, 
and  be  stimulated  to  the  production  of 
the  elegant,  elevated,  and  pure.  That 
svrtem  had  begun  with  spirit  within  the 
British  Museum,  and  he  trusted  that  it 
would  go  on  with  increasing  liberality  ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
would  withdraw  his  somewhat  crude  and 
visionary  idea  of  boiling  up  all  these  in- 
stitutions in  a  cauldron,  and  would  pro- 
pose a  practical  method  of  securing  the 
most  complete  system  of  reproduction, 
he  would  have  the  support  of  those  who 
now  felt  themselves  compelled  to  oppose 
his  Besolution  in  its  present  shape. 

Ms.  SLAGG  said,  he  felt  bound  to 
say  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  Mo- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend   the  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Collings),  because  he 
thought  there  had  been  no  reasonable 
or  sufficient  answer  made  to  his  request 
that  larger  support  and  greater  facilities 
should  be  g^ven  in  the  way  of  encourag- 
ing the  Arts  throughout  the    country. 
He  (Mr.  Slagg)  had  the  honour  of  so- 
oonding  a  similar  Motion  to  that  of  his 
hon.  Friend  last  Session;  and  also  in 
the  Session  of  1880  he  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  a  scheme 
for  the  reproduction   of   National  Art 
treasures.    He  was  therefore  encouraged 
still  further  to  press  on  the  Department 
the  propriety  of  supporting  this   pro- 
posal.    However  much  the  Kesolution 
might  be  deprecated  as  being  unneces- 
sary or   impracticable,  it  was  only  by 
bringing  such  propositions  before  the 
House,   and  pressing  them   upon    the 
attention  of  tne  Government,  that  any 
steps  would  be  taken  in  a  matter  which 


was  so  essential  to  the  welfare  of  tlio 
commerce  of  this  country.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
argued  in  favour  of  keeping  the  National 
Art  treasures  under  the  control  of  a 
cultivated  group  in  London,  with  whose 
administration  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends  were  very  well  satisfied, 
although,  in  its  practical  working,  there 
was  no  result  produced  on  the  vast  popu- 
lations of  the  manufacturing  towns, 
who  were  more  in  need  of  artistic  influ- 
ences than  the  cultivated  people  who 
lived  in  this  Metropolis,  and  who  had 
large  means  of  gratifying  their  refined 
tastes.  The  Prime  Minister  also  ap- 
peared to  be  satisfied  with  the  present 
state  of  affairs,  so  well  satisfied,  indeed, 
that  he  deprecated  every  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  He  (Mr. 
Slagg)  could,  however,  ask  the  House 
to  compare  the  results  with  those 
achieved  by  foreign  countries.  For  ex- 
ample, when  they  compared  their  posi- 
tion artistically  with  that  of  France, 
there  was  not  only  very  much  to  wish 
for,  but  also  very  much  to  be  ashamed 
of,  in  relation  to  their  present  position. 
It  was  said  that  vast  and  yearly  increas- 
ing sums  were  now  expended  on  educa- 
tion and  artistic  objects ;  but  these  sums 
would  appear  very  paltry  compared  with 
the  sums  and  efforts  which  were  willingly 
made  by  their  French  neighbours  in 
regard  to  all  that  related  to  artistic 
culture.  It  seemed  to  him  that  in  that 
country  no  expenditure  was  too  large, 
no  legislative  effort  too  great,  no  ad- 
ministrative power  too  perfect,  in  order 
to  supply,  not  only  Paris,  not  only  the 
cultivated  few,  but  to  extend  the  influ- 
ence of  Art  to  every  town  and  pro- 
vince, and  every  centre  of  industry, 
throughout  the  whole  country.  When 
satisfaction  was  expressed  with  England, 
he  thought  they  could  not  have  their 
attention  sufficiently  called  to  the  state  of 
things  in  France,  where  the  Ministry  of 
Fine  Arts  spent  no  loss  than  £2,000,000 
annually  upon  Art  purposes  alone,  not 
only  to  supply  the  great  museums  of 
Paris,  but  to  present  treasures  to  all  the 
museums  in  France,  and  to  give  grants 
directly  subserving  the  Art  industry  of 
every  district.  The  result  was  to  place 
the  Art  products  of  France  in  a  po- 
sition of  very  great  and  deserved  pre- 
eminence. Were  they,  however,  on 
that  account,  to  despair  of  the  Art  cul- 
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ture,  industrially  speaking,  of  this  coun- 
try? He  claimed  that,  at  the  present 
time,  they  must  bestir  themselves  in  the 
matter.  The  foreigner  was  encroaching 
upon  their  industries  in  every  direction, 
and  though  they  could  still  claim  a  com- 
plete supremacy  in  the  power  of  mecha- 
nical production,  when  they  compared 
their  artistic  powers  and  measured  their 
artistic  manufactures  with  their  Conti- 
nental neighbours  they  were  very  much 
in  arrear.  He  had  recently  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  inquiries  on  the  Con- 
tinent in  connection  with  the  French 
Treaty  negotiations,  and  he  had  never 
been  more  convinced  of  the  necessity 
of  bestirring  themselves  in  that  matter 
than  by  seeing  the  assistance  which  was 
afforded  in  France  to  the  great  industrial 
classes  in  the  culture  of  Art  as  applied  to 
manufactures.  When  we  looked  at  our 
large  industrial  towns  we  had  certainly 
reason  almost  to  despair;  but  still  he 
thought  the  English  nation  should  never 
entertain  the  idea  that  they  were  not  ca- 
pable of  becoming  equal  to  the  French  and 
the  Continental  nations  in  artistic  manu- 
factures, and  if  they  only  encouraged 
the  development  of  the  natural  gifts  of 
their  people,  they  might  still  hold  their 
own  in  competition  and  excel  their  rivals. 
But  what  encouragement  was  given? 
What  assistance  was  afforded  to  their 
industrial  classes  in  such  a  way  that 
they  could  apply  it  to  the  improvement 
of  their  industry  ?  They  were  depressed 
by  the  miserable  surroundings  of  their 
dwellings  and  the  complete  absence  of 
artistic  objects  that  were  worthy  of  being 
studied.  No  doubt,  London  was  the 
place  for  principal  and  original  objects 
of  Art;  but  duplicates  were  unwisely 
Bold,  instead  of  being  distributed,  and 
the  fragmentary  and  unsystematic  repro- 
ductions that  had  been  made  hitherto 
were  totally  inadequate  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  Provinces,  to  supply 
the  examples  that  were  needed  by  the 
designer  and  the  artist,  and  to  enable 
the  managers  of  Provincial  Museums  to 
make  the  best  selections  of  illustrations 
that  were  locally  required.  Could  they 
not  do  much  more  in  reproducing  exist- 
ing Art  treasures  ?  He  had  never  seen 
anything  obtainable  that  the  British 
Museum  had  reproduced.  He  un- 
derstood that  the  reproduction  of 
ancient  coining  had  been  abandoned 
by  that  institution.  [Mr.  Bkeesford 
HoPB  said,  that  was  going  on.]     He 
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was  glad  to  hear  it.  They  had,  how- 
ever, not  seen  much  evidence  of  it. 
Collections  ought  to  be  copied  on  a 
business-like  principle,  and  he  desired 
that  the  managers  of  their  Provincial 
museums  should  know  where  they  might 
go  with  a  certainty  of  success  in  com- 
pleting their  Collections.  He  was  pleased 
that  Bouth  Kensington  had  done  so 
much.  He  might  be  told  that  the 
advance  had  not  been  very  largely 
responded  to  by  the  public ;  but  there 
were  one  or  two  reasons  for  that.  One 
was  that  he  thought  where  towns  under- 
took the  erection  of  museums,  and  pro- 
vided proper  places  of  deposit  and  exhi- 
bition, the  Directors  of  those  institutions 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  pay  so 
much  as  half  the  cost,  but  should  be- 
come entitled  to  them  when  they  could 
show  that  they  had  done  what  was  re- 
quired. It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
local  rates  should  be  called  to  bear  the 
cost  of  filling  the  museums;  but  they 
were  pretty  well  over-burdened  already ; 
and  in  regard  to  local  subscribers  they 
were  really  a  very  small  body  of  persons, 
and  naturally  felt  somewhat  being  ccdled 
upon  for  so  many  purposes.  The  suc- 
cessive demands  necessary,  therefore, 
fell  upon  a  limited  few  ;  and  he  claimed 
that  the  matter  should  be  met  by  the 
Government.  Only  the  nation  possessed 
the  supply — the  local  authorities  could 
not  find  it  if  they  wished.  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum  now  swept  the  whole  coun- 
try ;  and  he  could  only  look  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  do  more  to  assist  those 
industrial  centres  which  had  become  to 
so  great  an  extent  the  taxpaying  power 
of  the  countiT. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  Prime 
Minister  having  replied  to  Uie  first  part 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion,  all  that  he 
(Mr.  Mundella)  had  simply  to  do  now 
was  to  notice  that  portion  of  the  Motion 
which  proposed  that,  a  special  grant 
should  be  made  to  the  Science  and  Art 
Department,  South  Kensington,  to  enable 
them  to  supply  Provincial  Art  Gfdleries 
and  Museums  with  artistic  examples  and 
reproductions  of  industrial  Art,  adapted 
to  their  special  local  requirements.  He 
had  often  told  his  friends  that  it  was  im- 
possible that  South  Kensington  or  any 
other  Department  could  undertake  to 
supply  original  examjples  to  the  Pro- 
vinces. But  South  Kensington  could 
supply  Eissistance  and  advice  in  the 
making  of  purchases,  and  a  ooUeotioa 
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which  had  jast  been  purchased  for  Bir- 
mingham had  been  very  greatly  admired. 
If  it  were  possible  for  South  Kensington 
to  provide  origpinal  examples  for  the  Pro- 
linoee,  there  would  immediately  arise 
contests  as  to  which  museum  should  have 
particular  specimens.     But  his  answer 
to  this  demand  was  that  if  they  distri- 
Irated  their  Collections  in  that  way,  they 
would  disintegrate  the  whole  National 
Oollection.     There  must  be  in  the  great 
eentre  of  this  Empire    the    very  best 
original  examples  tnat  could  be  found  in 
the  world.  There  were  not  only  4, 000,000 
of  people  in  London,  but  they  had  all  the 
people  of  the  Empire  visiting  the  capital 
some  time  or  other.     When  men  came 
to  London  fro.m  the  Provinces  they  ex- 
pected  to  see  there  the  very  choicest 
objects  of  Art  which  the  British  nation 
eomd  produce.     Those  original  articles 
could  not,  therefore,  be  distributed  from 
one  side  of  the  country  to  the  other  with- 
out the  present  great  National  Collections 
of  Art  objects  being  broken  up.    While 
he  could  not  accede  to  his  hon.  Friend's 
demand  for  originals,  he  was  quite  ready 
to  accord  to  the  utmost  of  his  ability 
anything  in  the  shape  of  reproduction 
wuch  was  necessary  to  stimulate  Art. 
What  the  Ghovemment  had  done  in  the 
past  year  in  this  respect  had  been  a  ^reat 
adyanoe  on  anything  that  had  ever  oeen 
done  before.    The  Estimates  showed  the 
great  advance  which  had  been  made. 
Ilie  Yote  for  Schools  of  Science  and  Art 
was  this  year  £160,000,  against  £154,000 
in  the  previous  year.    Then  the  sum 
spent  in  the  purchase  and  circulation 
m  works  of  Art  was  £28,954,  against 
£24,561 .     The  whole  increase,  then,  was 
in  order  to  increase  the  circulation  of 
works  of  Art  in  the  Provinces.   The  Vote 
for  South  Kensington  had  increased  from 
£39,000  to  £42,000 ;    the  total  amount 
of  the  two  Votes  having  increased  from 
£63,000  to  £73,000.     He  would  tell  hon. 
ICembers  what  had  been  done.    A  few 
years  ago  South  Kensington  commenced 
to  make  loans  of  objects  for  temporary 
exhibition  at  different  towns  in  the  Pro- 
Tinces.     Those  loans  had  gone  on  in- 
creasing from  year  to  year  until  the 
mere    cost   of    the   carriage   came    to 
£4,000  a-year.    Last  year  they  circulated 
throughout  the  Provinces  15,047  objects 
— ^that  was  to  say,  paintings  and  other 
original  objects,  to  something  like  80  or 
100  museums.    They  were  continually 
sending  ireili  streams  of  ol^ects  from 
Boaih  jCensingtontothe  different  mu- 


seums.  One  museum  had  a  collection 
for  six  months,  then  it  was  exchanged 
with  another,  and  so  a  circulation  of 
objects  was  kept  up  through  the  dif- 
ferent towns  of  tne  Kingdom,  care  being 
taken  that  those  kinds  of  works  of  Art 
which  were  best  calculated  to  stimulate 
the  taste  of  any  particular  locality  should 
be  sent  to  it.  No  part  of  the  work  which 
he  was  engaged  in  was  more  interesting 
than  to  witness  the  active,  useful  work 
done  in  connection  with  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum ;  and  yet  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman came  down  to  the  House  and 
reproached  the  Government  for  not 
having  done  sufficient.  They  could  only 
say— 

"  We  give  you  all  we  can,  no  more, 
Though  poor  the  offering  be." 

He  could  not  honestly  say  that  the  Trea- 
sury had  been  illiberal  in  this  matter,  for 
he  thought  that  an  increase  of  £10,000 
upon  a  Yote  for  one  Department  was  a 
very  substantial  increase.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg)  had  said 
that  they  compared  poorly  with  foreign 
nations  ;  but  he  would  probably  find  that 
more  was  done  for  Art  by  the  State  in 
England  than  in  any  other  country.  He 
was  very  doubtful  whether  France  did 
as  much  for  Provincial  Art  as  England. 
France  did  a  good  deal,  but  it  was  for 
Paris  alone,  while  Lyons  and  the  other 
large  centres  had  to  pay  for  the  Art  they 
required  from  their  local  rates.  They 
did  it,  and  he  could  not  believe  that 
Manchester  would  be  behind  Lyons,  or 
Birmingham  behind  any  corresponding 
town  on  the  Continent.  Moreover,  this 
country  did  a  g^eat  deal  in  the  way  of 
reproductions.  Already  £3,000  worth 
of  reproductions  had  been  ordered  for 
next  year.  When  the  State  supplied 
Birmingham,  Leeds,  and  the  other  large 
towns  with  casts  and  facsimile  repro- 
ductions of  all  kinds  of  works  of  art  at 
half  the  price  they  cost,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  reason  to  complain.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  thought 
they  should  be  supplied  gratis.  He  (Mr. 
Mundella)  was  not  of  that  opinion.  He 
thought  it  was  only  fair,  when  the  State 
contributed  50  per  cent  of  the  cost,  that 
an  effort  should  be  made  by  the  locality 
to  pay  the  remcdnder.  Everything  that 
could  be  done  to  stimulate  Art  through- 
out the  country  was  done.  Alreadv  in- 
dustrial Art  in  many  towns  and  places 
in  the  Kingdom  had  been  greatly  bene  • 
fited  by  what  South  Kensington  had 
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eflfected.  There  were  Schools  of  Art  all 
over  the  conntry,  which  were  doing  a 
fi^eat  work,  assisted  by  the  loan  of  an 
increased  number  of  objects  of  Art,  which 
were  constantly  in  general  circulation  by 
means  of  an  increased  staff  appointed 
for  the  purpose .  The  larger  the  increase 
in  the  Vote,  the  larger  would  be  the 
number  of  objects  of  Art  which  he  would 
be  able  to  circulate  throughout  the 
country  during  the  year.  He  thought 
that  everything  that  could  fairly  be 
asked  was  now  done  by  the  Department 
to  realize  the  aspirations  of  his  hon. 
Friends,  and  that  the  localities  might 
justly  be  required  to  have  sufficient 
public  spirit  to  pay  their  moiety.  He 
trusted  that,  after  the  assurances  the 
Prime  Minister  had  given,  and  the  ex- 
planations he  had  tendered  to  the  House, 
the  Motion  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  GEORGE  HOWARD  said,  that 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  were 
fully  alive  to  the  desirability  of  circulat- 
ing throughout  the  Provinces  drawings 
and  artistic  works,  and  were  doing  the 
utmost  in  their  power  in  that  direction. 
Only  recently  they  decided  to  transfer  a 
Oollectiou  from  Dublin,  where  it  had  been 
10  years,  to  Liverpool.  As  a  Trustee  of 
the  National  Gallery,  he  denied  that 
Turner's  pictures  were  being  kept  in  a 
cellar  there  or  in  the  dark.  As  many  of 
Turner's  drawings  as  could  be  lent  out 
were  on  loan.  With  respect  to  Mr. 
Ruskin's  suggestion  that  the  Trustees  of 
the  Nation^  Gallery  should  place  the 
Turner  Collections  in  some  conveniently- 
built  garret  or  upstair  room,  all  he  could 
say  was  that  he  wished  the  Treasury 
would  enable  them  to  extend  the  Na- 
tional Gallery.  The  Trustees  found 
themselves  very  much  cramped,  not  only 
with  respect  to  the  Turner  drawings,  but 
in  other  respects,  and  they  were  unable 
to  act  in  the  matter  without  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Treasury.  He  fully  agreed 
with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  as  to  the  great  advantage 
which  would  result  from  co-operation 
between  the  National  Museum  and  the 
Provincial  Museums  in  the  purchase  of 
orig^al  works  of  Art.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  large  numbers  of  original  paint- 
ings, which,  although  they  might  not 
be  suitable  for  the  National  Collection, 
might  be  well  worthy  of  a  place  in  a 
Provincial  Museum.  He  was  sure  that 
anyone  who  had  seen  the  objects  of  art 
which  Birmingham  had  purchased  for 
its  Museum  with  its  own  money  would 
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feel  a  wish  to  assist  the  development  of 
Provincial  Museums. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that  there 
was  a  growing  feeling  of  discontent  at 
the  practical  monopoly  enjoyed  by  the 
Metropolis  in  the  Art  treasures  concen- 
trated in  London.  It  was  high  time 
that  it  should  be  understood  that  the 
Metropolis  could  not  supply  the  demands 
of  the  whole  Kingdom,  for,  after  all, 
London  had  only  one-tenth  of  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country.  It  was  practically 
impossible  for  the  great  bulk  of  those 
artizans  who  wished  to  improve  theni- 
selves  in  every  branch  of  industry  to 
come  to  London  to  obtain  a  practical  ac- 
quaintance with  the  Art  treasures  in  it. 
It  was  absolutely  necessary  that  these 
should  be  brought  to  their  own  doors, 
that  they  might  study  to  improve  the 
branches  of  industry  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  the  competition  of  the  Conti- 
nent. He  did  not  doubt  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  everything  in 
his  power ;  but  this  Vote  was  most  in- 
sufficient and  almost  contemptible.  A 
sum  equal  to  this  was  spent  in  despatch- 
ing Embassies  to  decorate  Foreign  Sove- 
reigns with  the  Order  of  the  Garter.  He 
thought  it  was  time  for  the  public  voice 
to  be  heard  in  that  House,  in  order  that 
the  adjustment  and  distribution  of  the 
public  money  should  be  controlled.  What 
in  the  past  had  been  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  this  country  ?  They  lived  in 
gloomy  homes  in  narrow  streets  ;  their 
hours  of  labour  were  excessive,  and  the 
taxation  was  excessive.  The  House  was 
reminded  that  in  the  last  50  years  they 
had  made  a  marvellous  advance.  He 
was  thankful  for  that ;  but  he  hoped  that 
the  public  would  put  an  increasing  pres- 
sure on  the  House  in  order  that  the 
public  income  might  be  expended  in 
more  useful  directions  than  it  had  been 
in  the  past.  A  new  wave  of  public  opi- 
nion was  arising  in  favour  of  State  aid 
being  given  to  the  stimulation  of  Art  in 
Provincial  towns.  A  new  demand  would 
be  made  on  the  Education  Department 
by  the  public,  who  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  the  altogether  inadequate  proposal 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
mentioned,  and  which  appeared  in  the 
Estimates  of  this  year. 

Mb.  H.  DAVENPORT  said,  that  the 
Yote,  which  had  been  slightly  increased 
this  year,  was  inadequate  to  the  wants  of 
the  g^eat  manufacturing  towns  through- 
out the  country.  Connected  as  he  was 
with  North  Stfvffordshire;  he  felt  deeply 
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interested  in  the  question  of  bringing 
before  the  body  of  artizans  in  that  dis- 
trict a  large  number  of  specimens  of 
ornamental  Art.  He  concurred  in  the 
obseryations  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken  as  to  the  necessity  of 
brinffing  such  specimens  down  to  Pro- 
rincud  localities.  He  hoped  that  the 
diKUssion  which  had  taken  place  would 
excite  attention  on  the  part  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  to  this  question. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Collings)  very 
properly  thought  fit  to  make  some  refer- 
ence to  the  interests  of  Ireland  in  his 
Motion ;  and  although  no  other  English 
Member  manifested  the  least  desire  to 
grant  any  assistance  whatever  to  that 
oonntry,  it  raised  a  cry  of  "Divide!" 
when  ihe  first  Irish  Member  rose  to 
speak.     He  intended  briefly  to  refer  to 
one  or  two  points  which  concerned  the 
interests  of  Ireland.      He  found  fault 
with    the    Parliamentary  outlay  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Government  for  the  re- 
production of  specimens  of  Art,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  must  express  his  concur- 
lenoe  in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
lor  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  that  the 
anistance  given  to  the  important  de- 
partment hardly  deserved  to  be  desig- 
nated by  the  name  of  grants.     It  was 
not  until   they  should  see  £1,000,000 
deroted  to  the  culture  of  the  brains  and 
the  training  of  the  fingers  of  their  work- 
men in  the  higher  ideals  of  perfection 
in  every  department  of  Art  and  industry 
ooold  they  be  justified  in  saying  that  a 
real  attempt  had  been  made  by  the  Go- 
Temment  to  promote  this  all-important 
branch    of    education.      However,    he 
thought  they  might  take  the  observa- 
tions of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil as  clearly  intimating  that  all   his 
desires  were  with  the  increased  encou- 
ragement of  artistic  and  industrial  edu- 
cation in  this  country.     He  wished  to 
refer  particularly  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  Mover  of  the  Besolution  that  aid  of 
this  description  g^ven  by  the  Govern- 
ment shoma  be  regulated  by  the  degree 
in  which    towns  or  cities   were*  rated 
under  the  Towns  Improvement  Act.     A 
condition  of  that  kind  might  be  very 
proper    in   England;   but    in    Ireland, 
where  British  administration  had  made 
a  tsMa  rata  of  all  industrial  perfection, 
the  policy  of  the  Government  should 
necessarily  be  one  of  gpratuitous  assist- 
ance for  some  time  to  come,  so  as  to 


repair,  in  some  degree,  the  vast  injuries 
inflicted  upon  every  department  of  in- 
dustry in  Ireland.  In  sending  their 
artistic  missionaries  to  Irelana  they 
should  proceed  on  the  supposition  that 
the  past  history  of  that  country  left  very 
little  artistic  development  existlDg  at 
present,  and  that  their  first  duty  should 
be  to  produce  that  development  before 
expecting  any  efforts  at  local  and  inde- 
pendent initiation.  It  was  admitted  in 
Papers  and  Beports  presented  to  the 
House  that  there  was  no  population 
more  susceptible  of  industrial  culture 
than  the  Irish  people ;  and  the  policy  of 
the  Government  should  be  to  direct  their 
missionaries  to  discover  that  suscepti- 
bility in  different  parts  of  Ireland,  and, 
by  giving  it  proper  and  liberal  encou- 
ragement, to  promote  industrial  pros- 
perity in  the  country.  It  might  seem 
rather  strange  that  he  should  oe  plead- 
ing the  assistance  of  the  Government 
for  the  Irish  people  in  what  might  be 
called  the  luxuries  of  refined  civiliza- 
tion, while  so  many  of  those  people  were 
in  want  of  the  very  necessaries  of  life  ; 
but  he  trusted  there  was  a  better  out- 
look for  Ireland  than  might  be  imme- 
diately visible  from  the  standpoint  of 
English  legislation.  He  was  sincerely 
desirous  that  some  vigorous  effort  should 
be  made  for  the  development  of  artistic 
education  in  Ireland.  There  were  a 
dozen  places  in  Ireland  where  such 
assistance  could  be  conveniently  and 
profitably  given  at  the  present  moment, 
and  it  was  only  by  efforts  such  as  those 
that  they  could  expect  to  bring  about 
the  improvement  of  the  present  state  of 
affairs  of  the  country.  He  was  aware 
that  his  suppositions  were  rather  Uto- 
pian, and  that  to  the  minds  of  many  hon. 
Members  of  that  House  it  was  like  look- 
ing for  the  advent  of  the  Millennium  to 
expect  the  day  when  fair  administrative 
ability  would  be  conspicuous  in  Irish 
affairs,  and  when  such  institutions  as 
the  Board  of  No  Works  and  the  Local 
Misgovemment  Board  would  be  abo- 
lished. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mcdn  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE  NEW 
CODE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  following  Amend- 
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mout  of  wliicli  he  had  given  Notice,  but 
which  the  Forms  of  the  House  prevented 
him  from  moving,  namely— 

"  That  it  18  desirable  to  allow  School  Boards 
and  Committeos  to  present  Children  for  Ex- 
amination in  any  of  the  recognized  Class  sub- 
jects," 

said,  he  trusted  he  need  hardly  disclaim 
any  intention  of  attacking  the  New  Code 
as  a  whole.     Far  from  it,  he  thanked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  great 
care  and  attention  he    had    given   to 
the  subject.    There  were,  however,  some 
points  in  the  Code  which  he  feared  would 
work  injuriously.  For  instance,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  was  taking  a  retrograde  step  in 
excluding  children  of  the  Fourth  Stan- 
dard from  specific  subjects.      On  some 
future  occasion  he  should,  perhaps,  ask 
the  House  to  allow  him  to  call  their 
attention  to  this  part  of  the  subject, 
unless,  indeed,  his  right  hon.   Friend 
could    be    induced    to    reconsider    the 
matter.     He  would  only  say  now  that 
the  clause   as   it  stood  would  cut  off 
three-fifths  of  the  science  instruction  at 
present  given  in  Liverpool.     For  the 
present,  however,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
House  to  let  him  direct  their  attention 
for  a  few  minutes  to  the  regulations 
affecting  what  were  called  class  subjects. 
The  subjects  taught  in  elementary  scJiools 
were  divided  by  the  Code  into  three 
heads — obligatory  subjects,   class  sub- 
jects, and  specific  subjects.    The  obliga- 
tory   subjects    were    reading,   writing, 
and  arithmetic ;  the  class  subjects  were 
English,  geography,  elementary  science, 
and  history,  and  for  girls,  sewing.  Now, 
the  points  of  which  he  complained  were 
that  two  of  these  onlv  could  be  taken, 
and  that  one  must  always  be  English. 
Most  schools  would,  he  believed,  select 
geography  or  history  for  the  second,  and 
the  consequence  was   that  elementary 
science,    though    nominally    included, 
would  have  but  little  chance.     A  good 
elementary  education  should  surely  in- 
clude the  rudiments  of  all  four;   and 
though  he  would  not  press  schoolmasters 
to  take  them  all  up,  at  any  rate  at  present, 
stUL  he  saw  no  reason  why  they  should 
limit  the  number  to  two  and  exclude 
the  others.     Now,  the  ''  English ''  of  the 
Code  was  mainly  grammar.   It  included, 
no  doubt,  the  learning  by  heart  of  a 
certain  number  of  lines  of  poetry ;  still, 
the  main  portion  of  the   time  would 
be  devoted  to  grammar.    Of  course,  it 
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sounded  very  plausible  to  say  that  every 
one  should  learn  his  mother  tongue ;  bul 
the  question  was  how?  He  believec 
the  cnild  would  learn  English  better  b^ 
reading  Shakespeare  and  Milton  an< 
the  Bible  than  if  he  knew  all  Lindle^ 
Murray  by  heart.  How  many  gentle' 
men  in  that  Ho.use  ever  learnt  Englisl 
grammar?  Not  even,  he  believed,  f 
''bare"  majority.  Had  our  greater 
orators  done  so  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  o: 
Lancaster  had  told  them  that  he  hac 
never  learned  any  English  grammar 
and  he  doubted  whether  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister ever  had.  Still,  he  had  no  desin 
that  grammar  should  be  excluded.  AI 
he  a^ed  was  that  it  should  not  be  gpivec 
an  unfair  advantage.  Another  reasoE 
against  making  grammar  obligatory  was 
that  they  must,  to  a  certain  extent,  consull 
the  idiosyncrasies  of  schoolmasters.  He 
did  not  deny  that  some  men  could  make 
grammar  interesting ;  but  he  believed 
that  they  were  few  in  number.  To  force 
men  who  could  not  make  it  interesting 
to  teach  it  was  not  only  to  waste  time, 
but  worse,  for  anything  that  made  chil- 
dren hate  their  lessons  did  them  irrepar- 
able injury.  Now,  he  hoped  no  hon. 
Members  would  be  frightened  by  the 
term  ''science."  Some  even  of  Hex 
Majesty's  Inspectors  seemed  entirely  to 
misunderstand  what  was  desired.  Foi 
instance,  Mr.  Holmes,  in  a  Report  pub- 
lished in  the  annual  Blue  Book,  said— 

*  *  With  all  due  deference  to  Sir  John  Lubbock*! 
opinion,  I  hope  that  the  children  in  our  elemen- 
tary schools  will  long  continae  to  learn  about 
Liverpool  and  Glasgow,  the  Rhine  and  the 
Danube,  the  manufactures  of  England,  uid 
the  commerce  of  Australia,  rather  than  about 
cortical  parenchymas  and  chlorophyll  g^ranules, 
the  mesenteric  lymphatics  and  the  thoracic 
duct." 

Mr.  Ley,  again,  severely  remarked  on — 

''  Thenotionof  Bome3,885,272  little  Sandfoidi 
and  Merlons  walking  about  the  highways  and 
byways  of  Groat  Britain  listening  to  sermons 
on  stones  and  spiders,  or  discussing  petals  and 
sepals  with  daly  qualified  Mr.  Barlows." 

But  he  did  not  wish  to  introduce  tech- 
nical phraseology,  though  he  might 
add  that  there  were  as  long  words 
in  grammar  as  in  any  other  subject. 
The  elementary  science  of  which  he 
spoke  was  that  defined  in  the  1st  Sche- 
dule. Hon.  Members  would  see  that  it 
meant  a  progressive  course  of  simplo 
lessons  on  common  objects^  such  as  fami* 
liar  animals,  plants,  and  substanoes  in 
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ordmary  life.  It  might  be  said  that 
"elementary  soienoe"  was  a  Tery  grand 
name  for  simple  lessons  in  common  and 
ftuniliar  objects.  This  he  admitted; 
bat  he  must,  of  course,  use  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Code,  and  he  thought 
critics  would  find  it  difficult  to  substi- 
tute any  better  name  for  ^'elementary 
Kience."  Even  Mr.  Matthew  Arnold 
was  driven  to  fall  back  on  German  and 
eall  it  naturkunde^  which  we  mig;ht, 
perhaps,  come  to  adopt  as  we  had 
Mure,  At  any  rate,  he  hoped  it  would 
be  distinctly  understood  that  he  was  not 
liking  for  anything  •  difficult  or  ad- 
Taaoed;  bat  merely  that  teachers  should 
not  be  precluded  from  giving  children 
interesting  and  instructive  lessons  on 
familiar  natural  objects  in  order  to 
torment  them  with  abstruse  gramma- 
tical technicalities.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  would  admit  that  Mr.  Fearon 
was  a  great  authority  on  such  ques- 
tions. Now,  how  did  Mr.  Fearon  say 
that  grammar  must  be  taught?  He 
laid— 

*'The  teacher  should,  immediately  after  im- 
patmff  the  first  elementary  notions  and  general 
dsfinitiona,  proceed  to  the  subject  and  predi- 
cate, beginning  with  the  noun  and  pronoun  as 
the  subject,  and  with  intransitive  verbs  as  verbs 
of  complete  predication.  He  should  then  pass 
on  to  the  direct  objective  relations  of  nouns 
and  pronouns  with  verbs  of  incomplete  predi- 
cation.'* 

This  was  surely  as  difficult  as  any 
branch  of  science.  Few  men  ever  un- 
derstood children  better  than  the  late 
Bean  Dawes,  and  he  supposed  his 
school  at  Somboume  was  one  of  the 
Tery  best  England  had  ever  seen. 
What  was  the  secret  of  his  suc- 
cess ?  The  school  was  specially  reported 
on  for  the  Education  Department  by  Mr. 
Voseley,  who  said — 

"That  feature  in  the  King's  Somboumo 
School  which  constitutes  probably  its  greatest 
excellence,  and  to  which  Mr.  Dawes  attributes 
chiefly  its  influence  with  the  agricultural  popu- 
lation around  him,  is  the  union  of  instruction 
in  a  few  simple  principles  of  natural  science 
applicable  to  things  familiar  to  the  children's 
(illy  observation  with  everything  else  usually 
taught  in  a  national  schooL" 

The  Committee  of  that  House,  which 
Bat  in  1868,  under  the  able  presidency 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ban- 
bury (Mr.  B.  Samuelson),  recommended 
that  the  rudiments  of  natural  science 
ihould  be  taught  in  all  our  national 
pohooU,  and  recorded  their  opinion  that 


''  Nothing  less  will  suffice  if  we  are  to 
maintain  our  position  in  the  van  of  in- 
dustrial nations."  Sir  Francis  Sandford, 
in  giving  evidence  before  the  Scotch 
Commissioners  on  Endowed  Institutions, 
spoke  strongly  in  favour  of  the  clause 
in  the  old  C^de  on  these  subjects.  He 
said — 

*'  It  is  a  distinct  encouragement  for  him  to 
take  up  subjects  for  instruction  of  great  and 
lively  interest  in  the  school  itself,  and  of  prac- 
tical utiHty  in  after  life  to  the  great  majority  of 
the  children  when  they  leave  scnool." 

Dr.  Percival,  also,  the  late  Head  Master 
of  Clifton  College,  speaking  of  our  pub- 
lic schools,  said — 

' '  I  consider  that  the  introduction  of  science 
has  not  in  any  way  interfered  with  the  success- 
ful pursuit  of  the  old  studies ;  while  many  of 
our  boys  who  have  gained  distinction  in  classics 
or  mathematics  have  thus  acquired  a  sound  ele- 
mentary knowledge  of  two  or  three  branches  of 
science,  and  many  others  have  had  all  their 
powers  stimulated  by  thus  finding  out  that 
slowness  in  learning  languages  does  not  neces- 
sarily mean  general  stupidity." 

Bemarking  on  this,  Mr.  Hance,  the  able 
Secretary  of  the  Liverpool  Board,  truly 
said — 

**  If,  however,  such  are  the  results  of  the  in- 
troduction of  science  instruction  into  schools 
whose  curriculum  already  included  not  only 
the  study  of  the  masterpieces  of  Greece  and 
Rome,  as  well  as  the  varied  attractions  of  ma- 
thematics, modem  languages,  English  litera- 
ture, &c.,  what  must  bo  its  stimulating  effect 
upon  children  whose  mental  food  has  hitherto 
been  confined  to  the  dull  routine  of  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic,  varied  only  by  a  modi- 
cum 01  grammar,  history,  or  geography  ?  " 

In  this  he  believed  that  Mr.  Hance  ex  - 
pressed  the  general  opinion  of  elemen- 
tary teachers.  At  the  recent  Conference 
of  the  National  Union  of  Elementary 
Teachers  it  was  resolved — 

"  That  this  Conference  is  of  opinion,  with  re- 
gard to  Article  19  of  the  Code  of  1876,  that  each 
subject  taught  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Inspector 
should  be  paid  for  at  the  rate  of  2*.  per  subject 
up  to  a  limit  of  three  subjects." 

The  advantage  of  introducing  geo- 
graphy and  elementary  science  was 
strikingly  shown  by  the  experience  of 
Liverpool.  For  several  years  the  per- 
centage of  passes  was  74" 5  per  cent, 
varying  only  between  74* .3  and  74-7 ; 
but  in  1877  special  subjects  were  added, 
and  in  four  years  the  percentage  of 
passes  rose  to  no  less  than  89  per  cent. 
Again,  the  British  Association,  through 
its  Special  Committee,  had  carefully  con- 
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sidered  the  subject.  They  represented 
the  general  feeling  of  men  of  science  in 
the  country ;  and  they  felt  that  under 
the  proposed  Code  the  teaching  of  ele- 
mentary science,  in  which  he  knew  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  took  much 
interest,  would  be  placed  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage. They  therefore  adopted,  and 
a  few  days  ago  forwarded  to  him,  the 
following  Besolution : — 

**  This  Committee  has  heard  with  satisfaction 
that  Sir  John  Labbock  has  given  Notice  to  bring 
the  question  of  the  teaching  of  natural  know- 
ledge  again  before  Parliament,  and  offers  him 
its  support  in  asking  that  the  three  class  sub- 
jects of  Schedule  II.  of  the  New  Code— namely, 
English,  geography,  and  elementary  science — 
should  be  placed  on  the  same  footing.'* 

If  he  were  not  afraid  of  wearying  the 
House  it  would  be  easy  to  quote  many 
other  authorities.  They  did  not  ask  the 
House  to  make  science  obligatory,  but 
only  to  give  it  a  fair  chance.  The  next 
ground  on  which  he  based  his  Amend- 
ment was  on  the  undesirability  of  inter- 
fering more  than  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary with  local  self-government.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
had  often  pointed  out  the  advantages 
of  local  self-government  with  force  and 
eloquence.  He  intended  to  propose  a 
wide  and  comprehensive  Bill  for  County 
Government,  yet  in  this  Code  the  Govern- 
ment actually  dictated  to  School  Boards 
exactly  what  subjects  they  should  teach, 
and  forced  them  to  take  up  grammar 
instead  of  elementary  science  whether 
they  wished  it  or  not.  The  School  Board 
of  London,  and,  he  believed,  of  Liver- 
pool also,  had  passed  resolutions  con- 
demning this  provision  of  the  Code. 
Surely  it  was  a  great  anomaly  that  when 
they  had  a  School  Board  representing 
4,000,000  of  people  they  could  not  trust 
them  on  such  a  point  as  that.  There 
was  one  other  body  of  persons  in  whose 
name  he  implored  his  right  hon.  Friend 
not  to  harden  his  heart  against  the  ap- 
peal. He  meant  those  mainly  concerned 
— the  school  children  themselves.  On  a 
previous  occasion  he  mentioned  to  the 
House  the  result  of  votes  he  had  taken  in 
several  schools  between  the  different  sub- 
jects, and  that'elementary  science  was  by 
far  the  most  popular.  Of  course,  he  had 
never  used  tnis  as  an  argument  for  ex- 
cluding other  subjects  ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  a  very  strong  one  against  excluding 
science.  He  should  never  forget  a  lesson 
he  heard  in  one  of  the  Liverpool  schools. 
He  wished  his  right  hon.  Friend  could 
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have  heard  that  lesson,  and  seen  the 
eager  attention  of  the  children,  their 
vivid  interest,  and  bright  faces ;  it  would 
have  pleaded  for  his  Amendment  with 
irresistible  eloquence.  He  would  ven- 
ture to  give  the  House  another  of  his 
own  experiences.  He  persuaded  the 
master  of  the  school  in  his  village  to 
take  up  elementary  astronomy.  The 
schoolmaster  was  very  reluctant  to  make 
the  experiment.  He  had  no  taste  for 
science,  and  knew  little  about  it.  Still, 
he  consented.  A  year  later  came  out 
the  last  Code,  which  made  grammar 
and  history  practically  obligatory.  The 
schoolmaster  then  called  on  him  in 
some  distress,  and  asked  if  it  was 
really  necessary  to  give  up  the  astro- 
nomy, as  he  was  not  prepared  to 
take  up  three  subjects.  He  explained 
to  him  that  it  was,  but  said  be  thought 
he  would  have  been  glad  of  the  chanee, 
*'  Oh,  Sir,"  he  said,  **you  know  I  did 
not  wish  to  take  up  astronomy ;  but  as 
soon  as  I  began  I  found  the  children 
were  so  much  interested ;  it  brightened 
them  up  so  much  that  they  learnt  their 
other  lessons  all  the  better,  and  I  should, 
therefore,  be  very  sorry  to  give  it  up." 
That,  he  believed,  was  the  general  ex- 
perience of  those  schools  in  which  ele- 
mentary science  had  been  taught.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, in  his  charming  Life  of  Maeauiay, 
said  that  that  g^eat  man,  who  had  every- 
thing which  ability,  wealth,  and  rank 
could  give  him,  derived  his  greatest 
happiness  from  books.  That  source  of 
enjoyment  woidd  be  open  to  the  poorest 
of  those  children  if  they  taught  them 
how  to  use  it ;  but  the  Code  forced  on  all 
schools  one  subject,  and  that  the  driest 
and  most  technical,  the  most  distasteful  of 
all  to  the  minds  of  children.  They  were 
anxious,  on  the  contrary,  to  make  the 
schools  as  interesting  to  the  children  as 
possible.  People  often  talked  of  teach- 
ing children  to  read  as  if  it  consisted  in 
the  mere  mechanical  act  of  deciphering 
the  letters  and  transforming  the  written 
characters  into  audible  sound  and  mental 
images.  But  teaching  a  child  how  to 
read  and  teaching  it  to  read  were  two 
totally  different  things.  They  had  not 
taught  them  to  read  if  they  have  not 
taught  them  to  love  reading.  In  read- 
ing one  of  the  last  numbers  of  The  Jout' 
nai  of  Education  he  was  much  struck  by 
an  experience  of  a  schoolmistress.  She 
had  some  difficulty  with  her  school,  tiU 
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one  day  she  thought  of  giving  a  lesson 
on  animals.  The  efiPect  seemed  to  have 
been  magical;  the  children  were  de- 
lighted. She  had  no  longer  any  reason  to 
eomplain  of  absence  or  inattention,  and 
they  strove  to  behave  well  at  other  lessons 
Hdt  fear  of  being  excluded  from  this  one. 
Thus  this  lesson  actually  became  areward. 
No  doubt  in  education  they  must  have 
mnch  that  was  tedious,  much  that  taxed 
the  memory.  That  made  it  so  much  the 
more  necessary  to  introduce  some  sub- 
ject of  a  different  character.  They  did 
not  ask  for  the  introduction  of  any  sub- 
jects of  a  difficult  or  abstruse  character. 
They  did  not  ask  that  any  subject  should 
be  made  compulsory.  All  they  begged 
for  was  that  those  elementary  lessons  on 
familiar  objects  should  be  placed  on  the 
sime  footing  as  grammar — that  the  book 
of  Nature  should  not  be  shut  out  from 
the  schools  of  England. 

Mb.   STORY  -  MASKELYNE    said, 
that  no  reasonable  person  could  doubt 
the  advisability  of  taking  some  steps 
in  the  direction  of  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for   the 
University  of  London*     He  thought  the 
managers  ought  to  have  the  option  of 
two  or  three  different  subjects.     There 
would  be  difficulties  raised,  no  doubt, 
to  that  course,  and  the  same  sort  of 
UBwer  would  be   given   as  had  been 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Ceilings) ;  and  they  would  be  told 
that  the  Code  was  elaborate,  but  could 
not,  in  present  circumstances,  be  made 
much  less  elaborate.     The  question  as 
between  the  subjects  under  discussion, 
tt  it  appeared  to  him,  resolved  itself  into 
AdiacoBsion  as  to  the  relatively  educa- 
tional character  of  those  subjects.     And 
We   he  would    assert    that   none    of 
the  other  subjects  presented  to  his  mind 
&  better  educational  implement  than  did 
some  of  the  simpler  forms  of  natural 
science.     It  was  true  that  there  was 
some  difficulty  in  teaching  those  branches 
of  science  well,  and  they  might  easily 
he  taught  in  a  dry  and  uninteresting 
nianner,  bo  as  to  have  little  value.     He 
hew  that  in  teaching  them  they  were 
often  not  made  educational ;  but,  on  the 
other  handy  neither  were  the  other  sub- 
jects.    The  subject  of  history,  for  in- 
stance, was  by  no  means,  even  in  their 
aspect  as  subjects  for  examination  at  the 
Universities,  of  high  educational  value. 
For  history,  as  taught  ordinarily,  was 
litde  more  than   an  exercise    for  the 


memory.  English  and  literature,  he 
admitted,  had  a  very  high  educational 
value,  while  geography,  to  be  taught  at 
all  usefully,  trenched  on  more  than  one 
branch  of  science.  Natural  science,  on 
the  other  hand,  dealt  with  what  the  child 
was  in  contact  with  on  every  side,  exer- 
cising his  observant  faculties  and  awak- 
ing his  interest,  while  forming  his  mind 
by  the  more  or  less  exact  study  of  what 
was  above  him  and  around  him.  Eng- 
lish and  literature  were  not  likely  to 
be  neglected  by  managers  or  teachers 
who  had  the  whole  career  of  the  child 
in  which  to  teach  them ;  while,  of 
the  remaining  subjects,  he  maintained 
that  there  was  no  one  which  could 
be  made  so  educational  as  that  of 
natural  science.  But  the  discretion 
ought  to  lie  with  the  managers,  who 
would  teach  what  the  staff  were  best 
qualified  to  teach,  and  what  was  most 
suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  children 
and  the  requirements  of  the  particular 
district.  He  therefore  supported  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gj-entleman  would  see  his 
way  to  make  some  concession.  But, 
before  sitting  down,  he  desired  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that  as  time  went  on  and 
Codes  got  developed,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  successors  might  get  a 
firmer  hold,  at  least  on  the  cluldren  in 
urban  and  densely  peopled  districts,  up 
to  and  beyond  their  1 3th  year ;  so  that 
their  education  might  be  of  some  real 
value  in  the  class  of  subjects  to  which 
the  attention  of  the  House  had  been 
drawn  in  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  In  this  way  primary  education 
might  become  the  stepping  stone  to,  with- 
out superseding,  that  secondary  educa- 
tion which  it  might  be  hoped  the  Depart- 
ment would  take  in  hand  at  no  remote 
future. 

Viscount  8AND0N  said,  that  the 
position  of  natural  science  had  of  late 
years  materially  changed  in  our  elemen- 
tary schools.  Men  were  made  shy  of  the 
subject  by  the  g^and  terms  applied  in 
the  New  Code  to  its  different  branches. 
The  question,  in  his  view,  was — What 
were  really  the  subjects  of  instruction  in 
elementary  science  to  which  children  in 
the  first  four  Standards  were  going  to 
be  subjected?  After  all,  the  first  four 
Standards  were  the  really  important 
matter.  Subjects  1,  2,  and  8  were  com- 
mon objects,  such  as  familiar  animals ; 
then  came  more  advanced  objects,  such 
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as  animals  and  plants,  with  particular 
reference  to  agriculture,  art,  and  manu- 
facture, together  with  the  thermometer. 
Now,  those  were  very  much,  after  all, 
what  were  considered  formerly  among 
the  teaching  of  **  common  things. 
Those  were  subjects  of  teaching  which 
gave  very  interesting  views;  and  he 
thought,  unless  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  suggested  some  very  grave 
difficulties  in  this  matter,  that  the  time 
had  come  when  it  would  be  well  to  give 
a  freedom  to  schools  to  allow  the  elemen- 
tary science  being  taken  up  at  the  op- 
tion of  the  manager.  He  thought  the 
whole  tendency  of  action  in  regard  to 
schools  of  late  years  had  been  to  feel 
their  way  towards  giving  the  greater 
option  to  managers  with  regard  to  the 
subjects  to  be  taught  in  the  schools. 
It  had  been  so  when  he  was  Vice  Presi- 
dent, and  the  same  policy  had  been  fol- 
lowed by  his  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton). 
As  time  went  on,  no  doubt  the  tendency 
would  be  to  give  greater  freedom  in  this 
respect ;  and  he,  for  one,  rejoiced  in  the 
prospect.  The  greater  variety  of  choice 
the  managers  had,  the  better  it  would  be 
forthechUdren.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  had  ably  advocated,  on  that 
and  other  occasions,  the  claims  of  natural 
science.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  the  great  thing  was  to 
make  children,  as  far  as  possible,  ob- 
serve and  think.  Heading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic  were  the  three  great  primary 
objects.  With  reference  to  the  Code 
generally,  he  would  not  like  to  go  into 
details  at  that  late  hour ;  but  he  very 
much  regretted  that  they  apparently 
would  have  no  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing this  most  important  document.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent could  hold  out  to  them  any  hopes 
of  further  discussing  it ;  but  he  (Vis- 
count Sandon),  for  one,  must  put  in 
a  distinct  protest  against  that  important 
Paper  becoming  the  law  of  all  schools 
without  further  sifting.  It  was  probable 
it  would  be  some  months  yet  before 
those  interested  in  it  would  have  really 
understood  or  completely  mastered  it. 
He  rejoiced  at  the  prospect  of  simplifica- 
tion, for,  from  experience  of  four  years 
in  the  Education  Department,  he  was 
not  quite  so  hopeful  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  making  it  a  simple  Code. 
Though  he  recognized  the  earnest  de- 
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sire  there  was  to  make  it  simple,  the 
more  he  saw  the  more  he  felt  it  wac 
a  duty  to  make  it  a  simple  document 
However,  it  had  his  best  wishes,  as  it 
had  those  of  all  who  were  interested  ii 
the  schools.  It  seemed  to  him  the  whoh 
action  of  the  Code  in  the  future  turned 
very  much  on  the  conduct  of  the  Inspec- 
tors in  wielding  the  great  powers  whicl 
were  about  to  be  placed  in  their  hands 
It  was  to  be  regretted,  however,  that  at 
the  time  when  the  Inspectors  were  mad< 
very  important  personages,  they  should 
be  somewhat  checked  in  the  freedom  oi 
their  criticisms  on  the  action  of  the  De- 
partment. He  gathered  from  the  Cir- 
cular that  in  future  they  were  not  tc 
criticize  the  Code  which  they  adminis- 
tered. Whoever  had  been  at  the  head  ol 
the  Department  had  often  received  sug* 
gestions  that  the  criticisms  of  the  In- 
spectors, in  their  Annual  Hoports,  should 
be  checked ;  but  he  had  always  resisted 
any  interference  with  the  freedom  of  the 
Inspectors  in  this  respect,  because  he 
thought  it  was  of  the  greatest  advantage 
to  the  country  that  there  should  be  fiie 
discussion  in  the  Blue  Books  as  to  ooi 
educational  system.  There  was  one  im- 
portant change  made  with  respect  to  the 
grants  for  the  three  elementary  subjects; 
of  course,  it  was  one  of  the  cardinal 
changes  of  the  Code.  Just  before  coming 
to  the  House  he  received  an  important 
letter  from  the  clerk  of  the  school  board 
at  Liverpool,  which  had  most  admirably 
carried  out  the  whole  of  the  educationid 
system  for  the  last  1 0  years.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House  he  would  read 
from  that  letter  a  passage  which  raised 
a  grave  doubt  as  to  one  important  mat- 
ter in  the  Code.     The  writer  said — 

**  You  will  observe  that  by  Article  109  (e)  the 
amount  of  this  grant  per  head  on  the  average 
attendance  is  to  be  regulated  by  the  percentage 
of  passes  obtained  to  those  which  might  have  been 
obtained  at  an  examination  in  which  all  chil- 
dren whose  names  had  been  on  the  rolls  of  the 
school  for  the  last  22  weeks  of  the  school  year, 
and  are  so  still  on  the  day  of  inspection,  must  be 
presented.  This  makes  it  to  be  the  direct 
interest  of  managers  and  teachers  that  no  child 
should  fulfil  these  conditions  who  is  not  likely  to 
be  successful  in  the  examination,  and,  therefore, 
inevitably  tends  to  the  exclusion  of  backward 
children.  To  illustrate  the  working  of  the  pro- 
posed grants  for  elementary  subjects,  I  am 
desired  to  take  the  cases  of  two  schools  each 
with  an  average  attendance  of  100,  one  of  which 
(a)  having  been  gradually  purged  of  all  back- 
ward scholars  as  the  day  of  examinatioii  ap- 
proached, presents  and  passes  90  children; 
while  the  other  (&),  which  has  taken  no  sqch 
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vwantioiii,  presents   100,  of  whom  five  fail.  ''To  meet  the  requirements  respecting  dis- 

The    grant    to    the    two     schools    would    bo  ciplino,  the  manaprers  and  teachers  will  be  ex- 

u  follows  —  viz.   {'t)  100    times    8.t.    4(/.,    or  pected  to  satisfy  the  Inspector  that  all  rcason- 

£41   13*.   4rf.,  and   (6)    100  times   Is.  11^.,  or  able  care  is  taken  in  the  ordinary  management 

iS9  lU. 8</. — the  difference  between Is.Wd.  and  of  the  school  to  brinp:  up  the  children  in  habits 

8i.  W.  arising  from  the  fact  that  the  first  school  of  punctuality,  of  good  manners  and  language, 

hu  passed  100  per  cent  of  the  number  presented,  of  cleanliness  and  neatness,  and  also  to  impress 

lad  the  other  only  95  per  cent,  although  the  upon  the  children  the  importance  of  cheerful 

ktter  has  actually  passed  five  children  more  obedience  to  duty,  of  consideration  and  respect 

tlna  the  former,  in  addition  to  haWng  given  for  others,  and  of  honour  and  truthfulness  in 

CDMciontiops  instruction  to  the  five  children  who  word  and  act.'' 

^dj^ut  whom  the  firrt  school  would  have  g^.  ^^^  ^j^  Colleagues  thought  that 

it  was  very  important  that  the  State 

This  letter    raised    a    very    important  should  speak  out  boldly  on  this  subject, 

pdnt,  which  he  felt  sure  would  receive  ?"«"•  ^^V'^S  determined  to.  take  no  part 

areful  consideration  fr.iin  the  right  hon.  m   religious  teaching      School  boards 

Gtmtleman.    There  was  another  point  of  and  managers  of    schoois-Church  of 

ehtDge  in  the  Code  that  he  personally  ^"Sland,    Nonconformist,    and   Eoman 

wgretted,  although  he  beUeved  his  right  Cathohc-had  written  letters  thanking 

bon.  Friend  was  justified  in  making  it  *^«  *'»«".  Government,  and  himself  as 

-he  meant  the  dropping  of  the  honour  representing  it,  for  having  thus  strength- 

wrtificates.     It  was  a  very  great  pity  ?''®'^  *>?  ^•'?^8  of  managers  and  teachers 

flat  the  scheme  was  not  re-modeUed,  in-  m  maintaining  a  high  moral  tone  m  the 

itMd  of  being  dropped  altogether.    He  J°H?°]'-  '.\he  most  valued    Inspectors 

might  have  been  faulty  in  his  provisions  ^^'l^'^,  y»'^  ^^^  greatest  cordiality  the 

Rkpecting  it ;  but  still  he  thought  the  step  which  was  taken  at  that  time.    One 

principle  itself  was  a  sound  one-namely,  "^  them,  who  represented  the  Depart- 

flat  when  the  chUdren  of  the  whole  ™®°*  ^^  Yorkshire  for  some  time,  said— 

VOrking  class  were  being    driven    into  "  I*  "  q">'e  certain  that  unless  discipline  is 

flie  SchooU,  certain  exhibitions  should  ''«"  maintained  the  best  instrttotion  is  worth- 

1 .         .  J   J  .          .        •                                    ,  less.     I  am  very  glad,  therefore,  that  under  the 

be  proTided  to  act  as  an  encouragement  ^ew  Code  a  grant  is  to  be  made  t^  schools 

to  them.  Thus,  they  would  not  be  merely  where  the  discipline  is  satisfactory,  and  that 

dri?en  to  school,  but  encouraged  to  re-  certain  requirements  must  be  fulfilled  for  the 

main  there.     He  believed  the  honour  f?^^  toJ)o  earned.    Unless  I  am  much  mis- 

certiBcate  might  be  rendered  very  valu-  ^^^"'  ^^^  ""^^^'^'^  statement  of  the  teachers' 

M    •*  -x                  cro  *cuv*c*w  T%7ijr  ToaiA  dutics  Will  mark   an  important  epoch  in  our 

W)le  if  it  were  worth  something  like  a  educational  history.     Definite  rules  are  now  for 

Mnall  scholarship ;  and  he  hoped  that,  as  the  first  time  given,  and  the  objects  to  be  aimed 

time  went  on,  the  subject  might  be  re-  at    '^re    distinctly    prescribed.      A   wider  and 

handled.     Another  change  which  he  re-  higher  meaning  is  now  attached  to  the  woi^ 

^  ,  J       .,,                          ?  .                   i.1     ^  disciphne,     which   signifies  not    merely    the 

garded   with  some    suspicion    was    that  maintenance  of  order,  but  moral  training.     The 

relating  to  the   grants   to    small    rural  best  opportunity  of  testing  discipline  is  aff*orded 

ichools.     In    the   Act   of   1876   the  late  by  visits  paid  without  notice,  when  the  school 

Government  provided  that  grants  should  is  ^eon  in  its  onlinary  working  dress." 

be  made  to  such  schools,  and  there  was  Another  Inspector,  in  the  Sheffield  dis- 

«  proposal  in  the  New  Code  to  strike  off  trict,  observed — 

these  grants.     He  must  strongly  plead  *»  The  special  grant  for  disciphne  is  eWdently 

for  these  small  schools  in  the  interest  of  tending  to  make  teachers  more  attentive  to  the 

the  rural  population,  as  it  was  most  im-  bearing  and  conduct  of  their  scholars.     It  is,  I 

portant  that  the  children  should  not  be  ?°d'  ^  "^^"^J  ^^  &f  ",?^.l  ^^tisfaction  that  the 

f,.            .,                  i_taj*  importance  of  moral  discipline,  as  well  as  mere 

forced  to  go  to  larger  schools  at  a  dis-  outward  order,  is  now  recognized  by  the  Depart- 

tance,  at  agreater  cost  of  strength  and  ment.      This   declaration  on   vour   Lordship's 

anxiety.     He  desired  now  to  make  a  few  part  that  the  above  are  essential  elements  in  the 

remarks  on  one  of  the  most  important  «>ducation  which  the  nation  desires  to  secure  for 

daoses  of  this  New  Code-namely,  that  ^^^  ^^f^'T'  "'  ^^f  ^  convinced,  haWng  a  good 

viauiK9o  u*  vuMi  x^ow  vywvA^     xx».vju^Kji    **  eflfect;  it  is,  as  I  have  found  by  personal  expe- 

lelatlDg  to  the  ment  grant.      lllO  rignt  Hence,  not  only  a  means  of  strengthening  the 

kon.  Gentleman  had  omitted  the  defini-  hands  of  your  inspectors  when  they  feel  obliged 

tion  of  discipline  that  had  been  in  the  to  call  attention  to  defects  in  the  moral  dis- 

Code   for   seven  or  eight  years.     The  ""^^^T. ''l^''^  ^'']!:'^V''^'f'^^^^ 

.  „      .                   Ai.      J  i?  'i.*            I.*  1    1  ment  to  those  who  cling  to  the  beliei  that  tne 

foUomng  was  the  definition  ^  which  he  ^^^  ^^^  ^^  national  education  includes  the 

put  into  the  Code  seven  or  eight  years  training  of  the  mind  and  heart,  and  the  forma- 

MN> : —  tion  of  the  moral  character." 

VOL.  OOLX VIII.    [third  SERIES.]  X 
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Ag^in,  an  Inspector  from  "Wales  wrote — 

'*  But,  after  all,  to  g^ve  true  education,  hand- 
in- hand  with  this  mere  instruction  must  go  the 
discipline  of  mind  and  body ;  and  with  hearty 
goodwill  did  I  greet  those  words  on  discipline 
first  introduced  some  two  years  ago  into  the 
Code.*' 

It  might  interest  tlie  House  to  know  how 
they  came  to  insert  this  definition  of  dis- 
cipline. What  first  brought  it  to  his 
mind  personally  was  the  reading  of  a 
most  remarkable  definition  laid  down  by 
the  Queen  as  to  the  highest  qualities  of 
a  British  sailor  on  the  occasion  of  Her 
Majesty  giving  a  gold  medal  to  a  sailor 
on  board  one  of  the  training  ships.  In 
much  the  same  way  their  object  was  to 
lay  down  in  the  Oode  the  model  of  the 
character  which  the  teachers  should 
attempt  to  encourage.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  was,  he  knew,  as 
eager  as  possible  to  promote  the  moral 
character  of  the  schools  ;  and,  that  being 
so,  there  could  be  no  reason  for  taking 
away  the  standard  that  they  wished  the 
scholars  to  copy.  The  present  time 
afforded  a  most  admirable  opportunity 
for  efforts  in  this  direction,  as  there 
would  soon  be  5,000,000  of  children  in 
the  schools  and  an  army  of  50,000  trained 
teachers.  There  were  many  other  mat- 
ters connected  with  the  Code  to  which  he 
would  not  now  call  attention ;  but  he 
wished,  before  he  sat  down,  to  make  an 
appeal  to  his  right  hon.  Friend.  The 
prosperity  of  schools  hereafter,  from  a 
monetary  point  of  view,  would  depend 
on  the  attendance  of  children.  For 
the  sake  of  the  thousands  of  children 
who  attended  no  school,  and  for  the 
sake  of  the  hundreds  who  only  attended 
irregularly,  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  lose  no  opportunity  of 
impressing  on  the  School  Attendance 
Committees  of  school  boards  the  absolute 
necessity  of  enforcing  the  regular  atten- 
dance of  children.  He  (Viscount  San- 
don)  put  a  strong  clause  into  the  Act  en- 
abling the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
of  Education  to  supersede  School  Atten- 
dance Committees  for  neglect,  and  ap- 
point two  or  three  gentlemen  at  a  suit- 
able remuneration  for  a  period  of  two 
years  to  fulfil  their  duties.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  only  appoint  one 
or  two  of  these  Committees,  there  would 
be  a  general  alertness  aroused  on  the 
part  of  School  Attendance  Committees 
throughout  the  country.  The  country 
was  greatly  indebted  to  the  right  hon. 

Viscount  Sandon 


Gentleman  for  his  labours  in  reference 
to  the  children  under  bis  charge ;  and. 
having  done  so  much,  he  trusted  thai 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  for 
get  that  their  moral  welfare  was  quit< 
as  much  cherished  by  the  people  of  En^* 
land  and  the  parents  of  England  as  thei] 
intellectual  qualities. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY,  who  hac 
the  following  Amendment  on  the  Paper:— 

*^  That  the  existing  system  of  training  col 
leges  being  mainly  under  denominational  man^ 
agement,  and  the  admission  of  students  bein^ 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  college  autho- 
rities,  is  unsatisfactory  and  inadequate  at  the 
present  day  as  affording  no  protection  to  th< 
rights  of  conscience  of  the  students,  and  ai 
tending  to  exclude  those  students  who  conu 
from  Board  Schools  who  are  desirous  and  weL 
qualified  to  pursue  the  career  of  elementarj 
teachers;  and  that  the  School  Boards  of  thii 
country,  which  now  educate  a  continually  in* 
creasing  proportion  of  all  the  children  attending 
public  elementary  schools  in  England  ana 
Wales,  are  entitled  for  their  teachers  to  an  on* 
sectarian  system  of  training,  with  the  pro« 
tection  of  a  conscience  clause,'* 

said,  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite as  to  the  importance  of  reg^ulai 
school  attendance ;  but  thought  that  thifi 
was  a  matter  upon  which  his  speech  shoidd 
have  been  addressed  to  the  Home  Se- 
cretary rather  than  to  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council.  The  experience  of  the 
London  School  Board  was  that  the  ma- 
gistrates formed  the  most  serious  ob- 
struction in  the  way  of  carrying  out 
the  work  of  elementary  education ; 
and,  moreover,  after  parents  had  been 
brought  before  the  magistrates,  and 
after  the  magistrates  had  imposed  a 
fine  upon  them,  the  Summary  Juris- 
diction Act,  by  substituting  distress  foi 
imprisonment,  had  imposed  an  almost 
insuperable  obstacle  to  the  work  of 
school  boards.  The  London  School 
Board  had  been  obliged  to  leave  the 
coercive  bye-laws  almost  in  suspense, 
because  they  shrank  from  appljdng  so 
cruel  a  remedy  against  the  poor.  The 
imposition  of  a  term  of  imprisonment 
in  99  cases  out  of  100  produced  the 
payment  of  the  fine ;  whereas,  to  enforce 
distress,  might  cost  from  £1  10«.  to  £2, 
and  often  caused  great  misery  to  inno- 
cent wives  and  children.  In  listening 
to  the  remarks  of  both  the  hon.  Baronet 
and  the  noble  Lord,  he  felt  the  diffi- 
culty of  discussing  the  details  of  the 
Code  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Many 
of  them  were  for  the  consideration  of 
experts,  and  the  question  raised  b^  th^ 
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hon.  Baronet  was  pre-emineptlj  one  of 
that  category.  The  House  was  fitted 
well  enough  to  deal  with  g^eat  pn'a- 
dplee,  but  not  to  settle  minute  details, 
and  the  Privy  Council  ought  to  have  a 
wide  discretion  allowed  to  it  with  re- 
gard to  minor  matters.  As  to  the  sub- 
ject of  his  Resolution,  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  stated  in  the 
debate  last  year  that  he  was  strongly  of 

2 pinion  that  no  student  ought  to  be  ex- 
uded from  College  on  account  of  his 
leligious   opinions,  and  that  he  would 
look  into  it  and  take  steps  to  remedy  any 
grieTance.     Since  that  time  the  matter 
had  been  taken  up  by  a  great  many 
Bohool  boards,  including  those  of  London, 
Bradford,  and  Ipswich ;  and  the  Depart- 
ment, in  reply  to    the  representations 
from  Bradford,  had  stated  that  it  was 
contemplated  shortly  to  establish  three 
new  Training  Colleges,  two  of   which 
would  be  undenominational.     But  any 
8ach  remedy  as  that  would  be  quite  in- 
adequate to  the  grievance  complained 
of.    The  grievance  was  that    the  en- 
tnace  to  the  profession  of  teachers  was 
ahnoat  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Colleges 
which  were  irresponsible  in  their  man- 
agement, and  mainly  sectarian  in  their 
teaching.      If    the    Training    Colleges 
wwe  strictly  voluntary  institutions,  Par- 
liament would  have  nothing  to  say  to 
their  management;  but  they  were  not 
in  any  respect  voluntary  or  private.     It 
was  true  that  a  great  part  of  their  ori- 
gbal  cost  was  defrayed  by  private  sub- 
fleriptions ;  but  about  three-tenths  of  it 
was  supplied  by  the  State.     The  ques- 
tion, however,  was  not  the  original  cost, 
hut  the  annual  maintenance ;  and  of  the 
whole  yearly  expenditure  of  those  Col- 
leges only  15  per  cent  was  defrayed  by 
private  subscriptions,  while  85  per  cent 
was  defrayed  by  the  State  and  by  the 
fees  of  the  students.     If  the  Training 
Colleges   defrayed  their  own  expenses 
without  coming  to  Parliament  for  a  Vote, 
they  might  conduct  their  business  on 
the  narrowest  basis  they  pleased.     But 
when  the  managers  came  to  Parliament 
for  an  annual  grant  to  subsidize  their 
labours,   the  House  of   Commons   was 
morally  as  well  as  legally  justified  in 
looking  into  the  system  of  management, 
and,  if  it  thought  fit,  in  imposing  new 
conditions  upon  which  the  annual  gprant 
should  be  obtained.     He  did  not  think 
that  he  would  have  any  di£Glculty  in  per- 
suading hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 


the  House  that  the  undenominational 
system  of  Training  Colleges  was  the 
best.  In  1839,  when  Lord  Melbourne 
first  constituted  the  Educational  Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council,  the  first  pro- 
position was  that  the  State  should  estab- 
lish undenominational  Training  Colleges ; 
but  the  proposal  was  defeated  by  the 
obstinate  resistance  of  the  Bishops  and 
the  Tory  Party.  He  hoped  the  Liberals 
of  the  House  of  Commons  in  1882  were 
not  less  in  favour  of  undenominational 
and  unscctarian  teaching  than  their 
Predecessors  more  than  40  years  ago. 
When  the  opposition  succeeded,  the 
State  deliberately  handed  over  to  the 
various  sects  the  task  of  doing  the  work 
of  the  nation.  But  all  knew  that  when 
they  undertook  to  encourage  the  sects, 
all  the  money  and  the  patronage  fell, 
in  point  of  fact,  into  the  hands  of  the 
most  powerful  sect  which  enjoyed  the 
privilege  of  establishment.  When  there 
was  a  concordat  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Bishops,  when  the  Go- 
vernment Inspectors  were  bound  to  be 
clergymen,  wnen  their  nomination  was 
to  be  approved  by  the  two  Archbishops, 
who  could  also,  by  withdrawing  their 
approval,  procure  their  dismissal,  it  was 
no  wonder  that  from  1840  to  1870  they 
should  have  side  by  side  a  system  of 
denominationalism  in  the  day  schools 
and  in  the  Training  Colleges.  But  in 
1870  was  passed  an  Act  which,  in  spite 
of  its  shortcomings,  was  one  of  the  most 
progressive  this  country  had  ever  seen, 
and  which  first  recognized  the  duty  of 
providing  national  education.  A  truly 
national  system  was  then  established, 
which  had  increased  with  such  rapid 
strides  that  nearly  30  per  cent  of  all 
the  children  in  this  country  were  now 
educated  in  Board  schools ;  and  yet  the 
Church  Training  Colleges  had  580  more 
places  than  were  necessary  for  supplying 
the  Church  schools  ;  the  Wesleyan  and 
Eoman  Catholic  Colleges  had  more  than 
their  share ;  while  the  Board  schools  and 
British  schools,  forming  the  undeno- 
minational part  of  our  national  system, 
which  provided  for  more  than  38  per 
cent  of  the  children,  had  only  15  per 
cent  of  the  Training  College  accommo- 
dation of  the  country.  If  undenomi- 
national school  children  had  an  adequate 
proportion  of  Training  College  accom- 
modation supplied  to  them,  there  would 
be  780  more  institutions  for  that  pur- 
pose than  there  were  now.     He  thought 
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that  great  injustice  was  done  by  com- 
pelling undenominational  students  to 
enter  the  Training  Colleges,  because 
they  were  called  upon  to  violate  their 
consciences  by  taking  part  in  the  re- 
ligious instruction  of  the  College.  It 
was  most  undesirable  that  students 
should  be  placed  in  such  a  position  as 
to  be  tempted  to  barter  away  their  con- 
sciences for  the  material  advantages 
which  those  Training  Colleges  offered. 
He  wished  to  ask  hon.  Members  who 
were  connected  with  Yorkshire  if  they 
had  ever  considered  the  wretched  state 
of  thinjjjs  existing  with  regard  to  Train- 
ing Colleges  there  ?  That  county,  with  all 
its  activity,  and  what  some  hon.  Members 
opposite  might  perhaps  call  its  aggres- 
sive Nonconformity,  had  only  two  small 
Church  of  England  Training  Colleges — 
one  for  masters  at  York,  and  one  for  mis- 
tresses at  Bipon.  There  was  no  choice 
there  whatever.  At  Eipon  the  candi- 
dates for  admission  were  asked  if  they 
had  been  baptized  and  confirmed,  and  the 
Communion  was  practically  re-imposed 
as  a  test,  although  he  should  have 
thought  Churchmen  would  have  con- 
sidered that  a  desecration  of  the  Sacra- 
ment. There  was  also  an  entrance  exa- 
mination in  the  Prayer  Book.  Now,  if 
the  educational  results  had  been  good, 
some  might  make  light  of  the  religious 
difficulty ;  but,  as  the  Heports  showed, 
the  results  were  deplorably  bad,  for  at 
the  1880  Examination  York  College  came 
out  at  the  bottom  of  the  list.  Whereas, 
in  the  average  of  Training  Colleges  in 
England,  40  per  cent  of  males  passed  in 
the  Ist  division,  at  York  only  3  per 
cent  passed ;  and  instead  of  the  average 
of  12  per  cent  in  the  3rd  division,  it 
was  there  the  very  excessive  number 
of  36  per  cent  in  the  lowest  rank. 
Yet,  young  Baptists  from  Bradford  and 
Halifax  must  get  baptized  in  dozens, 
like  the  conquered  Saxons,  and  get  up  a 
Catechism  they  did  not  believe  in  in 
order,  if  they  wenj;  to  a  Church  College, 
to  have  their  intellectual  ability  spoiled 
and  come  out  in  the  3rd  division. 
Turning  to  another  important  centre  of 
the  country's  activity  and  industry — 
Lancashire  and  Cheshire — and  omitting 
reference  to  the  Catholic  College  at 
Liverpool,  he  found  that  there  were 
only  two  Church  of  England  Colleges 
available  —  one  at  Chester  for  males, 
and  another  at  Warrington  for  females. 
At  the  latter  there  were  the  same  condi- 
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tions  of  admission  as  at  Bipon;  but 
neither  Warrington  nor  Chester  was  as 
bad  as  Bipon  or  York,  although  both 
fell  below  the  average.  Surely  much 
injustice  was  done  to  the  activity  of  this 
great  district ;  and  no  one  oould  doubt 
that  the  energy  which  had  there  done  bo 
much  for  other  purposes  would  produce 
satisfactory  results  if  applied  to  the 
establishment  of  Training  Colleges.  In- 
sufficiency of  means  caused  this  ineffi- 
ciency ;  but  he  refused  to  recognize  any 
vested  interest  in  the  ignorance  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  He  thought  the 
school  boards  ought  to  establish  Colleges 
of  their  own.  The  interests  of  the  coun- 
try ought  not  to  be  sacrificed  to  the  re- 
quirements of  denominations.  But  he 
should  be  met  with  the  usual  charge 
of  reckless  expenditure.  Let  him  take 
London  as  an  example.  The  London 
School  Board  educated  270,000  children. 
There  were  3,700  teachers,  and  would 
soon  be  4,000.  More  than  300  fresh 
teachers  were  required  every  year.  There- 
fore, they  ought  to  have  Colleges  ac- 
commodating 600  pupils,  as  the  course 
lasted  two  years ;  so  that  they  might  be 
enabled  to  supply  annually  100  fresh 
masters  and  200  fresh  mistresses.  In 
the  existing  Colleges  the  cost  to  the 
subscribers  was  £17  a-year  for  each 
male  pupil  and  £12  for  each  female. 
He  thought  those  sums  were  too  small, 
and  would  allow  £30  for  the  males  and 
£20  for  the  females.  The  total  annual 
cost  would  even  then  only  be  £7,000; 
and,  allowing  £3,000  as  a  sinking  fund 
for  the  re-payment  of  capital,  £10,000, 
or  a  sum  less  than  a  rate  of  one-tenth  of 
Id,  in  the  pound.  The  Denominational 
Colleges  should  no  longer  be  allowed  to 
enjoy  the  monopoly  they  had  hitherto 
enjoyed.  If  something  was  not  done 
very  shortly  in  that  matter,  he  l^elieved 
the  claim  would  be  raised  that  they 
should  put  an  end  altogether  to  that 
system  of  utterly  irresponsible  and  pri- 
vate management  which  neither  satisfied 
the  rights  of  conscience  nor  gave  security 
for  efficient  instruction. 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  wished,  before  coming  to  the  terms 
of  the  Motion  to  which  he  desired  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House,  to  refer 
briefly  to  some  of  the  speeches  which 
had  been  made  that  night.  And,  first, 
as  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock),  he  coidfeseed  tb(|t 
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lie  cordially  sympathized  with  it.  When 
he  was  himself  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  the  hon.  Baronet  brought  for- 
ward the  proposal  that  natural  science 
should  be  one  of  the  class  subjects  in 
elementary  schools;  and,  although  ob- 
jections were  then  urged  against  it  by 
more  experienced  authorities  on  educa- 
tion, he  had  thought  the  balance  of 
argument  was  in  favour  of  the  proposal. 
Since  then  the  Yice  President  of  the 
Council  had  made  alterations  in  regard 
to  those  class  subjects,  and  imposed 
Bome  limitations  to  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  objected;  but  unless  there  were 
very  strong  administrative  reasons  to 
the  contrary,  he  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  a  favourable 
consideration  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet,  and  allow  teachers  and 
managers  fuller  option  as  to  the  subjects 
they  might  teach  as  class  subjects.  He 
had  listened  to  the  vehement  denuncia- 
tbns  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  against  the  system 
of  Denominational  Colleges.  That  hon. 
Vember  had  evidently  a  strong  dislike 
of  anything  like  denominationalism  in 
connection  either  with  schools  or  Colleges 
except  in  the  case  of  the  Eoman  Catholics. 
He  was  curious  to  know  why  the  hon. 
ICember  made  that  exception,  and  he 
supposed  it  was  because  a  great  number 
of  Eoman  Catholics  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  Training  Colleges  resided  in  Old- 
ham. But,  be  that  as  it  might,  those 
Colleges  had  long  been  established,  and 
they  were  recognized  upon  a  certain 
understanding.  If  it  could  be  shown 
that  they  had  led  to  the  violation  of 
conscience,  or  to  the  imposition  of  unfair 
conditions  upon  candidates  for  admis- 
sion, then  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Coimcil  to  inter- 
fere. But  he  believed  that,  as  a  rule, 
the  complaints  in  that  matter  came  from 
candidates  who  had  failed  in  the  exa- 
minations, and  who  were,  perhaps,  na- 
turally inclined  to  attribute  their  want 
of  success  to  some  unfairness.  If  it 
were  true  that  the  present  Colleges  were 
not  sufficient  to  meet  the  growing  de- 
mand for  teachers,  the  remedy  was 
clear ;  let  them  add  to  the  number 
of  Training  Colleges.  Ho  certainly 
did  nut  think  the  country  would  be  of 
opinion  that  the  Government  ought  to 
accede  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham,  which  practically  meant 
.the  destruction  of  Colleges  which  had 


unquestionably  done  much  to  promote 
elementary  education  in  this  country. 
Adverting  to  the  important  Minute  of 
Council,  known  as  the  New  Education 
Code,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  that  all  those  Codes  must 
necessarily  be  very  technical,  and  that  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  discuss  their 
detail  with  advantage  in  that  House. 
There  were,  however,  one  or  two  points 
among  the  minuter  details  of  the  Code 
to  which  he  wished  to  ask  the  attention 
of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council. 
One  of  the  alterations  made  in  it  was, 
that  the  number  of  hours  during  which 
pupil  teachers  might  give  instruction  in 
the  schools  was  reduced  from  30  to  25. 
No  doubt  the  motive  of  that  change  was 
a  humane  one — namely,  to  prevent  pupil 
teachers  from  being  overworked ;  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  they  formed 
part  of  the  teaching  staff  in  every 
school,  and  especially  in  the  rural  schools, 
and  that,  if  that  abridgement  of  the 
hours  was  insisted  upon,  it  would  dis- 
organize the  whole  arrangements  of  the 
school.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  un- 
willing to  reconsider  that  point.  The 
Besolution  which  he  had  purposed  put- 
ting on  the  Notice  Paper  last  Friday 
night  if  the  House  had  not  been  counted 
out  was  to  the  effect  that  the  House, 
while  approving  of  many  of  the  changes 
made  in  the  Code,  was  of  opinion  that  the 
introduction  of  the  new  Standard  VII., 
under  which  children  of  the  middle 
classes  could,  up  to  any  age,  obtain 
secondary  education  in  primary  schools 
receiving  public  money,  was  contrary  to 
the  understanding  sanctioned  in  the 
Acts  relating  to  elementary  education. 
He  had  taken  substantially  the  same 
position  in  a  speech  he  had  made  two 
years  ago  which  had  been  misunderstood. 
He  admitted  it  was  essential  that  if  we 
wore  to  maintain  our  commercial  su- 
premacy every  facility  should  be  afforded 
for  certain  of  the  children  of  the  arti- 
zan  class  getting  education  in  excess 
of  that  described  as  primary ;  but  we 
were  now  going  further  than  that. 
Of  course,  all  children  must  start  from 
the  same  point,  and  receive  pri- 
mary instruction ;  but  the  difference 
between  primary  and  secondary  in- 
struction was  considered  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  age  at  which  instruction 
was  expected  to  cease.  Elementary 
education  was  supposed  to  end  at  14^ 
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and  secondary  education  was  supposed 
to  be  continued  up  to  16  or  later;  and 
there  had  been  a  good  deal  of  legis> 
lation  on  the  basis  of  the  difference  thus 
defined.  Hitherto  the  Elementary  Code 
had  prescribed  six  Standards ;  but  now 
a  seventh  was  added,  and  whereas 
hitherto  a  scholar  must  be  presented  in 
a  Standard  higher  than  that  in  which  he 
had  already  passed,  he  might  pass  more 
than  once  in  the  Seventh  Standard. 
That  would  give  masters  and  mistresses 
g^eat  inducements  to  keep  children  at 
school  as  long  as  possible.  He  would 
not  in  the  least  object  to  that  if  they 
were  bond  fide  the  children  of  the  work- 
ing classes ;  but  it  was  clear  that  this 
would  be  the  setting  up  of  a  system  of 
secondary  education,  and  that  middle- 
class  children  would  chiefly  benefit  by  it. 
When  he  was  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  he  received  communications  on 
the  subject  from  Bradford,  Sheffield,  and 
Barrow-in-Furness.  They  expressed  a 
demand  for  higher  elementary  educa- 
tion, which  he  thought  might  be  safely 
acceded  to  on  certain  conditions,  and  he 
sanctioned  the  establishment  of  a  certain 
number  of  higher-g^ade  schools  at  a  fee 
of  9(/.  on  certain  conditions,  which  were 
embodied  in  the  Code  of  1880.  The  two 
safeguards  were  that  the  instruction  was 
not  to  be  continued  above  the  age  of  15, 
and  that  not  more  than  10  per  cent  of 
the  scholars  were  to  pay  9d,  One  school 
board  had  proposed  to  charge  ]«.  or 
more,  and  in  order  to  bring  the  school 
within  the  statutory  limits  of  9(^.  per 
head  to  associate  with  the  higher-grade 
school  an  infant  school  with  a  fee  of  \d. 
In  the  New  Code  there  was  no  definition 
of  elementary  education,  so  that  any 
subject  could  be  taught ;  there  was  no 
limitation  as  to  the  amount  of  money 
which  might  be  spent ;  and  there  was 
no  definition  of  the  classes  who  might 
send  their  children  to  the  schools.  Even 
a  Member  of  Parliament  might  send  his 
children  to  them.  He  did  not  object  to 
that  so  long  as  it  was  elementary  and 
not  secondary  instruction  that  was  given. 
With  payments  by  results,  the  system 
encouraged  teachers  to  prefer  intelligent 
children  who  could  do  their  home  les- 
sons well,  pass  examinations,  and  in- 
crease the  g^ant  earned  by  the  school. 
One  of  the  difficulties  of  everyone  who 
had  had  any  personal  experience  of  the 
administration  of  the  Education  Votes 
waS;  that  if  they  sanctioned  a  first-rate 
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school  with  a  low  fee  in  a  poor  district, 
because  the  district  was  poor,  there  was 
the  greatest  possible  inducement  on  the 
part  of  the  teachers  to  try  and  draw 
into  it  children  of  a  higher  class  than 
was  intended  for  it.  Taking  all  these 
things  into  consideration,  it  was  quite 
clear  that  if  they  were  going  to  set  up  a 
system  of  secondary  education  along 
with  the  primary  schools,  undoubtedly 
more  and  more  of  the  middle  class  would 
go  there,  because  they  would  attain,  not 

Erimary,  but  secondary  education.  He 
elieved  that  various  school  boards  were 
setting  up  these  schools.  The  Endowed 
Schools'  Commission  were  re-org^nizing, 
on  certain  principles,  the  various  endow- 
ments in  England,  and  they  were  estab- 
lishing secondary  schools ;  but  there  was 
nothing  to  support  such  schools  except 
the  endowments,  and,  consequently,  it 
was  found  necessary  to  insist  on  the  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  enormously  in  advance  of 
the  fee  paid  for  elementary  education. 
He  had  hitherto  stated  only  his  own 
opinions.  He  frankly  admitted  that  but 
very  little  weight  might  be  attached 
to  his  opinions,  because  he  had  had 
very  little  experience  in  connection  with 
the  subject ;  but  the  Beport  on  which  he 
based  his  opinions  was  a  Beport  made 
some  years  ago  upon  Education  in  Eng- 
land, which  formed  the  basis  of  the 
action  of  the  Endowed  Schools  and 
Charity  Commissioners,  and  which  fur- 
nished Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  the  then  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  with  many  of 
the  arguments  he  brought  forward  in 
support  of  his  Elementary  Education  Act 
of  1870.  The  Noblemen  and  Gentle- 
men who  sat  upon  the  Commission  were 
Lord  Taunton,  Dr.  Hook,  Lord  Derby, 
the  Bishop  of  JSxeter,  Mr.W.  E.  Forster, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  Edward 
Baines,  and  Sir  Thomas  Acland.  The 
Commissioners,  in  their  Eeport,  summed 
up  the  whole  matter  in  a  few  sentences, 
and  placed  in  an  intelligible  form  the 
precise  difference  between  secondary 
and  primary  education.     They  said — 

"  It  is  found  that,  viewed  in  this  way,  educa- 
tion, as  distinct  from  direct  preparation  for  em- 
ployment, can  at  present  be  classified  as  that 
which  is  to  stop  at  about  14,  that  which  is  to 
stop  at  about  16,  and  that  which  is  to  continue 
till  18  or  19;  and  for  convenience  we  shall 
call  these  the  3rd,  the  2nd,  and  the  1st  gprade  of 
education  respectively.  The  difference  in  the 
time  assigned  makes  some  difference  in  the  very 
nature  of  the  education  itself.  If  a  boy  cannot 
remain  at  school  beyond  the  a^  of  14,  it  is  nse- 
less  to  begin  teaching  him  avSh  sabjeots  as  rs- 
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qnire  a  longer  time  for  their  proper  study ;  if  he 
caa  continue  till  18  or  19,  it  may  be  expedient 
to  postpone  some  studies  that  would  otherwise 
be  commenced  early.  Both  the  substance  and 
the  arrangement  of  the  instruction  will  thus 
greatly  depend  on  the  length  of  time  that  can 
be  devoted  to  it." 

And  this  was  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
Commissioners  arrived — 

"  It  is  obvious  that  these  distinctions  corre- 
spond roughly,  but  by  no  means  exactly,  to  the 
gndations  of  society.  Those  who  can  afford 
to  pay  more  for  their  children's  education  will 
also,  as  a  general  rule,  continue  that  education 
{or  a  longer  time.** 

If  that  were  so,  what  followed  ?  Why, 
that  the  richer  a  man  was  the  longer  he 
kept  his  son  at  school,  and  the  poorer 
lie  was  the  sooner  he  had  to  take  him 
away.  The  children  of  the  richer  classes 
stopped  at  school  longer  than  the  chil- 
dren of  the  poorer  classes,  and  if  the 
Qofemment  grant  was  to  go  to  these 
schools,  then  it  followed  that  the  longer 
a  child  was  at  school  the  more  ho  got  of 
the  public  money.  Consequently,  as  the 
child  of  the  rich  man  remained  longest 
he  received  the  largest  sum,  and  that 
was  exactly  the  reverse  of  the  principle 
on  which  the  grant  was  given,  because 
the  purposes  and  object  for  which  the 
grant  was  originally  given  were  to  pro- 
mote the  education  of  the  children  who 
belonged  to  the  humblest  classes.  [Mr. 
KuADSLLA  :  That  is  not  the  Act.]  He 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  admitted  that 
that  was  not  the  Act.  There  was  no- 
thing in  the  Act  which  made  such  a  de- 
claration ;  but  he  maintained  that  that 
was  the  object  of  the  grant.  And  what 
most  be  the  inevitable  result  ?  He  con- 
tended that  this  spurious  system  of  secon- 
dary education  was  detrimental  to  the 
elementary  or  primary  education  of  the 
mass  of  the  scholars  who  went  to  the  ele- 
mentary schools.  He  was  aware  that  he 
spoke  a  little  feelingly  upon  the  matter  ; 
but  he  believed  it  to  be  one  which  af- 
forded considerable  ground  for  com- 
plaint. Every  boy  who  went  into  a 
great  public  school  was  put  through  ex- 
acUy  the  same  course  of  classical  instruc- 
tion as  if  he  wei^  going  to  College,  and 
were  to  aspire  for  honours  ;  whereas,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  1 9  boys  out  of  20  did 
not  go  to  College,  but  left  early,  at  the 
age  of  17  or  18,  in  order  to  seek  employ- 
ment, and  seldom  obtained  a  thorough 
knowledge  of  Latin  and  Greek.  In 
other  words,  their  education  was  sacri- 
ficed ia  order  that  a  few  other  boys 


might  obtain  the  classical  knowledge 
necessary  to  enable  them  to  proceed  to 
the  Universities.  He  thought  care  ought 
to  be  taken  that  the  children  of  the  poorer 
classes,  to  whom  a  general  knowledge 
was  absolutely  necessary,  did  not  suffer 
from  the  efforts  that  were  made  to  pro- 
vide secondary  instruction,  and  that  all 
of  them  were  thoroughly  grounded  in 
all  elementary  and  more  necessary  sub- 
jects. He  had  now  stated  very  briefly 
what  were  his  reasons  for  calling  atten- 
tion to  this  important  matter,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  present  Code.  The  Vice 
President,  or  rather  the  Lord  President, 
was  now  raising  the  limitation  in  regard 
to  age,  and  a  boy  could  remain  at 
school  up  to  the  age  of  21.  Certainly 
that  was  not  the  education  of  the  chil- 
dren of  the  working  classes.  He  did 
not  believe  that  100  children,  above  the 
age  of  15,  who  were  bond  jfide  sons  of 
working  men,  were  in  the  schools  of  the 
Kingdom  at  the  present  moment ;  and  if 
this  system  of  education  were  suffered  to 
continue,  the  children  who  received  it 
would  be  the  children  of  the  middle 
classes.  Who  would  obtain  the  prizes  and 
exhibitions  ?  The  children  of  the  middle 
classes,  of  course.  He  quite  admitted  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent in  dealing  with  these  graded  schools ; 
but  if  they  were  sanctioned  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  put  a  limitation 
of  some  kind  upon  them.  Could  they 
limit  the  expenditure  ?  He  admitted 
that  it  would  be  unwise  to  define  the 
character  of  the  children  who  were  to 
be  admitted ;  but  they  could  lay  down 
a  limit  in  regard  to  age — that  was  to 
say,  that  no  child  after  a  certain  age 
should  attend  the  elementary  schools,  and 
if  there  were  exceptionally  able  children 
belonging  to  the  working  classes,  he 
would  be  quite  ready  to  consent  to  a 
liberal  system  of  exhibitions,  or  scholar- 
ships, by  which  such  children  would  go 
on  to  the  second  grade  or  into  the  purely 
secondary  schools.  He  could  not  consider 
that  if  the  Code  passed  in  its  entirety, 
and  there  was  no  such  limitation  as  he 
had  mentioned  imposed  on  the  elemen- 
tary schools  or  the  scholars  in  England, 
it  would  bo  soon  found  necessary  to 
legislate  in  one  direction  or  the  other. 
In  Scotiand,  although  the  children  of 
all  classes  attended  the  parochial  schools, 
yet  the  practice  was  for  the  children  to 
pay  a  higher  fee  in  proportion  to  the 
Standard  they  attainea,  and  the  parents 
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did  not  object  to  that.  In  Ireland  there 
had  been  an  endeavour  in  the  last  few 
years  to  improve  the  elementary  educa- 
tion by  an  intermediate  system  of  exami- 
nation. What  he  felt  was,  that  if  any- 
thing was  done  in  order  to  give  facili- 
ties for  the  children  in  the  elementary 
schools  to  obtain  an  education  in  excess 
of  that  which  it  was  anticipated  at  the 
time  the  Education  Acts  were  passed 
they  would  demand,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  seek  to  bring  forward  some 
scheme  that  would  be  a  little  more 
uniform,  and  would  not  have  the  disad- 
vantage of  allowing  one  Department  to 
compete  with  another.  At  the  present 
moment  they  had  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners on  one  side  of  Whitehall,  and 
the  Education  Department  on  the  other, 
with  schemes  of  education  absolutely  in- 
compatible with  one  another.  There 
could  be  very  little  doubt  that  if  the 
Education  Department  were  to  succeed, 
and  this  Code  were  to  become  law,  it 
would  altogether  kill  the  secondary 
schools  established  by  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners.  He  said,  then, 
that  whatever  they  did,  let  them  do  it 
openly;  and  he  wished  to  warn  the 
House  against  giving  its  assent  to  the 
passing  of  this  Code  without  a  protest, 
because,  if  it  did  so,  it  would  be  sanc- 
tioning, by  a  side-wind,  a  spurious  sys- 
tem of  secondary  education.  The  pro- 
posed system,  certainly,  did  seem  to' 
abolish  all  distinction  which  previously 
existed  between  primary  and  secondary 
education,  by  increasing  the  age  and 
altering  the  bye-laws  on  which  the 
schools  now  rested.  He  contended  that 
the  children  who  would  suffer  most  from 
this  spurious  system  of  secondary  edu- 
cation were  the  children  of  the  working 
classes,  for  whom  the  existing  system  of 
education  was  mainly  intended.  He 
therefore  said  to  the  Government — Do 
one  of  two  things.  If  you  change  the 
Code  so  much,  bring  in  a  Bill  to  put 
under  Parliamentary  control,  not  only 
the  higher  grade  of  elementary  schools, 
but  all  the  secondary  schools  now  pro- 
moted by  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners. On  the  other  hand,  if  they 
did  not  propose  to  go  that  length,  and  did 
not  think  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
secondary  education  should  be  promoted 
by  money  from  the  State,  they  would 
have  no  alternative  but  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  at  which  he  had  arrived,  and 
accept  this  spurious  system  of  education 

Lord  George  Ilamilton 


imposing  some  limit  on  the  money  grant, 
the  subjects  taught,  or  on  the  age  of  the 
children  who  attended  the  schools. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  If  I  do  not 
answer  all  the  speeches  which  have  been 
made  at  the  length  I  should  if  I  had 
had  the  opportunity  of  answering  them 
earlier,  I  hope,  looking  at  the  hour  of 
the  night  (12.15),  I  shall  not  be  thought 
disrespectful  to  any  Member  of  the 
House.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  complains  that  we  have  not 
given  sufficient  freedom  for  science,  and 
he  is  anxious  for  several  things  in  re- 
ference thereto.     His  Besolution  says — 

*'  That  it  18  desirable  to  allow  School  Boards 
and  Committees  to  present  children  for  exami- 
nation in  any  of  the  recog^nized  class  subjects." 

Now,  Sir,  the  whole  of  the  evidence  and 
the  whole  of  the  experience  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  is  that  that  is  really 
impossible,  considering  the  short  school- 
life  of  the  gpreat  majority  of  English 
children,  to  encourage  children  who 
leave  the  schools  when  they  pass  the 
Fourth  Standard  that  they  are  not  only 
to  be  acquainted  with  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic,  but  that  they  must  also 
read  history,  and  must  attain  English 
elementary  science  and  geography  as 
class  subjects.  That  is  more  than  can 
possibly  be  put  on  children  who  leave 
school  when  they  have  passed  the  Fourth 
Standard.  A  great  number  of  our  chil- 
dren having  passed  the  Fourth  Standard 
go  out  to  labour  at  as  early  as  10  years 
of  age,  especially  in  the  agricultural 
districts.  Out  of  14,000  there  are  9,000 
who  go  out  after  having  passed  the 
Fourth  Standard,  and  I  would  ask  any- 
one who  has  examined  the  question, 
whether  it'  is  possible,  within  the  short 
school-life  of  those  who  have  reached 
the  Fourth  Standard,  to  crowd  all  these 
subjects  upon  a  child,  and  have  them  all 
equally  well  taught  ?  The  whole  object 
of  our  Oode  is  thoroughness.  We  want 
to  secure  that  what  is  done  is  done  well, 
that  the  children  who  only  have  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic  shall  attain — the 
girls  needlework,  and  the  boys  English, 
with  a  knowledge  of  geography;  and 
that  they  shall  have  a  good  acquaintance 
with  them  all.  The  experience  of  all  of 
our  best  Inspectors  is  that  any  attempt 
to  force  more  upon  them  is  to  dissipate 
their  energies,  confuse  their  minds,  and 
leave  them  in  the  end  ill-educated.  If 
the   House  will  only  give  to  us  what 
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Gkronany  does,  and  what  France  has  this 
morning  given — namely,  the  power  to 
keep  the  ddldren  at  school  up  to  a  defi- 
nite age,  and  not  to  allow  a  child  to 
leare  until  he  has  reached  13  or  14 
years  of  age,  then  we  say — ''  You  may 
teach  such  children  the  whole  of  these 
mibjeots;  but,  as  long  as  they  can  in 
tny  way  pass  from  the  school,  and,  under 
bye-laws,  go  out  to  work  at  10  years  of 
tffe,  it  is  impossible  to  exact  from  them 
lU  that  you  are  attempting  to  obtain." 
Under  pressure  from  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
Traced  certain  specific  subjects  in  the 
Foarth  Standard,  and  I  pledged  myself 
to  the  House  that  I  would  thoroughly 
inToetigate  the  question  of  science-teach- 
ing in  the  case  of  children  who  reached 
that  Standard,  and  satisfy  myself  whether 
it  would  be  possible  to  teach  specific 
mbjects  properly  in  the  Fourth  Stan- 
dard. And  I  said  if  I  found  I  could  not 
do  so  I  would  advance  a  Standard,  and 

Ct  those  subjects  in  the  Fifth.  But  I  am 
and  to  say  that  the  result  of  our  ob- 
nrrations  is,  that  to  attempt  to  make 
chOdren  physiologists  and  political  econo- 
mists  before  they  are  10  years  of  age  is 
attempting  too  much.     A  system  that 
lims  at  that  results  in  mere  cram,  and 
under  such  a  system  the  whole  Stan- 
dard-work is  neglected,  while  the  child's 
mind,  so  far  from  its  being  enlarged,  is 
deteriorated.     My  hon.  Friend  refers  to 
the  case  of  Liverpool,  and  he  says  that 
the  effect  of  the  Uode,  as  it  stands,  will 
he  to  cut  off  something  like  one-half  or 
three-fifths  of  the  science  -  teaching  in 
that  town,  that  is  to  say,  with  regard  to 
children  who  have  not  passed  the  Fourth 
Standard.     But,  Sir,  we  have  allowed 
what  is,  in  fact,  a    large  measure  of 
science  -  teaching    in    addition    to    the 
Standard  -  work,   and   that   is   a   point 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  apparently 
OTerlooked.     We  have  made  geography 
ene  of  the  class  subjects,  two  of  which 
can  be  taken  up ;  and  my  hon.  Friend 
complains  that  only  two  of  the  subjects 
named — English  geography,  and  elemen- 
tary science  and  history — can  be  taken 
np.  Let  us  suppose  that  English,  and  one 
other  class  subject — say,  geography — are 
taken  up.     Although  we  have  simplified 
the  subject  of  geography,  we  have  in- 
cluded in  that  branch  physical  and  poli- 
tical geography ;  and  it  no  longer  means 
something  to  be  learned  by  rote,  such  as 
a  number  of  names  on  the  map — it  is 
lomething  to  be  done  by  means  of  read- 


ing books  and  oral  lessons,  illustrated, 
so  far  as  possible,  by  maps,  diagrams, 
specimens,  and  simple  experiments  ;  and 
the  result  is  that  a  large  amount  of 
science-teaching  is  associated  with  phy- 
sical and  political  geography,  which 
are  included  in  the  2nd  and  Srd  classes. 
The  plan  of  instruction  may,  therefore, 
be  so  varied  and  worked  as  to  include  a 
large  amount  of  what  is  really  good  and 
suitable  in  elementary  science.  I  am 
well  aware  that  science  has  been  most 
successfully  taught  in  the  Liverpool 
schools.  Liverpool  has  had  rare  advan- 
tages in  this  respect.  It  possesses  one 
of  the  best  and  most  public  -  spirited 
iSchool  Boards  in  England.  In  its 
schools,  however,  science  is  not  taught 
by  the  ordinary  teachers — it  is  specially 
taught,  and  a  special  Science  Demon- 
strator is  employed  by  the  Liverpool 
School  Board,  with  the  successful  result 
which  I  have  alluded  to.  But  if  you 
were  to  engage  the  ordinary  teacher  to 
take  this  subject,  he  would  most  pro- 
bably fail  in  all  his  work.  Therefore,  I 
think  it  is  better  to  limit  the  teacher  to 
two  of  the  class  subjects  named  in  the 
Schedule,  and  that  one  of  these  should 
be  English.  I  believe  that  a  knowledge 
of  our  language  imparted  by  the  read- 
ing of  standard  English  poetry  and  prose 
is  of  more  value  to  the  child  than  any 
other  teaching  which  can  be  given  to 
him.  In  this  branch  the  main  portion 
of  the  child's  time  would  not,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  supposes,  be  devoted  to  grammar. 
English,  in  the  sense  used  in  the  Code, 
does  not  mean  the  teachings  of  Lindley 
Murray,  of  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  have  a  horror.  It  is  a 
different  thing  altogether,  and  our  ar- 
rangement is  one  that  cannot  fail  to  be 
most  instructive  to  the  child.  Then, 
again,  what  can  be  better  than  to  culti- 
vate the  imagination  of  children  by  im- 
parting a  knowledge  of  good  poetry  at 
the  time  of  life  when  their  memory  is 
most  capable  of  retaining  imaginative 
impressions?  On  the  whole,  we  con- 
sidered that  we  could  not  do  better  than 
insist  upon  English  in  the  First  Stan- 
dard. My  own  predilections  are  favour- 
able to  freedom,  and  I  have  endeavoured 
to  carry  out  that  principle  in  the  Code. 
I  shall  give  this  subject  further  conside- 
ration, and  will  submit  the  question  to 
the  Council  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspec- 
tors and  the  able  men  who  have  as- 
sisted in  framing  this  Oode ;  and,  if  it 
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be  possible,  I  shall  be  only  too  happy 
to  yield  to  what  seems  to  be  a  general 
wish.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Yiscount  Sandon)  has  asked 
me  whether  there  would  be  further 
opportunities  for  discussion  ?  Sir,  I  re- 
gret that  this  opportunity  has  been 
spent  in  almost  anything  but  discussion 
of  the  Code.  That,  however,  has  not 
been  my  fault,  or  the  fault  of  the  Go- 
vernment. This  is  not  a  time  for  re- 
quests and  supplications  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  set  aside  their  Motions  in  order  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  other  hon.  Members, 
and  I  can  only  again  express  my  regret 
that  there  has  not  been  a  better  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion  on  the  present  oc- 
casion. But  the  noble  Lords  opposite, 
who  have  had  so  much  experience  in 
this  matter,  and  who  know  all  the  bear- 
ings of  the  question,  and  who  have  faced 
all  the  difficulties  which  I  myself  have 
encountered,  have,  I  think,  expressed 
everjrthinfi;  which,  to  their  minds,  ap- 
pears in  the  nature  of  a  shortcoming  in 
the  Code.  Now,  I  believe  that  whatever 
may  be  the  other  merits  of  the  Code,  it 
has  at  least  the  merit  of  simplicity. 
For  the  first  time  we  have  a  Code  with- 
out cross-references,  without  foot-notes, 
and  which  anybody  can  understand. 
The  credit  of  this  is  not  due  to  me,  but 
to  the  permanent  officials  in  the  Depart- 
ment, who  deserve  all  the  credit  the 
House  can  give  them.  The  next  point 
which  the  noble  Lord  called  attention 
to  was  that  the  Code  gave  enormous 
powers  to  the  Inspectors.  This  is  quite 
true;  but  in  this  respect  the  present 
Code  is  the  same  as  its  predecessors. 
Every  School  Board  Code  that  has  been 
issued  gives  enormous  powers  to  the  In- 
spectors ;  and  I  do  not  think,  on  the 
whole,  that,  except  with  regard  to  the 
merit  grant,  the  Code  gives  larger 
powers  than  any  which  has  preceded  it. 
We  were  bound  to  secure  fairness,  and 
some  approximation  to  uniformity  of 
tests  applied  by  Inspectors— a  thing 
which  at  the  establishment  of  our  edu- 
cational system  was  much  easier  than  it 
is  now,  because  formerly  there  were  only 
some  20  Inspectors,  whereas  at  the  pre- 
sent time  there  are  between  110  and 
120.  The  noble  Lord  must  be  aware 
that  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  heart- 
burning at  the  different  tests  applied  by 
Inspectors ;  but  we  believe  we  shall  be 
able  to  get  rid  of  these  difficulties  by 
the  system  we  have  organized,  which 
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places  the  whole  supervision  in  the 
hands  of  a  small  number  of  Inspec- 
tors. The  noble  Lord  has  expr^se^ 
some  regret  at  the  issue  of  the  Circular 
which  places  some  restrictions  on  th< 
criticisms  of  Inspectors  with  regard  U 
the  Code  which  they  have  to  administer 
But  the  Circular  in  question  is  not  a  neiH 
one,  and  I  find  it  was  in  use  when  th( 
noble  Lord  himself  was  in  Office.  It  is, 
I  believe,  simply  a  reprint  of  a  form  whicl 
has  been  in  use  for  many  years.  The 
noble  Lord  has  given  us  the  opinion  oi 
Mr.  Hart,  the  clerk  to  the  Liverpool  Schoo 
Board,  who  has  expressed  his  fear  that 
the  effect  of  the  regulation  of  the  grani 
by  the  percentage  of  passes  would  be,  ii 
the  case  of  some  schools,  that  the  mas- 
ters would  purge  them  of  the  backward 
scholars  at  examination  time,  in  ordei 
to  obtain  a  higher  percentage  of  passes 
No  doubt,  all  schools  are  exposed  to  Bom( 
acts  of  this  kind ;  but  it  would  be  th< 
duty  of  the  Inspectors  to  see  that  the  re 
gisters  had  not  been  cleared  of  the  back 
ward  scholars,  and  if,  on  examination,  i 
was  found  that  children  were  absen* 
without  sufficient  reason  —  in  othei 
words,  if  we  discovered  that  any  shcool 
master  had  turned  out  the  dunces  foi 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  higher  per 
centage,  I  think  it  would  be  right  U 
treat  the  act  as  a  fraud,  and  to  depriv< 
that  schoolmaster  of  his  certificate.  I  d< 
not  think  it  very  likely  that  such  a  prao 
tice  will  be  resorted  to ;  nevertheless,  i 
is  a  matter  we  have  not  overlooked,  an< 
measures  will  be  provided  to  deal  witl 
it.  The  noble  Lord  has  also  expreesec 
regret  that  a  change  has  been  made  ii 
the  matter  of  honour  certificates.  But 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  has  been  foun< 
that  the  system  of  honour  certificates 
as  given  by  the  Department,  did  no 
always  produce  the  best  results,  and  w* 
think  that  better  results  may  be  lookei 
for  from  a  system  of  honour  oertifi 
cates  administered  by  the  local  autho 
rities.  We  think  that  more  enoou 
ragement  to  diligence  is  afforded  U 
a  child  by  the  possession  of  a  parch 
ment  testimonial,  which  can  be  takei 
away,  framed,  and  hung  up  at  home 
til  an  by  any  intangible  proof  of  merit 
With  regard  to  the  objection  by  th< 
noble  Lord  to  the  omission  of  a  defi 
nition  of  discipline  from  the  Code,  ] 
must  remind  him  that  this  is  hardly  i 
subject  which  can  be  dealt  with  in  tin 
Code.    It  is  a  matter  for  the  Inapeotor 
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and  tho  principles  referred  to  in  the 
definition  read  by  the  noble  Lord  are, 
of  oooTBe,  expected  to  be  enforced  in 
erery  Bchool.  With  regard  to  the  ap- 
prehension expressed  bj  him,  that  the 
extra  g^nts  to  mral  sdiools  would  be 
diminished,  I  can  assure  him  that  there 
k  not  the  smallest  intention  of  any  such 
reduction.  The  object  of  the  change  in 
relation  to  these  grants  is  to  prevent 
large  schools  in  small  districts  which 
ire  fed  by  neighbouring  parishes,  from 

Stting  extra  grants.  The  noble  Lord 
ii  referred  to  the  need  of  impressing 
■pon  School  Boards  and  Attendance 
Oommittees  their  duties  with  respect  to 
the  regular  attendance  of  the  children, 
nod  has  also  recommended  the  disestab- 
fiahment  of  two  or  three  Committees  in 
ease  of  their  failure  to  enforce  regular 
ittendance.  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
will  be  surprised,  to  hear  that  I  have 
already  done  this,  in  some  instances  with 
Tery  excellent  results.  In  one  district, 
where  the  attendance  was  very  bad,  wo 
fomd  that  the  chairman  of  the  Attend- 
inee  Committee  was  a  large  employer  of 
diildren,  who  were  kept  at  work  con- 
truy  to  the  Act.  In  this  case — the 
•etion  of  the  chairman  being  supported 
bj  his  brother  committeemen — we  simply 
diBiolTed  the  Committee  and  insisted 
upon  the  appointment  of  a  new  one, 
vith  the  result  that  the  school  attend- 
tnce  nearly  doubled.  The  whole  success 
of  this  Code  turns  upon  the  School 
Attendance  Officers  doing  their  duty; 
ttd  I  can  assure  hon.  Members  that  the 
Btitement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
him  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  is  not  at  all 
exaggerated  when  he  says  that  some  of 
the  magistrates  in  the  country  believe 
thit  they  are  doing  parents  a  kindness 
in  not  enforcing  the  attendance  of  chil- 
dren at  school.  We  have  many  appeals 
from  poor  men.  to  allow  their  children  to 
eieape  from  what  they  believe  to  be  the 
AirdiBhip  of  the  Act ;  but  it  must  be  borne 
^  mind  that  the  hardship  is  not  in  com- 
pelling the  attendance  of  the  children 
It  achool,  but  in  the  fact  that  unless  they 
Ita  the  requisite  Standards  they  cannot 
obtain  certificates.  Magistrates,  there- 
tore,  do  a  most  cruel  thing  in  not  en- 
firciog  the  attendance  of  children  at 
•chool  during  their  early  years.  I  will 
do  my  best  to  insist  on  local  Attendance 
^ommittees  doing  their  duty ;  and  I  wish 
I  could  do  something  with  regard  to  the 
^^ttrnmaiy  Jurisdiction  Act,  which  is  a 


matter  of  much  greater  difficulty.  Now 
I  CO  mo  to  the  veiy  important  point 
raised  in  the  able  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham.  Nobody  could 
have  presented  the  case  to  the  House 
with  greater  force,  and  yet  I  cannot 
agree  with  the  proposition  the  hon. 
Member  has  made.  I  say  at  once  that 
we  should  never  have  succeeded  as  well 
as  we  have  done  in  enforcing  compulsion 
in  England  if  we  had  not  enlisted  all 
the  forces  at  our  command — religious 
and  other  bodies.  We  have  2,000,000 
children  in  the  Church  schools.  Why 
are  they  in  the  Church  schools  ?  Because 
the  Church  is  willing  to  pay  £500,000 
or  £600,000  a-year  to  give  those  chil- 
dren definite  religious  instruction  in  the 
principles  of  the  Church.  But  how  can 
she  do  this  if  the  teachers  are  not  trained 
in  these  principles  ?  I  cannot  see  how  we 
can  insist  on  sending  teachers  to  Training 
Colleges  which  are  founded  on  distinct 
conditions  —  which  are  the  subject  of 
special  trusts,  and  have  received  money 
for  special  trusts.  We  cannot  ask  them 
to  admit  persons  of  all  faiths  and  creeds, 
or  of  no  faith  or  creed,  into  the  family 
life  of  those  Colleges — and  it  must  be 
remembered  that,  after  all,  it  is  a  family 
life.  I  have  visited  several  of  these 
Colleges,  and  what  do  I  find?  In 
Liverpool  there  is  a  Catholic  Training 
College  for  women,  excellently  con- 
ducted, but  practically  of  conventual 
life  ?  How  can  you  insist  on  persons  of 
all  creeds  being  admitted  there  ?  I  want 
to  know  how  we  can  carry  out  compul- 
sion in  England  if  the  Catholics  are  not 
to  be  allowed  to  teach  religious  prin- 
ciples in  their  own  schools  ?  In  towns 
like  Liverpool,  where  you  have  200,000 
or  250,000  Boman  Catholics,  and  like 
Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  other  gpreat 
towns,  it  would  be  impossible  to  force 
children  into  the  schools  unless  you  had 
all  the  assistance  which  the  religious 
denominations  can  give  you  for  that 
purpose.  My  hon.  "h  riend  says  we  can 
trust  to  the  day  schools,  and  why  not  to 
the  Training  Colleges  ?  But  day  schools 
and  Training  Colleges  are  not  on  all 
fours.  In  regard  to  the  day  schools, 
parents  give  religious  instruction  to  the 
children,  and  can  take  them  to  their 
own  church  or  chapel  on  Sundays ;  but 
what  can  be  done  m  Training  Colleges  ? 
There  you  may  have  100  or  200  young 
women  living  a  life  in  common,  and 
joining  in  prayers  in  common  ;  and  how 
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can  you  possibly  separate  the  various 
religious  faiths  of  those  people  ?    I  must 
say  I  cannot  see  my  way  out  of  this 
difficulty,  except  by  one  method — and 
there  I  meet  my  hon.  Friend.     Any 
person  who  is  a  fit  subject  to  enter  an 
undenominational  College,  and  desires 
to  enter  it,  ought  to  have  the  right  to 
receive  that  training.    To  that  extent  I 
am  entirely  with  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
will  endeavour  to  secure  it;  but  if  my 
hon.  Friend  says  that  will  not  meet  his 
case,  and  what  he  insists  on  is  that  we 
shall  break  down  the  denominational 
principle  in  these  Colleges,  .then  I  say 
you  must  first  change  your  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  break  down  the  denomina> 
tional  principle  in  your  schools.     The 
Training  Colleges  are  a  necessary  corol- 
lary of   your  denominational    schools. 
Let  us  take  the  case  as  it  stands.    There 
are  about  2,000,000  children  taught  in 
denominational  schools,  to  educate  whom 
the  various  Denominations  spend  about 
£750,000  a-year.    Why  do  they  do  this  ? 
In  order  to  give  them  religious  instruc- 
tion.   Then  we  have  the  Training  Col- 
leges, on  which  the  Church  of  England 
has  spent  £271,000;  the  Eoman  Catho- 
lics, £66,000;  the  Wesleyans,  £68,000; 
theBritish  and  Foreign  Society,  £80,000; 
and  the  Congregationalists,   £30,000  ; 
making  altogether  nearly  £520,000,  in 
addition  to  the  Government  g^ant  of 
£114,000.     Then  let  us  take  tho  annual 
income.     The  total  cost  of  maintenance 
is    about    £149,000    a-year.     Of   this, 
£109,000  is  the  Government  grant,  and 
the  remaining  £40,000  is  made  up  of 
£23,000  in  voluntary  subscriptions,  and 
£16,000  or£17,000  in  rates.  The  Board 
schools  have  30  per  cent  of  the  children 
on  the  register;  30*4  per  cent  of  the 
certificated  teachers  ;  31  per  cent  of  the 
pupil  teachers  ;  24  per  cent  of  the  pupil 
teachers  were  admitted  into  the  Training 
Colleges  as  students  in  1881  from  Board 
schools.    -In  the  Church   of  England 
Colleges  alone  about  19  per  cent  were 
from  Board  schools,  and  17  per  cent  of 
the  females  and  20  per  cent  of  the  males 
in  the  Wesleyan  Colleges  were  also  from 
Board  schools.    It  cannot,  then,  be  de- 
nied that  the  teachers  employed  in  the 
Board  schools  are  of  all  religious  deno- 
minations. Many  of  them — probably  as 
large  a  proportion  of  them  as  of  the 
people  generally — are  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  many  are  Wesley- 
ans, many  Congregationalists,  and  many 
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of  other  denominations.    Why,  then,  is 
the  case  so  unfair  as  my  hon.  Friend 
seems  to  suppose  ?  All  I  can  say  is,  thai 
men  whom  1  believe  to  be  thoroughly 
impartial,   and  who  have  investigated 
the  matter  with  the  greatest  thorough- 
ness, assure  me  that  there  is  no  prac- 
tical   injustice.      However,    there    ai€ 
two  or  three  undenominational  Colleges 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department.      Further,   I  should 
be  glad  if    I    could  see    my  way  to 
establishing  day  Training  Colleges  in 
London.    That,   I  think,   would    meet 
the  whole  case.    I  think  the  Church 
Colleges,  and  all  the  other  denomina- 
tional Colleges  do  very  wisely  to  provide 
a  conscience  clause  for  day  students. 
But  my  hon.  Friend  is  not  content  with 
that,  and  says  it  must  be  outside  the 
existing  Colleges.    I  think  that  is  push- 
ing the  matter  to  an  extreme;  for  if 
there  is  room  inside,  I  do  not  see  any 
necessity  for  going  outside.    I  stand  up 
as  strongly  as  my  hon.  Friend  for  the 
rights  of  conscience,  and  I  should  resent 
as  strongly  as  he  would  the  violation  of 
the  conscience  of  any  pupil  teacher.    I 
will  do  my  best  to  secure  that  every 
pupil  teacher  who  desires  undenomina- 
tional training  shall  have  it ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  cannot  say  that  I  would  be 
a  party  to  any  attempt  to  destroy  the 
religious    teaching   in    these  Training 
Colleges.    I  was  sorry  to  hear  what  my 
hon.  Friend  said  about  the  rudeness, 
coarseness,  and  absence  of  refinement  in 
these  Training  Colleges.  The  last  Keport 
I  have  on  the  Colleges  says  the  Inspec- 
tor cannot  speak  too  nighly  of  the  morale 
and  general  tone  of  the  whole  body  of 
students.     He  says  the  arrangements 
are  excellent,  and  that  efforts  are  made 
in  every  direction  to  refine  and  cultivate 
the  taste,  and  enlarge  the  ideas  of  the 
teachers;   and  I  am  sure,  when  that 
Eeport  reaches  the  hands  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  he  will  find  it  in  striking  con- 
trast with  his  remarks.    Just  one  word 
more.   I  have  two  letters— one  from  the 
Principal  of   one    of  the  British  and 
Foreign    Society's   Schools,   the    other 
from  the  Principal  of  the  College  at 
Bangor — saying  they  hardly  know  how 
to  place  the  teachers ;  that  there  are  too 
many  in  the  market ;  and  that  there  is 
no  necessity  for  any  more  Training  Col- 
leges for  the  middle  students.     Now  I 
approach  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton),  mjPredeoesaor 
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in  the  Office  I  now  hold.  The  noble 
Lord  first  raised  the  question  of  the 
hours  of  work  for  pupil  teachers ;  and  I 
Till  teU  him  what  decided  me  in  re- 
dncing  these  hours.  Since  I  have  been 
in  the  Education  Department,  I  have 
TQceiyed  frequent  representations  from 
the  pupil  teachers,  especially  the  females, 
u  to  their  breaking  down  through  ex- 
treme stress  of  work ;  and  I  have  proof 
positive  from  clergymen  and  medical 
men  of  the  pupil  teachers  being  shame- 
fiillj  overworked.  I  have  a  Memorial 
from  the  Liverpool  Council  of  Education 
pnying  me  to  take  some  steps  to  reduce 
the  hours.  In  January,  I  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  going  to  Liverpool,  and  I 
Tinted  the  whole  of  the  Training  Centres 
Aero.  There  are  three  or  more  of  them, 
aansted  by  the  Lady  Superiutendents.  I 
exaoiined  the  female  pupil  teachers  as 
to  their  hours  of  work,  and  I  found 
nnmbers  of  those  young  women  work- 
ing from  7  or  8  in  the  morning  till  10 
and  11  at  night — week  in,  week  out. 
The  representations  made  to  me  were 
ftat  it  was  most  distressing  to  see  how 
thej  lost  their  health  and  tone,  and  be- 
came nervous  and  dyspeptic,  through  the 
orerwork.  I  laid  the  matter  before  the 
Oonncil  and  the  whole  of  the  senior  In- 
spectors, every  one  of  whom  agreed  that 
a  change  was  desirable ;  and  everyone 
since  appealed  to  said  the  same  thing 
—that,  if  the  senior  teachers  will  so 
arrange  their  time-tables  that  at  certain 
honrs  these  pupil  teachers  may  get 
relief,  the  necessary  relaxation  can  be 
provided.  However,  I  am  as  anxious  as 
the  noble  Lord  that  we  should  not  de- 
nngethe  organization  of  the  schools,  and 
the  matter  shall  have  my  most  serious 
coneideration,  and  no  mischief  shall  re- 
ndt.  No  mischief  can  result,  because 
the  arrangement  does  not  affect  the 
exiating  contracts.  By  the  existing  con- 
tracts uie  teachers  are  bound  to  work 
30  hoars  a- week,  so  that  at  present  no 
harm  can  arise,  and  it  will  only  be  the 
fiiture  teachers  who  will  be  affected. 
The  final  point  raised  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  the  most  important  one  probably 
to  the  House,  is  that  we  are  trenching 
<ni  the  domain  of  middle- class  instruc- 
tion. I  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  he 
has  been  fighting  a  shadow,  a  ghost,  or 
a  monster  of  his  own  creation.  What 
sre  the  facts  ?  The  noble  Lord  said  that 
weallowed children  when  they  had  passed 
the  Sixth  Standard  to  be  considered  as 


"  ez-6,"  and  to  g^  on  year  after  year 
taking  three  specific  subjects,  and,  as 
the  result,  taking  up  what  an  Inspector 
to-day  called  ''fads,''  and  not  solid  in- 
struction— this  and  that  of  the  specific 
subjects  requiring  the  concentrated  at- 
tention of  tne  master  to  manage  these 
few  advanced  and,  probably,  clever  boys. 
But  the  Code  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon)  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex (Lord  George  Hamilton)  allowed, 
these  "  ex-6  "  boys  to  be  presented  again 
and  ac^ain  till  they  were  18  years  of  age,  if 
they  cnose  to  be  presented.  [Lord  George 
Hamilton:  I  put  the  limit  at  15.]  The 
noble  Lord  put  a  limit  on  the  15th  year  ; 
but  let  us  settle  one  thing  at  once.  First, 
as  to  the  curriculum.  Is  it  better  that 
boys  who  have  passed  the  Sixth  Stan- 
dard in  reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic, 
should  get  no  more  instruction,  no 
continuous  and  regular  instruction  in 
plain,  good  work,  which  could  go  on 
year  after  year — taking,  say,  a  lan- 
guage and  two  science  subjects,  and 
two  class  subjects — and  draw  the  full 
grant ;  or  that,  having  passed  the  Sixth 
Standard,  they  should  do  something 
better  in  reading,  writing,  and  arith- 
metic, and  so  raise  the  whole  tone  of  the 
ordinary  work  of  the  school  ?  That  is 
all  round  education;  the  other  is  in- 
complete education ;  and  that  was  the 
sole  reason  for  introducing  the  Seventh 
Standard.  I  have  the  authority  of  all 
the  best  Inspectors  for  this.  I  have  re- 
ceived hundreds  of  Memorials  in  its 
favour ;  and  the  first  protest  I  have 
heard  against  it  is  that  by  the  noble 
Lord,  who  thinks  he  sees  an  attempt  to 
bring  in  middle-class  education  by  a  side- 
wind. I  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  that 
was  the  very  last  thing  intended.  What 
we  want  is  that  the  clever  boys  shall  not 
be  driven  out  of  the  schools.  Every  year 
children  are  passing  at  an  earlier  age. 
Last  year  the  noble  Lord  will  find,  by 
the  Betums,  that  150  children  passed 
the  Fifth  Standard  before  they  were  10 
years  of  age ;  and  some  of  them  also 
passed  the  Sixth  Standard.  What  are 
we  going  to  do  with  them  ?  They  will 
be  '*  ex-6  "  at  10  years  of  age.  Can  you 
turn  them  out  of  school  ?  Are  they  to 
go  on  to  14,  and  have  no  continuous  in- 
struction ?  Are  they  not  improving  the 
whole  tone  of  the  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic,  for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  of 
the  children?    That  is  tho  sole  object 
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of  the  Seventh  Standard,  and  I  am  satis- 
fied that  the  noble  Lord  will,  on  in- 
quiry, find  that  I  am  right.  But  I  will 
grant  him  one  point — namely,  that  the 
limitation  of  age  is  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. We  simply  adopt  18,  be- 
cause there  are  no  children  wno  stop  till 
1 8,  except  poor  cripples  or  children  who 
have  been  injured  in  early  life,  or  have 
suffered  long  illness.  We  thought  it 
unnecessary  to  continue  that  age  any 
longer,  and  that  misled  the  ordinary 
reader  of  the  Code.  But  as  for  this 
year,  children  can  only  be  paid  on  pass- 
ing the  Seventh  Standard,  and,  as  all 
the  children  who  are  now  *'ox-6  "  must 
pass  the  Seventh  Standard,  no  harm  can 
happen  this  year ;  and  I  will  take  care, 
before  the  Code  is  laid  on  the  Table 
again,  that  there  shall  be  a  limitation  of 
ages  to  prevent  such  a  possibility  as  the 
noble  Lord  points  out.  The  noble  Lord 
himself  created  the  very  schools  in 
which  the  clever  boys  are  found ;  I  have 
not  had  to  certify  for  one ;  and  it  is  rather 
hard  that  he  should  reproach  me  for 
giving  this  higher  education  of  which 
he  is  himself,  practically,  the  author. 
There  are  the  Bradford  School  and  the 
Sheffield  School;  they  are  the  creation 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  they  are  doing 
excellent  work ;  and  in  many  instances 
the  children  are  maintained  from  12 
to  16  years  of  age.  How?  The  noble 
Lord  visited  the  school  at  Sheffield, 
and  he  put  forward  a  particular  child, 
and  then  said— '*  This  will  not  do." 
What  was  the  case?  The  child  had 
won  a  scholarship  of  £10  a-year  given 
by  the  manufacturers  in  the  town.  The 
child  was  the  son  of  a  poor  woman 
who  earned  a  living  by  mangling.  She 
was  paid  £10  a-year  to  allow  the 
child  to  continue  at  the  school,  and 
he  is  the  most  promising  scholar  in 
the  school.  I  hope  I  have  now  said 
enough  to  satisfy  the  noble  Lord,  and 
to  allay  the  fears  of  hon.  Members  who 
think  that  we  are  going  to  establish, 
under  the  pretext  of  secondary  educa- 
tion, a  system  of  middle- class  education. 
That  is  the  last  thing  we  desire.  I  am 
afraid  I  have  wasted  my  own  time  and 
the  time  of  the  House ;  but  it  was  neces- 
sary to  say  this  much  to  satisfy  the  House. 
I  hope  I  have  met,  as  far  as  I  can,  the 
wishes  of  the  hon.  Members  who  have 
addressed  the  House;  and  that,  even  late 
as  it  is,  the  House  will  allow  me  to  make 
my  Statement  and  to  take  my  Vote. 

Mr,  Mundella 


Mr.  J.  a.  TALBOT  said,  he  though! 
this  was  one  of  the  most  inconvenient 
debates  that  the  House  had  ever  been 
called  upon  to  take  part  in.  Having 
had  a  desultory  discussion  for  som< 
hours  on  a  subject  brought  forward  hy 
the  Government — the  Army  Bill — and 
after  a  long  and  desultory  discussion, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  asked  the 
House  to  allow  the  Speaker  to  leaT< 
the  Chair  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning 
in  order  that  he  might  make  hif 
Statement  on  the  Education  Estimates 
He  never  had  been  an  Obstructionist, 
and  did  not  wish  to  be ;  but  he  thought, 
if  ever  there  was  a  case  for  insisting 
upon  delay,  it  was  this.  Of  course,  h€ 
might  have  to  give  way ;  but  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  him- 
self give  way,  and  allow  hon.  Gentle- 
men an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
Statement,  and  would  promise  that,  on 
the  Eeport  of  the  Education  Vote,  there 
should  be  an  opportunity  for  the  dis- 
cussion which  could  not  be  taken  to- 
night  

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  no  com- 
mand of  the  time  of  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  the  poinfa 
he  wished  chiefly  to  impress  upon  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were — first,  the 
conditions  under  which  the  Inspectors 
were  to  act  under  the  New  Code.  He 
thoughtthattherighthon.Gentlemanhad 
sought  to  minimize  the  effect  of  the  new 
alterations,  and  that  his  statements  wei« 
unintentionally  misleading,  and  would 
lead  the  House  and  the  country  to 
imagine  that  Inspectors  would  have  no 
more  influence  on  the  ultimate  grant 
in  aid  of  education  than  they  had  pre- 
viously had.  But  upon  this  he  wisned 
to  point  out  that,  with  regard  to 
the  merit  grants,  the  schools  were 
to  be  considered  excellent,  good,  oi 
fair.  If  they  were  excellent,  they  re- 
ceived 3s, ;  if  good,  2«. ;  if  fair,  U. — all 
on  the  average  attendance.  The  case 
was  stronger  as  to  infant  schools,  whicJi 
received  6«.  for  excellent,  4«.  for  good, 
and  2t.  for  fair.  All  that  was  to  de- 
pend entirely  upon  the  individual  judg- 
ment of  the  Inspector.  A  few  days 
ago  he  had  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  answer 
was,  to  some  extent,  satisfactory — 
namely,  that  he  hoped  to  organize 
some  system  of  appeal  to  the  head  In- 
spectors, in  order  to  mitigate,  in  some 
degree,  the  extreme   discretion   ^iven 
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to  the  Inspeoton.  It  was,  however,  a 
qaestion  of  extreme  importance  whether, 
unless  instructions  to  Inspectors  were 
most  specific,  the  schools  which  did  the 
hsrd  work  of  teaching  the  poor  children 
in  larg^  towns  and  in  the  remote  rural 
dis^ctis  would  not  he  injured  by  this  ex- 
treme discretion.  This  license  to  In- 
spectors was  given  now  for  the  first  time. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman,  in  his  natural 
anxiety  to  commend  his  work  to  the 
Honse,  had  rather  misled  the  House 
bj  pressing  upon  them  the  necessity  for 
thii  discretion  being  given  to  Inspectors. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  gone 
oat  of  his  way,  in  kindness  of  heart, 
to  make  alterations  in  regard  to  pupil 
tesehers.  But  kindness  to  one  person 
might  be  cruelty  to  another ;  and  there 
was  such  a  thing  as  apparent  kindness 
to  pnpil  teachers  which  would  inflict 
baidship  upon  the  other  teachers.  Upon 
the  question  of  reducing  the  hours  of 
work,  a  body  of  school  managers  and 
teachers,  meeting  in  Oxford,  and  having, 
tinfortunately,  no  Member  of  their  own 
for  that  City,  had  adopted  the  following 
neolntion : — 

"That  serious  inconvcnienoe  and  embarrass- 
OM&t  would  be  caused  to  managers  and  teachers 
bj  the  proposed  rule  to  restrict  the  employment 
of  puml  teachers  to  25,  instead  of  30,  hours 
a-veel,  as  at  present.  In  support  of  this  resolu- 
tion it  is  submitted : — I.  That  the  proposed 
change  would  be  injurious  to  the  order  and 
Mplino  in  the  school.  II.  That  in  some 
Kkools,  particularly  in  rural  districts,  it  would 
be  all  but  impossible  for  the  head  teacher  to 
carry  on  the  work  of  the  school  during  the 
occasional  absence  of  a  pupil  teacher,  who  may 
Ittppen  to  be  his  sole  assistant.  III.  That  it 
voald  tend  to  the  withdrawal  of  pupil  tcichors 
from  the  hour  of  religious  instruction,  as  a 
ooDTenient  plan  of  reducing  the  time  of  their 
wrrice  to  the  25  hours.  IV.  That  there  is 
Mt  danger  that  the  inconvenience  resulting 
uom  the  change  would  lead  to  a  serious  dimi- 
nution in  the  number  of  the  pupil  teachers  em- 
ployed.  V.  That  the  reduction  of  the  hours  of 
employment  in  school  is  not  the  most  dosirablo 
^y  of  giving  relief  to  pupil  teachers,  even 
f^tppodng  it  to  be  a  fact  that  they  are  in  any 
caaes  suffering  from  an  excessive  strain.'' 

Some  weight  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
ivpresentations   of  these  school  mana- 
ge, and  the  House  should  be  very 
careful  lest,  in  attempting  to  do  an  act 
of  kindness  to  the  pupil  teachers,  they 
wefe  injuring  the  other  teachers.     The 
right  hon.   Oentleman  had  rightly  re- 
marked upon  the  strain  put  upon  the 
pupil  teachers;  and  if  he  (Mr.   J.  G. 
falbot)  had  his  way,  he  would  agree 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  John  Lub- 1 


bock)  as  to  preferring  specific  subjects, 
and  in  the  case  of  almost  all  the  pupil 
teachers,  except  the  most  advanced,  he 
would  not  require  them  to  be  instructed 
in  out-of-the-way  subjects,  and  so  di- 
minish the  strain  put  upon  them  by 
cramming  into  their  minds  all  kinds  of 
subjects,  which  were  neither  profitable 
to  them  nor  necessary  for  them  to 
teach. 

Sir  HENEY  FLETOHEE  said,  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Mun- 
della)  alluded  to   many  subjects  con- 
nected with  the  Code;  but  they  had 
been  mostly  subjects  relating  to  schools 
in  large  towns.     He,   being  connected 
with  rural  populations  and  immediately 
connected  with  rural  schools,  wished  to 
point  out  one  or  two   facts  which  he 
thought  ought  to  be  brought  before  the 
attention  of  the  House.     The  people  in 
rural  districts  were  most  anxious  that 
education  should  be  promoted  in  every 
possible  way ;  but,  having  himself  been 
for  many  years  a  trustee  of  a  national 
school    and  chairman  of   a    Board  of 
Guardians     under    whose     superinten- 
dence the  school  education  had  been 
placed,  he  wished  to  express  his  hope 
that  over-education  would  not  be  pro- 
duced  among    the    rural  classes.     He 
maintained  that  for  the  rural  classes  the 
rudiments  of  education  were  quite  suffi- 
cient,   and  it  was  a  great  mistake  to 
over- educate  them.      Let  them  have  in- 
struction in  reading,  writing,  and  arith- 
metic ;  but  do  not  let  their  minds  be 
crammed   with    other    matters,    which 
would   not  be  of  any  use  to  them  in 
their  future  walk  of  life.     With  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  magistrates,  who, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  did 
not  support  the  Committees  in  enforcing 
attendance,   he  wished   to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  magis- 
trates  were  placed  in  a  very  difficult 
position.     The  Attendance  Officers  were 
supposed    to    bring    cases    before    the 
magistrates,  and  to  require  the  atten- 
dance  of   the  children's  parents ;    but 
there  was  a  certain  laxity  in  the  law  at 
present,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  do  his  best  to  alter  the 
law  in  such  a  way  as  to  provide  better 
punishment  for  persons   who    did  not 
send  their  children  to  school.     At  the 
present  time,  if  a  parent  was  brought 
before  a  magistrate  for  the  non-attend- 
ance of  his  child,  a  fine  of  bs,  could  be 
enforced ;  but  if  that  59,  was  not  paid  at 
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the  time,  the  law  provided  a  very  round- 
about way  of  enforcing  that  payment — 
namely,  by  a  distress  warrant,  which  in- 
creased the  cost  to  the  parent.  He  would 
urge  on  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
that  he  should  devise  some  means  of 
imposing  on  a  parent  who  did  not  pay 
the  fines  a  certain  term  of  imprison- 
ment, say,  seven  or  ten  days.  He  urged 
this,  because  it  was  known  amongst  the 
people  generally  that  there  was  this 
laxity  in  the  law,  and  the  magistrates 
were,  in  consequence,  placed  in  a  very 
unfortunate  and  very  unpleasant  posi- 
tion. If  this  alteration  could  be  made, 
those  who  were  members  of  school 
boards,  and  trustees  of  schools  and 
Chairmen  of  Guardians,  would  use  their 
best  efforts  to  carry  out  the  Code  which 
was  now  proposed. 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES  said,  he  thought 
the  managers  in  small  rural  districts  and 
poor  suburban  districts  would  feel  g^eat 
anxiety  under  the  new  proposal.  He 
had  had  some  experience  of  these  small 
schools,  and  he  thought  the  effect  of 
this  Code  would  be  to  increase  the  ordi- 
nary expenditure,  decrease  the  Govern- 
ment grant,  and  throw  a  gpreat  many  of 
the  voluntary  schools  into  the  hands  of 
the  school  boards.  There  were  at  least 
30  per  cent  of  these  small  schools  in  the 
country,  with  an  aggregate  attendance 
of  60  children.  What  would  be  the 
effect  of  this  Code  upon  them?  The 
Code  changed  the  whole  system.  The 
basis  of  the  grant  was  to  be  the  average 
attendance  of  the  whole  year,  instead 
of  250  attendances  as  before ;  and  that, 
he  thought,  would  be  very  detrimental 
to  the  small  schools,  because,  though 
in  towns  there  was  no  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  children  attending  schools,  in 
the  country,  where  distances  were  long 
and  roads  often  bad,  it  was  frequently 
impossible  for  the  small  children  to 
attend.  He  had  seen  some  of  them 
coming  two  miles  in  the  wet,  and  had 
known  them  remain  four  and  five  hours 
in  their  damp  clothes,  and  without  any 
refreshment.  Under  such  circumstances 
as  these,  it  was  cruel  for  parents  to  send 
their  children.  Well,  as  to  the  other 
point — namely,  the  maximum  they  were 
going  to  give  for  the  **  three  R*s,"  they 
had  reduced  it  from  9«.  to  Sa,  4d.y  whilst 
for  class  subjects  they  were  giving  the 
opportunity  of  obtaining  12«. ;  but  small 
rural  schools  would  not  earn  a  farthing 
for  these  special  subjects. 

^"tr  Uenry  Fletcher 


Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that,  as 
against  that,  there  was  the  4«.  6<^. 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES  said,  he  was 
aware  of  that;   but  he  was  g^ing  to 

Eoint  out  that,  in  increasing  the  amount 
*om  4«.  to  4«.  M.y  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  imposed  new  conditions  which 
would  render  it  impossible  for  small 
schools  to  avail  themselves  of  the  in- 
creased grant.  There  was  one  other 
grant — that  in  regard  to  music — which 
had  not  been  touched  on.  They  were 
giving  l»,  -per  child  for  music ;  but  that 
was  to  be  curtailed  by  6d.,  unless  the 
children  were  taught  by  note  or  by  some 
regular  system.  He  maintained  that  it 
was  impossible  for  children  in  rural  dis- 
tricts to  learn  by  note,  for  the  reason 
that  they  would  never  be  able  to  secure 
the  necessary  instruction.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them  that  there 
was  also  a  merit  grant ;  but  that  g^rant 
was  entirely  at  the  discretion  of  the  In- 
spectors. He  wished  to  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  key  to  this  Code  was  in  his 
(Mr.  Mundella's)  pocket  at  the  present 
moment,  because  he  had  not  given  them 
the  instructions  he  was  going  to  issue  to 
the  Inspectors.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  promised  that  these  instruc- 
tions should  be  placed  upon  the  Table ; 
but  they  were  not  yet  completed.  Until, 
however,  they  were  presented  to  the 
House,  hon.  Members  would  not  know 
what  the  effect  of  the  Code  was  to  be. 
He  would  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  tell  them  whether  the  same  standard 
of  intelligence  and  attainments  was  to 
be  applied  to  the  small  rural  schools  as 
was  applied  to  the  large  schools  in 
towns  ?  In  forming  an  opinion  as  to 
whether  these  schools  were  good  or  bad, 
were  the  same  rules  to  be  applied  to  one 
class  as  to  the  other?  If  so,  a  con- 
siderable grievance  would  be  created. 
What  ho  (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  urged  was 
this — that  the  whole  of  the  Code  de- 
pended upon  the  instructions  they  were 
going  to  give  to  the  Inspectors.  There 
was  another  complaint  he  had  to  make 
— and  the  subject  of  it  had  been  already 
alluded  to.  It  was,  that  they  were  really 
by  this  Code  going  to  give  what  he 
called  '*  secondary  education,"  instead 
of  that  education  which  it  was  the  sole 
object  and  intention  of  the  Education  Act 
to  impart.  They  were  not  only  under- 
taking to  give  primary  education  to  the 
lower  classes,  but  they  were  undertaking 
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to  give  an  advanced  education  to  tbo 
middle  classes.     That  was  a  griovanco 
which  many  conceived  to  be  a  great  one. 
They  did   not   object  to   paying  their 
rates  for  elementary  education ;  but  they 
said  the  Oovemment  were  now  not  only 
imposing  burdens  on  ratepayers  for  pur- 
poses which  were  never  contemplated 
when  the  Act  was  passed,  but  they  were 
also  taking  a  Parliamentary  grant,  and 
udng  it  for  purposes  for  which  it  was 
nerer  intended.     He  would  not,  at  that 
hour  of  the  night,  any  longer  detain  the 
House  ;  but  what  he  wanted  to  impress 
QDon  hon.  Members  w  us,  that  to  small 
•ekools  in  rural  places  this  Code  would 
be  a  very  serious  thing,  and  would  affect 
fliem  very  disadvantageously.     It  would 
be  found  for  good  schools  a  very  good 
Code;  but  for  indifferent — or  what  an 
boD.  Gentleman  had  called  *'  less  satis- 
lactoiy,"   schools,  it  would  take  from 
them  the  very  means  they  required  for 
improvement.     In  the  Code  the  Govern- 
ment were    making   no  allowance  for 
special  circumstances  and  difficulties,  and 
for  what  he  would  call  the  inequality  of 
conditions  in  the  different  examinations. 

OIBKALTAR  (RELIGIOUS  DISSENSIONS) 
-DB.  CANILLA— THE  PAPERS. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

8iH  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
breach  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of  the 
Oovemment.  He  was  obliged  to  bring 
the  subject  on  at  that  late  hour  ( L.'iO  a.m.) 
and  he  was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  do  so 
in  the  absence  of  the  Prime  Minister,  of 
whom  he  had  asked  a  Question  earlier 
in  the  Sitting.  They  had  Ministers  of 
eonsequence  m  the  House  early  in  the 
day;  but  late  at  night  only  Ministers  of 
less  consequence  remained,  and  it  was 
sometimes  a  misfortune  to  hon.  Members 
that  they  could  not  address  themselves 
to  all  the  Ministers.  He  was  about  to 
mention  a  breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of 
the  Colonial  Office;  and  if  he  did  not 
obtain  an  answer  he  should  renew  it  to- 
morrow, and  whenever  it  might  be  open 
to  him  to  do  so.  Before  the  9th  March 
he  had  brought  before  the  House  a 
question  concerning  Gibraltar.  He  had 
iAei  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  there  would  be 
any  objection,  on  the  9th  of  March,  to 
lay  Papers  on  the  Table  relating  to  the 
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appointment  of  the  Vicar  Apostolic  of 
Gibraltar,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
informed  him  that  there  would  be  no 
objection.  The  next  day,  after  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  arranged  with  him  that 
he  should  put  down  a  Motion  for  an  un- 
opposed Return  of  these  Papers,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  came  to  him  and  asked  him 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  Papers  would  be  pre- 
sented to  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
He  waited  until  the  17th  of  March,  when 
he  again  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  a 
Question  on  the  subject,  and  the  answer 
he  received  from  him  was  that  the  Papers 
were  already  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
He  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  was  cer* 
tain  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not, 
knowingly,  have  made  a  mis-statement ; 
but  what  had  taken  place  showed  an 
enormous  administrative  carelessness  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member,  inasmuch 
as  he  was  the  Minister  who  ought  to 
have  placed  the  Papers  on  the  Table, 
and  they  had  not  been  handed  in  up  to 
the  present  moment.  On  the  2-1  th  March 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford,  on  his 
behalf,  asked  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  when  the  Papers,  which  he 
had  been  told  were  laid  on  the  Table  on 
the  17th,  would  be  presented;  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  replied  that  he  had  been 
promised  proofs  on  the  following  day — 
the  *25th — and  would  then  present  them 
to  the  House,  if  no  unforeseen  circum- 
stances occurred  to  prevent  him.  An- 
other week  passed,  and  on  Friday  last  a 
noble  Lord  asked  a  Question  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  in  the  other  House, 
the  reply  being  tliat  these  Papers  would 
not  be  laid  on  the  Table  until  after 
Easter.  There  were  particular  reasons 
why  these  Papers  should  be  presented; 
but  he  would  not  detain  the  House  by 
explaining  them.  He  would  merely 
say  that  he  believed  acts  of  great 
illegality  had  occurred  at  Gibraltar. 
At  the  present  moment  British  sub- 
jects were  imprisoned  on  accusations 
brought  against  them  before  a  military 
magistrate.  They  had  been  condemned, 
and  were  not  allowed  to  appeal ;  and  it 
was  for  this  reason,  he  believed,  the 
Government  dared  not  produce  these 
Papers.  But  there  was  something  more. 
It  was  perfectly  well  known  tliat  the 
action  of  the  Government  at  Gibraltar 
had  been  taken  at  the  dictation  of  the 
Vatican,  and  that  this  subject  had  an 
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intimate  connection  with  the  negotiations 
between  Mr.  Errington  and  the  Pope. 
[Laughter.']  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
laugh)  but  it  was,  nevertheless,  the  fact. 
If  he  was  to  be  interrupted  in  this  way 
he  should  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  and  bring  the  subject  on  again 
to-morrow.  What  had  been  done  was 
part  of  the  arrangement  with  the  Vati- 
can for  the  appointment  of  Archbishop 
M'Cabe  to  the  rank  of  Cardinal.  That, 
he  believed,  was  beyond  a  doubt.  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Courtney)  chose  to  laugh  at  what  he 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolflf)  said;  but 
before  he  did  that  he  ought  to  learn 
to  keep  his  word. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  To 
say  that  an  hon.  Member  has  not  kept 
his  word  is  an  expression  hardly  be- 
fitting an  hon.  Member. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  if  he  had  used  an  improper  expres- 
sion he  would  withdraw  it,  and  express 
regret  for  having  used  it.  The  hon. 
O-entleman  (Mr.  Courtney)  chose  to  treat 
with  contempt  statements  made  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  and  con- 
sidered himself  entitled  to  make  allega- 
tions which  were  not  borne  out  by  facts. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  lay  these  Papers  for 
which  he  asked  on  the  Table  ?  If  it 
was  not,  he  should  have  to  bring  the 
matter  forward  again  to-morrow. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  he  quite 
allowed  that  the  hon.  Member,  at  5 
o'clock  that  afternoon,  had  considerable 
ground  for  complaint ;  but  at  1  o'clock 
in  the  morning  he  could  not  be  said  to 
have  the  same  ground  for  complaint, 
because  a  letter  explaining  the  delay 
which  had  occurred  in  the  publication 
of  the  Papers,  which  letter  was  in  the 
House  at  5  o'clock,  but,  unfortu- 
nately, had  not  been  delivered,  had 
since  been  received  by  the  hon.  Member. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  as  much  an- 
noyed as  the  hon.  Member  could  be  at 
the  delay  which  had  occurred  in  the 
printing  of  the  Papers  in  question,  and 
he  still  hoped  that  they  would  be  on  the 
Table  on  Tuesday.  With  regard  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  matter  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  referred  was  connected 
with  Archbishop  M'Cabe's  Cardinal  hat 
and  Mr.  Errington's  visit  to  Eome,  it 
miglit  just  as  reasonably  have  been  con- 
nected with  the  transit  of  Venus. 

Sir  H,  Drummond  Wolff 


Sir  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEACH 
said,  he  really  did  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  had  any  ground  for  his 
opinion  that  there  was  some  connection 
between  Mr.  Errington's  visit  to  Borne 
and  the  proceedings  at  Gibraltar.  But, 
whether  he  had  or  not,  it  was  quite 
time  that  some  official  information  of 
what  had  occurred  should  be  furnished 
to  the  House.  He  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  that  before  the  9th  of 
March  the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies had  promised  him  these  Papers  as 
an  unopposed  Eetum,  and  that  on  the 
1 7th  he  had  told  the  hon.  Member  that 
they  were  already  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
certainly  thought  it  did  not  speak  well 
for  the  arrangements  in  the  Colonial 
Office  that,  in  spite  of  those  statements, 
the  Papers  should  not  have  been  laid  on 
the  Table  by  this  time,  and  that  it  should 
be  impossible  to  say  that  they  would 
be  delivered  on  Tuesday.  The  hon. 
Member  had  a  Notice  of  Motion  down 
for  an  early  day  after  the  Recess,  and  it 
was  obviously  essential  that  he  should 
be  in  possession  of  these  Papers  before 
he  brought  on  the  discussion.  He 
trusted,  whether  or  not  the  Papers  were 
presented  to  the  other  House,  that  there 
would  be  no  delay  in  presenting  them 
to  this  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  had  not  carried  out  a 
promise  he  had  given.  He  had  first 
promised  to  lay  certain  Papers  on  the 
Table,  had  afterwards  declared  that  they 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table,  and  it  now 
turned  out  that  they  had  not  been  pre- 
sented at  all,  and  were  not  likely  to  be 
until  after  Easter.  The  Under  Secretary 
had  just  stated  that  he  had  written  a 
letter  to  the  hon.  Member  which  ought 
to  have  appeased  his  indignation  at  the 
non -laying  of  the  Papers  on  the  Table, 
Well,  the  hon.  Member  had  shown  him 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  the  letter,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  there  was  no  more  ex- 
planation in  it  than  there  was  in  the 
speech  they  had  just  listened  to  from  the 
Under  Secretary.  The  letter,  written 
by  the  Private  Secretary  to  the  Under 
Secretary,  merely  said  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  "  was  sorry  he  could  give  no 
other  answer  than  that  which  was  given 
on  Friday  by  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  "— 
that  was  to  say,  that  the  Papers  would 
not  be  laid  on  the  Table  until  after 
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Easter.    If  the  indignation  of  the  hon.  He  contended  that  unless  the  Govern- 

Member  was  justified  at  5  o'clock,  his  ment  appointed    ''  someone  else  in  his 

indignation  was  not  likely  to  be  allayed  stead."  they  wore  not  justified  in  removing 

by  the  receipt  of  that  letter.  the  officer  who  alone  could  perform  the 

GENERAL  SUPERINTENDENT  OF  ^^*^t«-     ^^  f.^"^,^  not  argue  the  point, 

ROADS  (SODTH  WALES).  which  was  a  legal  one,  but  would  merely 

^  submit  to  the  right  hon.   Gentleman, 

OBSERVATIONS.  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^iQ  matter  to  the  Law 

Visoouirr     EMLYN  wished  to    ask  Officers  of  the  Crown,  that  he  was  bound 

the  indulgence  of  the  House  whilst  he  to  continue  the  Superintendent  in   his 

called  attention  to  a  matter  arising  out  office,  or  appoint  someone  in  his  place, 

of  a  Question  put  to  the  President  of  the  at  any  rate  until  he  had  passed  an  Act 

Local  Government  Board  to-day.     He  to   enable    him    to    follow   a    different 

did  not  wish  to  allude  to  the  Bill  of  the  course. 

right  hon.  Gentlemnu  which  was  down  Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  did  not  concur 
onthe  Paper;  but  he  desired  to  draw  at-  in  the  interpretation  which  the  noble 
tention  to  the  action  of  the  Government  Loy^j  i^ad  placed  on  the  clause  he  had 
at  the  present  time  apart  froni  that  cited  from  the  Act  of  Parliament- 
measure.      Under  an  Act  of  Parliament    namely  that 

-Ae  7  &  8  Ftet,  —  the  Government  u  i^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^  f^^  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
nad  power  —  or  were,  he  thought.  Principal  Secrotarics  of  State  to  appoint  a  fit 
obliged — ^to  appoint  a  General  Superin-  and  proper  person,"  &c. 
toident  for  turnpike  roads  in  South  ^he  words,  **It  shall  be  lawful,"  were 
Wales;  and  his  contention  was  that  sometimes  obligatory  and  sometimes  per- 
under  the  provisions  of  that  Act  the  Go-  missive,  according  to  the  nature  of  the 
Tomment  were  compelled  to  make  such  ^^t  in  which  they  were  found ;  and  if 
in  appointment,  and  that  until  the  Act,  the  noble  Lord  would  give  a  little  fur- 
or a  section  of  it,  was  repealed,  they  ther  consideration  to  this  Act,  he  believed 
could  not  remove  a  General  Superin-  i^^  ^^nld  perceive  that  in  the  present 
tendent  from  his  office  unless  they  ap-  instance  they  were  not  intended  to  be 
pointed  someone  else  to  act  in  his  place,  obligatory  upon  the  Secretary  of  State. 
!nie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  The  Government  having  advanced  money 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  had  i^^  the  Welsh  counties,  a  Superintendent 
informed  him  to-day  —  though  rather  ^as  appointed  for  the  double  purpose  of 
Taguely— in  reply  to  a  Question,  that  superintending  the  efficiency  of  the  roads 
the  General  Superintendent  s  Office  had  andtheirexpeuditure,  in  order  to  maintain 
ceased  to  exist,  that  the  gentleman  was  ^^iq  productiveness  of  the  tolls  and  pro- 
no  longer  continued  m  his  office.  He  ^^^^  ^.j^^  Government  with  security  for 
(Viscount  Emlyn)  would  read  the  sec-  ^^iq  debt.  He  was  also  to  guard  against 
bon  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  upon  which  further  debt  being  incurred  calcu- 
he  founded  his  Question  ;  and  he  would  i^^^d  to  impair  that  security.  The 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  ^^Y>t  having  been  paid  off.  the  reason 
^e  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  £^,j.  ^^e  appointment  ceased  both  with 
Crown  upon  it,  and  see  whether  his  con-  regard  to  the  finance  and  the  super- 
tention  was  correct,  and,  if  it  was,  to  intendence  of  the  roads.  The  noble  Lord 
appoint  someone  to  carry  out  the  duties  g^j^  ^j^^t  the  Act  made  no  provision  for 
which  now  no  one  could  properly  carry  ^^^  discharge  of  the  duties  of  Superin- 

?"!'  }^.®_^^T!!?.T?.^^^l:^?''^!!L?'7!?  .  tendent.     Although  he  agreed  with  him 

^^^^  ^^^  present  was  not  the  time  for 

entering  into  a  discussion  of  the  Bill 
which  had  been  introduced,  he  would 
point  out  that  the  County  Boards  had 
power,  by  the  74th  section  of  the  Act, 
to  appoint  clerks,  treasurers,  and  any 
officers  they  might  require,  and  power, 
under  the  95th  section,  to  pay  them  out 
of  the  tolls.  But  there  appeared  to  be 
no  power  for  the  Boards  to  appoint  a 
General  Superintendent,  or  Superinten- 
dents, and  obtain  payment  out  of  the 

Y  2 


the  county  power  to  appoint  anyone  in 

the  place  of  the  Superintendent.     The 

section  to  which  he  referred  of  the  7  &  8 

Fiet.f  c.  91,  said — 

**  It  shall  be  la^'ful  for  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  in  any  writing 
under  nil  hand,  to  appoint  a  fit  and  proper  per- 
ion,  or  two  fit  and  proper  persons  if  reqaired«  to 
loperintend  the  management,  maintenance,  and 
x«paii8  of  all  the  turnpike  roads  within  the  said 
coontiee ;  and  from  time  to  time  the  discretion 
of  the  laid  Principal  Secretary  of  State  shall 
More  inch  person  from  such  office,  and  appoint 
another  in  his  stead.*' 
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county  rates  to  make  good  a  defi- 
ciency of  tolls  without  such  an  officer. 
The  Bill  which,  he  had  introduced, 
however,  gave  power  to  the  County 
Boards  to  appoint  such.  Superinten- 
dents, if  they  wished,  jointly  or  sepa- 
rately, and  to  obtain  assistance  out  of 
the  county  rates.  That  Bill  had  been 
delayed  principally  at  the  wish  of  the 
noble  Lord  himself.  He  was  only  wait- 
ing until  the  noble  Lord  and  other  hon. 
Oentlemen  came  to  an  agreement  upon 
it,  and  as  soon  as  their  wishes  with 
regard  to  it  were  ascertained  he  should 
be  quite  ready  to  proceed.  But  no  prac- 
tical inconvenience  would  result  from 
this  delay,  inasmuch  as  the  Estimates 
for  the  year  had  been  framed  by  the  late 
Superintendent  before  his  term  of  office 
expired. 

Mr.  8CLATER-B00TH  said,  he  bad 
understood  his  noble  Friend  to  ask  two 
questions — first,  as  to  whether  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  under  an  obligation 
to  appoint  a  Superintendent  in  place  of 
the  gentleman  who  had  been  dismissed  ; 
and,  secondly,  as  to  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  power  to  dismiss  the  late 
Superintendent  under  the  section  of 
the  Act  to  which  he  called  attention  ? 
It  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth) 
that  the  section  referred  to  did  not  con- 
tain the  power  of  dismissal ;  and  he 
could  not  but  regard  it  as  great  neglect 
on  the  part  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  remove  this  Superintendent  of 
the  Roads  in  the  six  counties  without 
providing  an  entirely  new  system.  The 
Superintendent  who  had  been  dismissed 
would  seem  to  have  been  the  key-stone 
of  the  system ;  and  he  regretted  that  a 
change  should  have  been  made  which 
might  lead  to  a  complete  break-down  of 
the  road  management  in  the  district 
concerned. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881 -RETURNS  AS  TO  NUMBER  AND 
COST  OF  ARMS  SURRENDERED. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  when  Betums 
relating  to  the  surrender  of  arms  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  amounts  paid  for  the 
same,  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portek)  said,  in  the 
absenco  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  fe'ecretary  for  Ireland,  he  would 

Mr,  Dodson 


make  it  his  business  to  procare  the  in- 
formation asked  for. 


Viscount  SAN  DON  suggested  to 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  that,  in  view  of 
the  lateness  of  the  hour — 1 .50 — it  might 
be  more  convenient  if  his  Statement  were 
postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  thought 
it  best  to  proceed,  notwithstanding  the 
delay  which  had  taken  place.  He  should, 
however,  address  the  Committee  as  briefly 
as  was  consistent  with  clearness. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CrVTL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Education,   Science,    and 

Art. 

(1.)  £2,199,863,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  for  Public  Education  (England 
and  Wales). 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  Sir,  the  sum 
required  for  public  education  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  for  the  year  1882-3  is 
£2,749,863,  ascompared  with  £2,683,958 
granted  by  Parliament  for  the  year 
1881-2,  showing  an  apparent  increase 
of  £65,905,  or  £82,08(5  less  than  the 
estimated  increase  of  the  previous  year. 
But  the  real  increase  on  the  expenditure 
of  lant  year  is  £111,500,  the  Estimate 
for  1881-2  having  proved  to  be  £45,(100 
in  excess  of  the  sum  actually  required 
for  tlie  service  of  that  year.  The  true 
difference  between  the  two  years, 
therefore,  is  the  increase  in  1882-3  of 
£65,905,  as  it  appears  on  the  Estimates, 
to  which  is  to  be  added  a  saving  on 
1881-2  of  £45,500,  making  a  total  in- 
crease of  £111,500,  almost  the  whole  of 
which  occurs  under  the  sub-head  of  the 
Annual  Grant  for  Elementary  Schools, 
and  is  accounted  for  by  the  anticipated 
increase  of  140,000  additional  children 
on  average  attendance  at  day  schools. 
The  rate  estimated  last  year  at  15«.  S^d, 
has  proved  to  be  less  by  l^i.  per  head 
than  the  sum  actually  assigned ;  and  the 
estimated  rate  of  16j?.  per  head  for  the 
coming  year  allows  for  a  further  increase 
of  2d.  per  scholar,  as  compared  with  the 
increase  of  *2id.  of  the  previous  year. 
There  are  also  some  small  inerementv 
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under  Tarious  sub-heads,  with  the  par- 
ticulars of  which  I  will  not,  at  this  late 
hour,  occupy  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. I  may,  however,  mention  a  slight 
increase  of  charge  for  two  senior  In- 
spectors and  six   Sub-Inspectors  at   a 
lower  rate  of  pay,  an  arrangement  that 
will  ultimately  effect  a  saving  on  the 
Inspectorial  Vote.    The  sum  granted  in 
1B81-2  was  £2,683,915,   and  the  sum 
expended,  £2,638,500.    The  saving  oc- 
ean almost    entirely  under    the   sub- 
head of  Annual  Grants  to  Elementary 
Schools.    We  estimated  the  average  at- 
tendance in  the  day-schools  for  last  year 
at  2,983,682  ;  but  the  result  has  shown 
only  2,909,000  in  average  attendance, 
and  an  increase  of  150,000  scholars  on 
the  rolls.    There  has  been  a  consider- 
able decrease  in  respect  of  the  evening 
tchools,  the  estimated  average  attend- 
ance at  which  was  42,763,  and  the  ex- 
penditure £18,709;  whereas  the  actual 
attendance  and  expenditure  were  37, 9'! 0 
and  £15,142   respectively  ;   and  there 
leema  to  be  no  doubt  that,  under  the 
existing  Code,   the  night  schools  will 
gradtudly  become  extinct.    The  attend- 
ance at  tiiem  has  been  steadily  decreas- 
ing for  some  years  past.    The  statement 
I  hare  made  will  show  that  it  is  becom- 
ing more  and  more  difficult  to  get  in  a 
samber  of  the  neglected  children  who 
are  still  outside.     The  attendance   is 
certainly  not  as  large  as  it  ought  to  be ; 
nevertheless,  when  I  come  to  show  the 
educational  progress  we  have  made,  I 
think  the  Committee  will  have   every 
leason  to  be  satisfied  with  the  work  of 
W  year.     Probably  at  no  period  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1870  has  there 
been  more  satisfactory  evidence  of  solid 

Egress  in  education  than  there  has 
n  during  the  past  year.  The  by-laws 
tte  beginning  to  tell  on  the  quality  as 
veil  as  on  the  quantity  of  the  education 
given  in  the  schools.  The  number  of 
children  who  leave  our  schools  for  labour 
oiaybe  reckoned  for  the  past  year  at 
7,000  per  week,  whereas  the  number 
entering  the  schools  weekly  is  no  less 
tlian  10,000 ;  and  this  excess  has  been 
gi^Qg  on  year  by  year  during  the  last 
lO  years.  The  increase  during  last  year 
in  the  number  of  scholars  is  120,000, 
ttd  we  anticipate  for  next  year  an  in- 
crease of  no  less  than  140,000,  the  nor- 
oud  increase,  according  to  the  growth  of 
population,  beingsomcthiuglike  150,000. 
Now,  there  are  only  two  tables  which  I 
diill  troaUie  the  Oommittee  by  referring 


to,  for  the  purpose  of  illustration.  The 
first  of  these  shows  the  decline  of  the 
dunces,  or  neglected  children,  and  the 
second  the  advance  of  the  children  in 
intelligence.  I  have  here  a  table  show- 
ing the  number  of  scholars  over  10 
years  of  age  presented  for  examination 
in  the  three  lowest  Standards.  In  these 
Standards  the  total  number  presented  in 
1872  was  118,931,  and  of  these  14-71 
per  cent  were  presented  in  Standard  I. ; 
in  1875,  481,094  children  were  pre- 
sented, of  whom  11*83  per  cent  were  in 
Standard  I ;  in  1878  there  was  a  per- 
centage of  1048  in  Standard  I.,  out 
of  a  total  of  775,772  presented  ;  while  in 
1881,  out  of  a  total  of  1,011,208  chil- 
dren  presented  for  examination  over  1 0 
years  of  age,  only  5-48  per  cent  were 
presented  in  Standard  I.  I  will  now 
take  the  higher  Standards.  In  Standards 
IV.  to  VL,  in  the  year  1872,  the  number 
of  children  presented  was  144,799;  in 
1875  it  was  194,509;  in  1878  it  was 
324,517;  and  in  1881  it  was  535,442, 
showing  a  growth  of  about  420  per  cent 
since  1872.  The  statistics  of  the  past 
year  show  that  there  is  now  accommo- 
dation for  4,389,000  children  in  our 
schools,  being  an  increase  in  that  re- 
spect of  159,000  in  the  past  year.  The 
number  of  scholars  on  the  register  is 
4,045,000,  or  an  increase  of  150,000  on 
last  year,  and  the  scholars  in  average 
attendance  number  2,863,  which  shows 
an  increase  of  112.000.  The  average 
attendance  is  the  highest  yet  attained, 
and  amounts  to  71  per  cent  of  the  num- 
ber of  scholars  on  the  Books.  Of 
scholars  examined  the  total  number  is 
1,995,000,  which  shows  an  increase  of 
91,000  on  the  year  1880.  The  percent- 
age of  passes  in  the  *'  three  B's,"  as  it 
is  termed,  was  81*82,  and  that  is  the 
highest  number  of  passes  we  have  ever 
had.  The  proportion  of  scholars  in 
Standard  lY.  and  passing  was  23*8  ;  on 
the  whole,  a  very  large  increase  upou 
previous  years,  and  showing  a  steady  in- 
crease. The  certificated  teachers  num- 
bered 44,600,  beiug  an  increase  of  3,174, 
and  of  pupil  teachers  there  were  33,639, 
showing  a  slight  decrease.  Now,  as  to 
the  expenditure  and  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance of  these  schools.  The  cost 
per  scholar  in  board  schools  averaged 
£2  1«.  6(^.,  or  a  decrease  of  b^d. ;  and  in 
voluntary  schools,  £l  \Ah,  lOJci.,  or  a 
decrease  of  2^d.  But  in  the  London 
board  schools  the  cost  per  scholar  wa» 
£2  15ff.  lO^fi.,  a  reduotion  of  nearly  %i!. 
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per  head;  and  the  cost  per  scholar 
in  the  Provincial  board  schools  was 
£1  17«.  \0d.  The  London  board  schools 
earned  16«.  ^^d,  per  head,  or  an  increase 
of  2i. ;  and  the  voluntary  schools  earned 
15«.  l\d,i  or  an  increase  of  2\d,  Satis- 
factory as  these  figures  are  as  to  the  in- 
crease in  numbers  and  payments,  there 
is  still  great  scope  for  improvement.  We 
have  school-places  for  4,389,000  chil- 
dren, and  there  are  4,045,000  on  the 
registers;  but  the  highest  average  at- 
tendance we  have  yet  reached  was 
2,863,000.  This  shows  an  average 
daily  absence  of  1,182,000.  Now,  what 
does  this  mean  ?  It  means  a  waste 
of  expenditure,  a  loss  of  power,  and 
a  loss  of  grants  to  the  schools.  The 
teachers  are  there,  the  buildings  are 
there,  the  expenditure  on  the  schools  is 
the  same ;  but  yet  there  is  this  large  ab- 
sence. Everything  that  can  be  done,  as 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Viscount  Sandon)  suggests,  shall 
be  done  to  increase  this  average  attend- 
ance and  to  improve  the  quality  of  edu- 
cation in  this  country.  I  will  not  detain 
the  Committee  at  this  late  hour  with  a 
statement  as  to  Scotland ;  but  I  want  to 
mention  one  illustration  as  to  the  at- 
tendance. There  are  two  or  three  in- 
stances of  the  same  kind  to  show  what 
can  be  done  when  there  is  a  proper  stafiP, 
and  when  there  is  a  steady  pressure  to 
increase  the  average  attendance.  There 
are  two  schools  in  this  country  which 
are  striking  illustrations  of  what  can  be 
done  under  the  greatest  possible  diffi- 
culty. First,  there  is  the  Jews*  School 
at  Manchester,  a  very  large  school,  and 
50  per  cent  of  the  parents  speak  broken 
English.  Three  or  four  languages  are 
spoken  in  the  families  of  the  scholars, 
yet  99  per  cent  of  the  children  pass.  At 
the  Jews*  schools  in  London  2,400  chil- 
dren passed  this  year,  which  is  981  P^r 
cent,  or  the  highest  education  obtained 
by  any  child  renin  Her  Majesty's  schools. 
These  children,  many  of  them,  have 
come  to  the  schools  within  the  year  with 
an  imperfect  knowledge  even  of  the  Eng- 
lish language.  Well,  the  figures  I  have 
given  for  England,  although  they  show 
a  general  steady  advance,  compare  un- 
favourably with  those  for  Scotland,  as  I 
will  point  out.  The  percentage  of  ave- 
rage attendance  of  the  number  on  the 
Books  in  England  is  7 1 ,  whilst  in  Scot- 
land it  is  75*2.  The  percentage  of  passes 
in  Standard  subjects  in  1881-2,  in  Scot- 
land, was  88*32.    In  England  the  per- 
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centage  of  scholars,  in  all  schools  indivi- 
dually examined  in  Standard  lY.  and 
upwards,  was  26*83,   and  in  Scotland 
36' 13,  showing  that  there  were  at  least 
10  per  cent  of  older  children  in  Standard 
lY.  in  Scotland  more  than  there  were  in 
.  England.     I  believe  that  in  England 
I  there  is  just  a  trifle  over  1  per  cent  of 
I  all  the  4,000,000  of  children    in    the 
I  schools  over  14  years  of  age.     In  Scot- 
j  land  there  are  more  than  3  per  cent ;  and 
'■  when  you  come  to  the  payments  there  is 
no  comparison  between  the  two  countries. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  public 
j  schools  in  Scotland  combine  elementary 
'  education  with  secondary  education,  and 
that  every  year  they  are  sending  up  in- 
creasing numbers  to  the  Scotch  Univer- 
j  sities.   The  rate  of  progress  is  shown  by 
I  the  Ketums  of  Inspection  made  on  the 
I  30th  of  September.    These  seem  to  in- 
I  dicate  that  the  school  boards  in  Scot- 
land have  not  much   more  room    for 
gathering  in  children.    They  only  in- 
creased the  number  in  the  schools  last 
year  by  11,000.    They  have  completed 
nearly  the  whole  supply  of  accommo- 
dation ibr  the  whole  of  the  children, 
and,  no  doubt,  the  field  they  have  be- 
fore them  now  is  a  very  limited  one. 
But  the  attainments  of  the  children  are 
increasing  in  a  greater  ratio  than  their 
numbers.    The  estimated  grant  in  Scot- 
land for  1881-2  was  17«.  6d.  per  head. 
They  actually  earned  17«.  7 id, ;  and  I 
have  estimated  for  the  present  year  18i. 
per  head,  which  will  give  Scotland  2i. 
per  head  more  than  England.     They 
have  accommodation  in  the  schools  of 
Scotland  for  612,483  scholars.     There 
are  on  the  registers  545,000,   and  the 
average  attendance  is  410,000  scholars. 
The  percentage   of  attendance  to  the 
number  on  the  Books  is   75*24.     The 
percentage  of   passes    in    the    *'  three 
R's"   is  88*32,   and  the    expenses   of 
maintaining  the  schools  in  Scotland  are 
these — In  the  public  schools,  £2  2t.  7^d. 
per  head,  being  an  increase  of  Sd,  per 
head;  in  the  voluntary  schools,  £l  16«., 
being  a  decrease  of  is.  S}d.    The  grants 
earned  in  the  public  schools  were  17«.  9frf. 
per  head  ;  and  in  the  voluntary  schools, 
168,  S^d,    It  is  impossible  for  me  to 
close  my  remarks  about  Scotland  with- 
out saying  that  that  country  has  done 
wonders  since  the  passing  of  the  Educa- 
tion Act  of  1870.     Great  as  has  been 
the  progress  in  England,  the  progress 
in  Scotland,  both  as  regards  numbers 
and  completeness  of  attainments,  hat 
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been  mucli  more  marked ;  and,  no  doubt, 
Scotland  has  done  more,  in  an  infinite 
degree,  towards  tbo  completion  of  her 
national  system  of  education  than  Eng- 
land. Nevertheless,  the  educationists 
in  Scotland  are  now  looking  forward 
anxiously  and  impatiently  to  the  further 
dsTelopment  of  their  national  system. 
Some  localities  are,  it  is  said,  without 
the  means  of  higher  education.  There 
•re  gaps  that  require  to  be  filled  up,  and 
▼hich  demand,  and  are  receiving,  the 
best  attention  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department  in  connection  with  the  re- 
commendation made  last  year  by  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners.  The 
most  important  and  pressing  moasuro 
for  Scotland  is  the  Endowed  Schools 
Bill,  which,  I  hope,  will  receive  the 
lanction  of  Parliament  this  Session. 
With  the  power  to  utilize  her  endow- 
ments, with  a  Code  that  admits  of  in- 
creased expansion  and  usefulness,  with 
the  elementary  schools  linked  to  the 
Universities,  Scotland  will  become  pos- 
sessed of  a  truly  national  system  of  edu- 
cation which  Englishmen  must,  I  fear, 
be  content,  for  at  least  a  generation  to 
come,  to  regard  with  envy  and  admi- 
ration. I  had  intended  to  say  some- 
thing about  the  New  Code  ;  but,  at  this 
hoar  of  the  morning,  I  will  not  detain 
the  Committee  longer.  I  have  made  a 
statement  which,  I  hope,  will  warrant 
the  Committee  in  granting  the  Vote  for 
which  I  ask.  I  can  assure  the  Commit- 
tee, in  conclusion,  that  there  never  was 
an  educational  proposal  more  thoroughly 
considered,  and  one  where  the  sugges- 
tions made  were  more  carefully  weighed 
and  sifted.  I  admit  the  friendliness 
with  which  the  Code  has  been  criticized ; 
and  I  believe  the  fears  expressed  by 
some  hon.  Members  as  to  its  operation 
will  be  dissipated  in  the  first  1 2  months' 
experience.  I  beg  to  move  the  Vote  of 
£2,199,863,  for  Public  Education  in 
England  and  Wales,  and  the  expenses 
of  the  Education  Offices  in  London. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
opposing  the  taking  of  this  Vote,  even 
at  that  very  late  hour  of  the  morning; 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
duly  appreciate  the  great  consideration 
hon.  Members  were  exhibiting  towards 
them,  especially  when  he  reminded 
them  that  when  he  held  the  Office  of 
Vice  President  of  the  r\)uncil  ho  was 
never  allowed  tu  take  a  Vote  uftei*  half- 


past  1 1  without  having  every  prominent 
Member  of  the  present  Administration 
dividing  the  House  against  him.  His 
reason  for  not  opposing  the  grant  to- 
night was  that  about  10  days  back, 
when  he  questioned  the  Government  as 
to  the  propriety  of  giving  hon.  Members 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  Edu- 
cation Estimates  before  the  Easter 
Becess,  those  Estimates  were  put  down 
for  to-night.  It  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  Government  that  the  whole  evening 
had  not  been  devoted  to  the  discussion 
of  them.  The  Votes  for  England  and 
Scotland  might  be  taken  to-night ;  but 
the  Government  should  undertake  not  to 
bring  on  the  Report  to-morrow,  but  to 
postpone  it  until  after  Easter.  They 
had  already  sufficient  money  to  last 
them  for  two  months,  and  the  Educa- 
tion Question  should  be  allowed  to  come 
on  at  a  time  when  it  could  be  thoroughly 
discussed.  Would  the  noble  Marquess 
give  them  an  assurance  that  the  Report 
would  not  be  put  down  until  after 
Easter  ? 

The  Maeqttess  of  HARTINGTON: 
An  arrangement  that  would  be  con- 
venient to  the  noble  Lord  would  be, 
that  we  should  not  attempt  to  take 
Supply  to-morrow,  but  put  down  the 
Report,  in  order,  if  there  is  time,  that 
discussion  should  be  taken.  If  there  is 
not  time,  then,  of  course,  it  could  be 
postponed  until  after  Easter.  I  would 
not  propose  to  take  Supply  to-morrow, 
but  to  put  down  the  Report  of  this  Vote 
after  the  Committee  on  the  Army  Bill. 

Viscount  SANDON  thought  that  if 
tlie  debate  on  the  Report  were  put  off 
until  after  Easter,  hon.  Members  would, 
in  the  meantime,  have  an  opportunity  of 
consulting  with  their  friends  outside 
the  House  who  were  interested  in  the 
subject  of  education.  The  matter  was 
much  too  formidable  to  be  hurried  over. 
The  right  hon.Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella) 
had  himself  stated  that  he  had  intended 
to  go  into  the  question  of  the  New  Code, 
but  had  been  prevented  by  the  lateness 
of  the  hour.  He  (Viscount  Sandon)  was 
quite  sure  the  Government  would  not 
lose  anything  by  accepting  the  sugges- 
tion for  the  postponement  of  the  Roport. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
If  it  would  be  more  convenient  to  the 
House  for  us  to  postpone  the  Report  until 
after  Easter  we  will  adopt  that  course. 

Siij  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said,  ho 
rocio  to  call  attention  to  a  question  which 
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wa8  of  some  importance  to  Scotch  con- 
stituencies. He  proposed  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote. 

The  chairman  :  The  Scotch  Vote 
will  come  on  presently. 

SiE  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said,  he 
wished  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Eng^lish  Vote.  If  he  had  waited  for  the 
Scotch  Vote  to  come  on,  he  helieved 
he  would  not  have  had  the  opportunity 
he  sought ;  otherwise  he  should  have 
been  most  happy  to  meet  the  conve- 
nience of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  and  the  Committee.  He  pro- 
posed to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £1,000,  in 
order  to  call  attention  to  a  point  on 
which,  ho  believed,  Scotland  was  rather 
unfairly  treated.  There  was  no  allow- 
ance made  to  Scotland  in  respect  of 
needlework.  It  was  provided  for  in  the 
English  Code.  The  grant  in  Scotland 
was  conditional  on  plain  needlework 
being  taught  in  elementary  schools. 
Article  1 7  of  the  Scotch  Act  was  to  this 
effect — that  before  any  grant  was  made 
to  a  school,  the  Department  must  be 
satisfied  that,  among  other  conditions, 
girls  were,  as  a  rule,  tauglit  plain  needle- 
work aud  cutting  out  as  part  of  the 
ordinary  course  of  instruction.  But 
needlework  was  entirely  excluded  from 
Schedule  III.  of  the  Scotch  Code,  and 
was  excluded  from  the  subjects  in  Sche- 
dule IV.,  for  which  alone  the  grant  was 
made,  whereas  in  the  English  Code 
there  was  provision  for  a  grant  of  from 
2*.  to  4m.  per  head  ;  and  if  they  examined 
the  Irish  Estimates  they  would  find  a 
still  greater  discrepancy — £140  was  pro- 
vided for  needlework  in  the  Normal 
School  in  Dublin  ;  and  a  salary  for  an 
iustructress  in  needlework  of  £45  a- 
year  was  provided  in  the  Model  School. 
The  amount  was  only  £39  last  year, 
and  it  had  since  been  increased.  There 
was  also  a  sum  of  £100  for  needle- 
work materials.  [Mr.  Mundella  :  Not 
in  the  English  schools.]  No ;  in  the 
Irish  schools.  He  was  pointing  out  the 
discrepancy  between  the  Scotidi  Votes 
and  the  English  and  Irish  Votes,  and 
the  apparent  unfairness  with  which 
Scotland  was  treated  in  the  Estimates. 
It  would  appear,  further,  from  the  Irish 
Estimates  that  a  sum  of  no  less  than 
£2,500  was  provided  for  the  salaries  of 
]70  workmis tresses  in  the  National 
Schools.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
full  value  was  not  obtained  for  the 
money  voted,  and  he  believed  that  it 
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was  most  desirable  to  teach  needlework ; 
but  what  he  wanted  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  was  this — 
that  Scotland  was  not  fairly  treated  in 
the  matter.  He  had  often  been  told  as 
the  reason  why  Scotland  did  not  ob- 
tain fair  consideration  in  regard  to  these 
grants  in  aid  was  that  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  too  bashful  to  ask  for  them. 
He  wished  to  impress  upon  his  Scotch 
Colleagues  that  it  was  their  duty  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  for  some 
encouragement  in  this  branch,  or  some 
equivalent,  at  all  events,  equal  to  that 
which  had  been  offered  to  the  Irish 
schools.  If  he  failed  to  obtain  such 
encouragement  he  should  feel  obliged 
to  put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  remarked,  that  it 
had  been  found  unnecessary  to  provide 
needlework  in  the  Scotch  schools,  ex- 
cept where  it  was  taken  as  a  special  sub- 
ject. Where  it  was  taught  as  a  class 
subject,  according  to  the  Schedule,  a 
grant  was  given,  and  the  same  principle 
applied  to  Scotland  and  England  equally 
with  Ireland.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  Scotland  already  earned 
her  fair  share  of  the  grant. 

S:e  HERBERT  MAXWELL  was 
satisfied  with  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £358,512,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  for  Public  Education  (Scot- 
land). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £291,400,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  worn 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome 
in  cours')  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  l^Iarch  1883,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
and  of  the  Establishments  connected  therewith. 

Mr.  salt  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  would  not  press  this  Vote  at  that 
hour  of  the  morning  (2.30).  It  was 
clear  to  him  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Vote  to  receive  a  fair  discussion.  He 
was  quite  aware  of  the  difficulties  which 
the  Government  had  to  contend  with, 
and  he  was  not  desirous  of  interposing 
additional  ones  in  their  way ;  but  it  was 
really  a  serious  matter,  in  regard  to  the 
financial  arrangements  of  the  countir, 
that,  night  after  night,  the  Votes  m 
Supply  were  brought  on  for  disoussioa 
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at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and 
that  many  moet  important  Votes  wore 
paaaed  without  any  discussion  at  all. 
Now,  with  regard  to  this  Vote,  and  to 
the  question  of  education  generally,  it 
▼as  moat  important  that  suggestions  and 
expressions  of  opinion  should  be  obtained 
from  hon.  Members  in  every  part  of  the 
House,  in  order  that  full  information  as 
to  the  feeline  of  the  country  might  be 
obtained.  They  had  already  passed  two 
Votes  quietly  on  the  assurances  which 
had  been  given  to  the  Committee  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman,  and  they  had 
•greed  to  stop  what  might  have  been  a 
most  valuable  discussion. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA.  said,  he  thought 
the  subjects  involved  in  this  Vote  had 
been  very  well  discussed  in  the  early 
part  of  the  evening.  The  debate,  indeed, 
nad  been  almost  entirely  confined  to 
matters  connected  with  this  Department, 
tad  he  hoped  the  Committee  would  now 
allow  the  Government  to  take  the  Vote. 
He  had  been  in  attendance  since  4 
o'dock  in  the  hope  that  he  would  be 
allowed  to  take  these  Votes. 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  thought  the  Committee  ought  to 
have  some  little  regard  for  appearances. 
Either  they  had  a  serious  function  to 
perform  or  they  had  not,  and  it  was  a 
perfect  farce  to  pass  Votes  of  this  mag- 
nitude at  that  hour  of  the  morning. 
When  he  filled  the  Office  of  Vice  Presi- 
dent, he  was  never  allowed  to  take  a 
Vote  after  half-past  12  o'clock.  The 
Oovemment  had  already  got  two  large 
Votes,  and  had  been  able  to  make  their 
Statement;  and  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President 
ought  now  to  rest  content.  They  had  so 
&r  luoceeded  without  a  division,  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  give  way. 
Mr.  MUNDfiLLA  said,  he  could  not 
prees  the  Vote  against  the  desire  of  the 
loUe  Lord  and  hon.  Members  opposite ; 
hat  in  regard  to  the  remark  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  had  never  pressed  for- 
ward a  Vote  at  so  late  an  hour,  he  must 
temind  the  noble  Lord  that  he  never 
had  the  same  excuse. 


SeUet  Commiitse. 


MOTIONS. 
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ELECTRICITY  SUPPLY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Bill  to 
facilitate  and  regulate  the  Supply  of  Electricitv 
for  Lighting  and  other  purposes  in  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hj 
Mr.  Chamberlain  and  Mr.  Ashley. 

BUlpresented,  and  readthefirst  time.  [Bill  122.] 

MILITIA  ACTS   CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Childbrs,  Bill 
to  consolidate  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Militia, 
ordered  to  be  hrought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary 
Childbrs,  The  Jvoob  Advocatb  Genb&al, 
and  Mr.  Campbbll-Bannbhman. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  123.] 

RESERVE  FORCES  ACTS  CONSOLIDATION 

BILL. 

On  ^lotion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Childbrs,  Bill 
to  consolidate  the  Acts  relating  to  the  Reserve 
Forces,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secre- 
tary Childbrs,  The  Judob  Advocatb  General, 
and  Mr.  Campbell-Bannbrman. 

Bill  prvMit/«(/,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  124.] 

ARTILLERY  RANGES  BILL. 

On  ^lotion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Childbrs,  Bill 
to  extend  **The  Artillery  Ranges  Act,  1862," 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Secretary 
Childbrs,  The  Judge  Advocate  General, 
Mr.  Cami'BBll  -  Bannkrman,  and  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan. 

BUlpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 25.] 

PARTNERSniPS  BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  Partnerships  BUI  noini- 
nated  of, — Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  Salt,  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  WnrrLEY,  Mr.  Eustace  Smith, 
Mr.  MoLLOY,  Lord  Algernon  Pbrcy,  Mr. 
Baxter,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  Ecroyd,  Mr.  Nor- 
wood, Mr.  Knowleb,  Mr.  Rylands,  Mr. 
CoMPTON  Lawhance,  and  Mr.  Monk,  with 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o^ clock. 


Uotion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
House  ruumed. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
ky  17th  April. 

CSommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tueiday,  4th  April,  1882. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]  — Nbw  Writ   Issued— jRw  the 
County  ox  Meath,  v.  Michaal  Dayitt,  who, 
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having  been  adjudged  guilty  of  felony  and 
sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  fifteen  years, 
and  being  now  imprisoned  under  such  sen- 
tence, is  incapable  of  being  elected  or  returned 
as  a  Member  of  this  House. 

Select  Committee— Standing  Order  167,  ap- 
pointed and  nominated. 

PRIVATE   BUSINESS. 


STANDING   ORDER    167. 

Select  Committee  appointed  to  consider  and 
report  whether  Standing  Order  167,  prohibiting 
the  payment  of  interest  or  dividend  on  calls 
during  the  construction  of  a  Railway,  shall  be 
retained  or  modified  : — Mr.  Baxter,  Mr.  H.  R. 
Brand,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  Salt,  and  Colonel 
Walrond  nominated  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Orderedy  That  the  Conmiittee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Three  to 
bo  the  quorum. 

PRIVATE    BILLS. 

Ordered^  That  Standing  Orders  129  and  39  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or  Pro- 
visional Certificate,  and  for  depositing  dupli- 
cates of  any  Documents  relating  to  any  Bill  to 
confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or  Provisional 
Certificate,  be  extended  to  Monday  the  17th 

instant. 

QUESTIONS. 

POST   OFFICE  — THE  AMERICAN 

MAILS. 

Mr.  THOROLD  EOGERS  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  he  will 
consider  the  propriety  of  saving  time  in 
the  conveyance  of  passengers  from  Eng- 
land to  the  United  States,  by  discontinu- 
ing the  practice  of  calling  for  the  mails 
at  Queenstown,  especially  as  the  causes 
which  led  to  the  practice  have  been 
wholly  superseded  by  the  almost  daily 
mails  to  the  United  States,  and  since  the 
delay  is  a  great  inconvenience  and  dis- 
comfort to  passengers  and  a  hindrance 
to  the  transaction  of  business  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  the  advantage 
of  the  packets  calling  at  Queenstown  for 
mails  to  the  United  States  is,  that  it 
gives  a  later  despatch  by  24  hours  from 
London  than  if  the  mails  were  embarked 
at  Liverpool ;  while  it  gives  even  greater 
advantage  to  correspondence  posted  in 
Ireland.  I  do  not  think,  therefore,  it 
would  be  desirable  to  make  the  change 
suggested  by  my  lion.  Friend.  I  may 
add  that  mails  are  only  sent  by  three 
out  of  the  several  lines  of  steamers  to 
America;  and  I  cannot  help  thinking 


that  it  is  a  oonvenience  to  passengers, 
and  especially  to  passengers  from  Ire- 
land, to  have  the  opportunity  of  embark- 
ing from  Queenstown. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
JOHN  HEALY. 

Mb.  BIOOAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  any  reply  has  been  re- 
turned to  the  application  of  Mr.  John 
Healy,  suspect  in  Limerick  Gaol,  to  be 
allowed  out  on  parole  to  enable  him  to 
take  steps  to  collect  his  debts  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobter)  (in  the  absence 
of  Mr.  W.  E.  Fobster),  in  reply,  said, 
that  His  Excellency  the  Lord  lieutenant 
had  been  pleased  to  order  the  release  of 
this  man. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
JAMES  HOLDEN. 

Mb.  healy  asked  the  Chief  Seoie- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  James 
Holden,  of  Shanborgh,  near  New  Ross, 
who  has  undergone  over  five  months 
imprisonment  in  Naas  Gaol,  was  arrested 
at  the  same  time  and  on  a  similar  war- 
rant as  Mr.  Hugh  Mahon,  who  has  long 
since  been  released ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  district  around  New 
Ross  is  in  a  peaceable  condition,  he 
thinks  it  necessary  to  detain  Mr.  Holden 
longer  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobteb),  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  James  Holden  had  been  impri- 
soned in  Naas  Gaol.  During  this  period 
Mr.  Hugh  Mahon,  who  was  arrested  at 
the  same  time,  was  discharged  because  it 
represented  that  his  life  was  in  danger. 
Mr.  Holden's  case  had  been  recently 
considered  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who 
found  that  he  could  not  at  present  re- 
commend his  release. 

Mb.  REDMOND  inquired  whether 
the  district  of  New  Ross  was  not  in  a  per- 
fectly peaceable  condition  at  present  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobteb)  said,  he  could 
not  give  any  information  on  that  point ; 
but  it  did  not  follow  that  because  a  dis- 
trict was  peaceable  after  arrests  that  it 
would  necessarily  continue  to  be  so  if 
the  prisoners  were  released. 
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PBOTECHON  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO-  geant  Jones,  upon  whom  the  awault  was 

PEETT     (IRELAND)     ACT.     1881  -  ""^^  .**'   ^^'^    ^®?'^,  C°m™i"ed,   re- 

MESSBS.  GANNON  AND  JOHN  BT-  f"^*^„ '*  °'^/  "  *  l°^\   Carson  was 

XOLDS  nned  30«.  and  costs  for  the  disorderly 

oonduct,  and  10«.  and  costs  for  the  as- 

Mb.  BIGKJAR  asked  the  Chief  Score-  sault,  and  it  was  believed  that  a  sum- 

tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  mons  would  be  issued  against  him  for 

Whether    Messrs.    Gannon   and    John  having  used  seditious  language.     It  was 

Bjnolds  have  not  been  in  Monaghan  not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 

Prison  since  30th  October  last  charged  take  any  steps  against  the  magistrates 

with  inciting  others  not  to  pay  rent,  and  who  had  adjudicated  in  the  case, 
of  which  charge  they  declare  themselves 

innocent ;  whether  the  district  in  which  STATE    OF    IRELAND  —  THE    "  EMER. 

they  formerly  resided  is  not  now  per-  GENCY»'   MEN— ASSAULT   AT  MA- 

fectly  peaceable ;    and,  whether,  under  NULLA    STATION  —  DECISION    OF 

all  the  circumstances,  these  two  suspects  MAJOR  BOND, 

should  not  now  be  released?  .,     -r^^r^r^  *  -r»     ,    -i  ,,     r^^  -  ,>  c^ 

The    SOLICITOE    GENERAL  for  ,  Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said,  *f  ^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^*^^*^*^°^,^^«^,°^: 

ihatthesemen  had  been  arrested,  not  for  H  ^*  \«  *''^?'  *^«  l^^c^^^  'i'n^vVr  ^^^"^^^ 

inciting  others  not  to  pay  rent,  but  on  rea-  ^°™°»  ^^71  u^  ^^t  ^l^^  ^'^\  '?; 

sellable  suspicion  of  maiming  cattle.    No  stant,  that  at  Balla  Petty  Sessions,  held 

such  representation  as  those  mentioned  in  ^"  *^«  28th  March  1 882,  an  Emergency 

the  QuMtion  had  been  made  to  the  Go-  °^^^  ^^«  ^^/^i^  ^[^  ^^^  presenting  a 

vernment.  The  districts  where  these  men  revolver   and    threatening    to   shoot  a 

werearrestedhad  undoubtedly  improved;  T  .J'l  ?.\  ^^.^Ti.^''^!^  Station,  on 

but  the  cases  were  considered  last  month,  ^^t  ^  ^^t  '"?*''* '  J^x*^®  ^""'^  ??^''^''  ^^ 

and  it  was  found  that  they  could  not  at  jndictable,  for  what  reason  the  magis- 

preaent  be  released.  *^'^*««  ^^*^^  summarily  m  a  case  so  grave 

and  serious;  and,  if  the  Major  Bond, 
E.M.  who  presided  at  the  trial  is  Major 

STATE    OF    IRELAND -THE    "EMER-  Bond,  late  of  Birmingham  ? 

GENCY"  MEN— CASE  OF  JAMES  The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  por 
CARSON.  lEELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  *^**  »*  ^^^  ^^^^J  Sessions  an  Emer- 
taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ^^^^^  ^9'^  ^^-s  charged  with  having 
If  it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the  '*  Belfast  Resented  a  revolver  at  two  railway  offi- 
Morning  News "  of  the  29th  March  <^**^«-  ^^^^  hearing  the  case  the  Bench 
1882,  that  James  Carson,  one  of  the  ^®^®  unanimous  in  treating  it  as  one  of 
emergency  men  who  accompanied  the  common  assault,  and  not  one  that  should 
expedition  from  Monaghan  to  save  Cap-  ?^  *^,  ^^f  Superior  Courts.  They  there- 
tain  Boycott's  crops,  was,  at  Monaghan  fore  dealt  summarib;^with  it,  as  they  were 

Petty  Sessions,  on  the  28th  March  in-  ^.""^'^Y  ^  ^^;.  !^^^^^T^\^'''l^^^'^' 

stant,  charged  by  the  police  with  cursing  fefred  to  was  Major  Bond,  late  of  Bir- 

the  Queen,  cursing  the  Pope,  and  draw-  ™iog"*°^« 
inip  a  bavonet  from  a  soldier,  and  threat'^ 

Mdng    to    shoot    said    soldier    with   a  ^^^S'™^^  ^Z^l^'Z^r^Z'lf-^  ^/n  ^'^u 

nrrolver.  for  which  series  of  outrages  "'^^N.  OF  BROOTALLY,   CO.  AR- 

said  emergency  man  was  merely  fined  in  MAGH. 

forty  shillings ;  and,  if  he  will  explain  Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

what  steps   he  has   taken   against  the  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

magistrates  who  heard  the  case  and  in-  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mrs.  Irwin,  of 

flicted  such  mild  penalties  ?  Brootally,  county  Armagh,  a  widow  over 

The    SOLICITOE    GENEEAL   for  90  years  of  age,  was  evicted  on  the  23rd 

IBELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said,  March  by  her  landlord,   Mr.-  Thomas 

the  facts  were  not  correctly  stated  by  the  Hansom,  who,  it  is  alleged,  broke  into 

hon.  Member.     James  Carson  had  been  her  house,  smashed  her  furniture,  delf. 


charged  with  disorderly  conduct,  with 
refusing  to  leave  licensed  premises,  and 
with  having  assaulted  a  soldier.     Ser- 


&c.,  destroyed  her  potatoes,  hay,  and 
straw,  and  left  her  l3ring  on  the  roadside, 
although  she  offered  him  the  rent,  and 
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asked  him  to  wait  for  two  hours  until 
her  daughter  proceeded  to  Armagh  to 
consult  a  solicitor  about  the  sheriff's 
costs ;  and,  whether  it  was  legal  for  the 
landlord,  before  the  two  months'  **  stay  " 
had  expired  to  evict  Mrs.  Irwin  ;  and,  if 
not,  what  notice  Government  propose  to 
take  in  the  matter  ?  The  hon.  Member 
said,  that  portion  of  the  Question  had 
been  omitted,  and  it  was  this — The 
County  Court  Judge  had  g^ven  a  stay  of 
execution  in  the  case,  and  it  was  before 
that  stay  had  expired  that  the  eviction 
took  place. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  {Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  true  that  Mrs.  Irwin  had 
been  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent. 
There  was  no  ground  for  the  statement 
that  her  house  was  broken  into  and  her 
furniture  destroyed.  The  door  was  open 
when  the  party  arrived,  and  Mrs.  Irwin 
herself  stated  that  no  damage  was  done 
to  her  property.  She  was  re-admitted 
three  or  four  hours  after  the  evic- 
tion, having  paid  her  rent  in  the  mean- 
time. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— CETYWAYO,  EX-KING 
OF  ZULULAND  —  VISIT  TO  ENG- 
LAND. 

Sir  HENRY  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  it  is  still  proposed  to  bring  the 
ex-Zulu  King,  Cetywayo,  to  England, 
and  by  whom  the  expenses  of  the  jour- 
ney are  to  be  borne,  whether  by  the 
ratepayers  of  the  Cape  Colony  or  of  this 
Country  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  not  relinquished  the 
intention  of  bringing  Cetywayo  over  to 
this  country ;  but  the  arrangements  are 
not  completed,  and  no  time  has  yet  been 
fixed  for  his  departure  from  the  Cape. 
The  expenses  will  be  paid  by  this  coun- 
try. 

PKOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— JOHN 
O'BRIEN. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
On  what  grounds  John  O'Brien,  of 
Clogheen,  county  Tipperary,  now  de- 
tained as  a  suspect  in  NacM  Gaol,  has 
not  been  released,  seeing  another  pri- 
soner, arrested  at  same  time  on  same 
charge  of  intimidation,  has   been  re- 

Zlr,  Eealy 


leased ;  whether  the  district  of  Clogheen 
is  perfectly  peaceable;  whether  it  is 
true,  as  reported,  that  the  sub-inspector 
of  the  district  stated  the  suspect  would  be 
kept  in  the  full  term,  as  he  had  been 
arrested  in  1866,  and  should  be  punished 
again  for  the  offence  committed  at  that 
time ;  and,  whether  the  continued  deten- 
tion of  John  O'Brien  has  been  influenced 
by  the  Report  of  said  sub-inspector  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
the  case  of  this  man  had  been  consi- 
dered, and  it  was  not  thought  safe  to  re- 
lease him  at  present.  He  did  not  think 
he  should  state  the  grounds  upon  which 
his  further  detention  was  deemed  neces- 
sary. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  -  BALLYCARY 
DISPENSARY  DISTRICT  AND  LARNE 
WORKHOUSE. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  is  the  largest  number  of  paupers 
who  have  been  inmates  of  Larne  Work- 
house from  the  Ballycary  Dispensary 
district  during  the  past  year ;  and,  how 
many  persons  have  received  outdoor 
relief  from  same  district  during  that 
time? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
the  Returns  would  be  given  unopposed. 

STATE   OF   IRELAND— ALLEGED  OUT- 
RAGE IN  WEXFORD  COUNTY. 

Mr.  REDMOND  (for  Mr.  Barry) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any  re- 
port has  reached  the  Government  of  an 
outrage  committed  by  the  wife  of  the 
sub-inspector  of  police  at  Taghmon, 
county  Wexford,  who,  it  is  alleged,  on 
the  8th  instant,  fired  a  revolver  at  her 
servant  man,  whose  face  was  scorched 
by  the  discharge,  the  bullet  passing 
through  a  window  and  lodged  in  the 
woodwork  of  a  house  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  street ;  and,  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
this  case  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said^ 
the  facts  of  the  case  were  being  inquired 
into  ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  would  re- 
peat the  Question  when  the  House  re- 
assembled, he  hoped  to  be  able  to  give 
him  all  information. 
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POST  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS)  —  THE 
MAILS  BETWEEN  IX)NDON  AND 
DUBLIN. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whea  the  Contract  for 
the  Mails  between  London  and  Dublin 
will  be  renewed ;  whether  he  will  se- 
care,  nnder  the  new  Contract,  such  ac- 
celeration of  the  service  as  will  enable 
persons  in  the  provinces  in  Ireland  to 
answer  letters  from  London  by  the  same 
day's  mail  from  Dublin ;  and,  whether  the 
terms  of  the  Contract  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament  before  their  final  ratifica- 
tion? 

Me.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  the  contract  is 
still  in  force,  and  can  be  terminated  only 
on  12  months'  notice.  Such  notice  has 
not  yet  been  given,  although  tenders  for 
the  sea  service  have  been  called  for  with 
a  Tiew  to  the  question  being  considered. 
While  in  some  parts  of  Ireland  letters 
from  London  can  already  be  answered 
by  return  of  post,  it  would  not,  in  any 
dicumstances,  be  possible  to  secure  the 
same  advantage  to  all  parts  of  Ireland ; 
but  the  question  of  acceleration  referred 
to  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Monaghan  shall  not  be  lost  sight  of. 
As  in  the  case  of  all  contracts  for  sea 
serrice  for  a  term  of  years,  it  will  be 
necessary  that  a  new  contract  for  the 
IrisYi  mail  service  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament  for  ratification. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
CULLEN  AND  LYNOTT. 

Mr.  BIGQAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  district  of  Manorhamilton, 
county    Leitrim,    is    reported    by   Mr. 
Waters,  County  Court  Judge,  and  by 
the  Rev.    Patrick    O'Reilly,    C.C.    in 
"Freeman"  of  21st  March,  to  be  per- 
fectly peaceable ;  and,   whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  it  is  necessary  fur- 
ther to  imprison   Messrs.    CuUen    and 
Lynott,  more  especially  as  they  declare 
themselves  innocent  of  the  charge  of 
intimidation   which  has  been   brought 
•gainst  them? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
the  cases  of  all  these  men  were  con- 
sidered last  month,  and  it  was  decided 
that  they  could  not  be  liberated  at  pre- 
Mnt. 


PREVENTION  OF  FIRES  IN  THEATRES 
AND  MUSIC  HALLS  (METROPOLIS). 

Mr  DIXON-HARTLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  has  received  from 
the  head  of  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Bri- 
gade any  Report  regarding  the  condi- 
tion of  the  I^ndon  Theatres,  or  any  of 
them,  with  reference  to  sufficiency  of 
exits  and  means  of  prevention  of  fires  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state  the 
nature  of  that  Report,  and  when  he  will 
be  prepared  to  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  In  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  I  will  answer  this  (Question.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment received,  a  few  days  ago,  a  Report 
of  the  nature  described  from  the  chief 
officer  of  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade 
on  certain  of  the  London  Theatres.  The 
Secretary  of  6tate  is  in  communication 
with  the  Lord  Chamberlain  and  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  on  this  im- 
portant and  urgent  subject ;  but,  pend- 
ing consideration  of  such  measures  as  the 
Report  may  render  necessary,  he  does  not' 
propose  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

FACTORY  ACTS— LEAD  POISONING- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  BURT  asked  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 

attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 

Hannah  McCarthy,    who  died    in    the 

Shoreditch  Infirmary,  on  Thursday  last, 

from   lead   poisoning;  whether  he  has 

seen  the  evidence  given  at  the  inquest 

by  Mr.  Forbes,   medical  officer  of  the 

Shoreditch  Workhouse,  who  is  reported 

to  have  said  : — 

*'  Cases  of  lead  poisoning,  fatal  and  other- 
wise, are  of  frequent  occurrence.  The  deceased 
worked  at  a  lead  factory  in  Southgate  Road, 
where  she  had  been  engaged  for  ten  months 
only.   The  nature  of  the  work  was  very  deadly. 

Aly  experience    tells    me    that    the 

workers  in  lead  factories  require  more  looking 
after.  I  have  had  sixteen  cases  under  my  care 
in  a  few  months,  and  the  worst  of  it  is  that 
the  married  women  who  work  in  lead  factories 
absorb  the  poison,  and  give  it  to  the  suckling 
child  in  the  milk;  '* 

whether  he  can  compel  the  owners  of 
lead  factories  to  adopt  means  to  prevent 
what  the  jury,  in  their  verdict,  charac- 
terized as  "  the  wholesale  poisoning  by 
lead"    which    now  goes    on    in  these 
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places ;  and,  if  he  has  not  now  suffi-  The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  for 
cient  power,  whether  he  will  apply  to  IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
Parliament  for  any  alteration  in  the  that  the  case  of  this  man  had  been  re- 
Law,  so  as  to  afford  protection  to  the  cently  considered  by  the  Lord  liente- 
lead  workers  while  following  their  em-  nant,  who  now  saw  his  way  to  order  his 
ployment  ?  discharge. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart-  STATE  OF  IRELAND— JTTKTES  IN  THE 
ment,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  KING'S  COUNTY. 

n?Hf^  A  ^^  '°-*^^  "  ?lV^''t^!'  Me.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 

Ur^il     if  V"r?"?K      t    r  *^*  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  In- 

iS.  Jo    T?x?^r    ^'  \      A^A  land,  Whether  hie  attention  has  beeB 

Zltt\I^J^\      ■'   "^      ft  directed  to  the  faUure  of  justice  at  the 

iT^t           fi?           1^        r^f    ♦]!'  King's  County  Quarter  ksrions  joBt 

S  J!  V        if    eniployment  at    the  ^rminated.  a/d  whether  the  Chair,i«.. 

<rf  thr?uS'                     recommendation  ^^  jj^,j^^_  q  ^^  .^  ^^^1^  ^^ 

^    ^  in  the  Irish  newspapers  to  have  said  as 

*'the  Legislature   shoald    at  onco  take  steps    follows: 

to  compel  the  proprietors  of  lead  works  to  pro-  '                                                     ^  iv 

vide  proper  protection  to  those  in  their  em-  "  His  Hononr  said  the  case  was  one  of  tw 

ploy ;  "  simplest  that  over  went  before  a  jury,  and  he 

-     .  -       ^,                     _                    ,  ^rrr     ,  oxprossed  his  astonishment  that  they  were  un* 

Whether  the  present  Factory  and  Work-  able  to  arrive  at  a  verdict.    It  was  not,  he  «ii 

shops'  Acts   are   sufficient   to   give  the  this  case  alone  tiiat  was  at  issue,  bat  the  vpi^ 

necessary  protection  to  the  lives  of  the  of  trial  by  jury  was  on  its  trial;  and,  if  a  Kng*i 

people  engaged  in  these  deadly  works ;  ^^^^^^^  Z^toX^^^^^^^ 

and,  It   not,  whether  ho  is  prepared  to  reduced  to  an  absurdity,  and,  if  you  cannot  come 

ask  Parliament  for  increased  power  in  to  a  decision,  I  must  decline  to  try  anvmore 

respect  to  lead  works  ;  and,  whether  he  prisoners,  and  (addressing  the  Crown  Solicitor] 

would  consider  if  it  would  not  be  ad-  f^-  Mitchell,  you  need  not  send  any  more 

visable  to  prohibit  the  employment  of  ^i^^.^"""'    ^^'^  "'^^  "^^  ^^^^^  ^"^  ^^'  ^•" 

women  and  young  persons  in  lead  works?  ,*  .« 

Sir  CHARLES   W.  DILKE :     Sir,  ^^^»   "  ^«P^'*   o®  correct,  what  steps 

this  case  has  already  engaged  the  atten-  ^®^  Majesty's  Government  intend  to 

tion  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ^*^®  *^  prevent  a  recurrence  of  sinnlat 

the  Home  Secretary,  who  has  called  for  ^^^res  f       ^^^^^^    ^-r^^-r-r,^  .  ^ 

a  special  Eeport  thereon  from  the  Chief  ,  The,  59.^^9^^^    GENERAL    for 

Inspector    of    Factories.      The    recom-  IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  m  reply,  said, 

mendations  of  the  jury  and   the  sug-  ne  had  not  seen  the  report  m  question; 

gestions  of  the  hon.  Member  will  receive  ^V*  ^^5,  ^^^d   no   doubt  it  was  correct, 

due  consideration.  •^^®    (Government  would    be   only   too 

anxious  to   prevent   the  recurrence  of 
such  a  fitftte  of  ffictfl 

PROTECTION   OF   PERSON   AND   PRO-  Mr.  HEALY  asked  if  it  was  proposed 

PERTY   (IRELAND)    ACT,  1881-JOHN  to  deal  with  the  question  of  the  Grand 

HOOLIHAN.  Juries  in  Ireland  at  the  same  time  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR   O'CONNOR    asked  [No  answer  was  given.] 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  ,  ,^^^  ^^.^,.^  ,,«„r«^^,^« ^ 

that  John  Hoolihan,  of  Lacks,  Bally-  ^^^^  ^^^^UE  MEETINGS  (ENGLAND). 

duff,   county   Kerry,    has    been   impri-  Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  oi 

soned,  on  suspicion,  since  the  16th  April  State  for  tlie  Home  Department,  If  it 

1881 ;  that  ho  emphatically  denies  hav-  was  by  his  instructions  the  police  did, 

ing  taken  any  part  in  the  act  to  which  on   Sunday  2nd  instant,  order  Michael 

he  is  accused  of  having  been  a  party ;  Barrett,  White  Swan,  Old  Gravel  Lane, 

that  two  other  men  from  the  same  dis-  Wapping,    to   refuse  to  allow  a  Land 

trict  have  been  discharged,  though  ar-  League  Meeting  to  be  held  in  his  house ; 

rested  long  after  Hoolihan ;  and,  whe-  and,  if  not  by  his  instructions,  will  1^« 

ther,  under  such  circumstances,  it  is  his  give  orders  that  for  the  time  to  come  )ilie 

intention  to  prolong  this  man's  impri-  police  are  not  to  interfere  with  p£iBaoe< 

sonment  beyond  a  year  ?  able  political  meetings  ? 

Mr.  Burt  ""-n, 
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Six  (JHAHLE8  W.  DILKB;  Sir, 
from  inquiiy  mods  of  the  police  authori- 
tiM  it  appears  that  such  a  meeting  did 
take  place  at  the  time  and  place  men- 
tioned.  The  landlord  was  desirous  of 
bsTing  the  bouae  cleared  ;  but  the  police 
declined  to  interfere  iu  an;  way.  It 
iherefore  appears  unneoessarjr  to  isane 
any  instmctiona  to  the  police  such  aa 
the  hon.  Member  asks  for. 

LANDLOBD  AND   TENANT   [IRELAND) 
—THE  MERCERS'  COMPANY  AND 

THEIR  TENANTS. 
Ub.  LEAUY  asked  Mr.  Solicitor 
Qneral  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  resolution 
puwd  at  a  meeting  of  the  tenauts  of 
Iho  Heroers'  Company  recently  held  at 
Kilrea,  county  Derry,  condemning  the 
Ktion  of  the  Company  in  attempting  to 
Ime  tenants  in  arrear  to  sign  agree- 
ntnta  not  to  apply  to  the  Court  for  the 
pDipuae  of  haring  a  fair  rent  fixed ; 
ud,  whether  the  Goremment  intend  to 
tile  any  notice  of  the  statements  is  tho 
nwdntion  f 

Teb  80LICIT0E  GENERAL  toe 
ntELiND  (Mr.  Pobtbb),  in  reply, 
Mid,  it  appeared  that  the  tenants  of 
tbe  Hercere'  Company  had  made  cer- 
tain complaints ;  but  he  had  not  yet  had 
u  opportunity  of  investigating  the  cir- 
onmstancee.  It  would  be  obviously  im- 
proper on  hie  part  to  express  any  opinion 
on  the  oomplainte  themselves,  and  the 
matter  was  not  one  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  ought  to  interfere. 

tMARrrr  comshssion  —  parochial 

CHARITIES  OF  THE  CITY  OF 
LONDON. 
Me.  JOHN  HOLLOND  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  ho  is  aware 
that  several  of  the  Boards  of  Trustees 
of  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of 
London  have  inquired  of  the  Charity 
Commissionera  whether  they  can  sanc- 
tion the  application  of  the  funds  of  their 
charities  to  the  purpose  of  opposing  tlie 
Public  Bill  which  has  been  brought  into 
tbe  House  dealing  with  these  charities, 
and  promotinK  the  Private  Bill  brought 
in  for  a  similar  purpose,  and  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  have  replied  that 
they  consider  any  such  application  of 
oharitable  funds  to  be  illegal ;  whether 
be  is  aware  that.  Id  spite  of  their  reply, 
certaia  Boards  of  Trustees  in  the  City 
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of  London  are  now  making  oontributions 
out  of  the  charitable  fucda  uader  their 
management  for  the  above-mentioned 
purpose ;  and,  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  consider  tho  pro- 
priety of  taking  legal  steps  to  have 
these  Boards  of  Trueteee  restrained 
from  euch  a  misapplication  of  trust 
funds? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  {Sir 
Hexry  James)  :  Sir,  my  attention  has 
only  been  called  to  the  Queation  this 
morning ;  and  I  have,  therefore,  had 
very  little  opportunity  of  making  in- 
quiry. I  understand  that  application 
was  made  to  the  Charity  Commissioners 
that  they  would  enable  certain  Trustees 
to  spend  money  in  opposing  or  promot- 
ing certain  Bills,  and  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners expressed  tbe  opinion  that 
the  expenditure  for  such  a  purpoas 
would  be  illegal.  They  have  received  a 
communication  from  the  solicitor  to  one 
of  the  Charities  to  the  effect  that,  is  the 
opinion  of  eminent  counael,  such  expen- 
diture would  be  legal.  Myown  opinion 
is  in  accordance  with  the  decision  of 
Lord  Eldon  in  1826,  who  decided  that 
the  expenditure  of  Charity  funds  in  pro- 
moting Private  Bills  which  are  not  after- 
wards passed  into  law  is  illegal.  If  the 
Charity  Commiasioners  ask  my  advice, 
of  course  the  matter  shall  be  fully  con- 


CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  CONDEMNED 
PRISONER  LAMSON. 
Sib  B.  ABSHETON  CROSS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  be  will  lay  before  Parliament 
the  Despatch  aent  by  tbe  Government 
of  tbe  United  States  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  or  communicated  by  the 
Minister  of  tbe  United  Statea  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  relative  to  the 
convicted  prisoner  Lamaon,  and  the  an- 
swer of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
thereto  F  Tbe  right  hon.  Qentlemas 
said,  perhaps  tbe  House  would  allow  him 
to  make  a  short  explanation  in  regard  to 
the  Question.  He  wished  expressly  to 
exclude  the  Memorial  itaelf  ana  tbe  state- 
ment of  facts,  which  the  Home  Secretary 
stated  yesterday  was  for  himself  and  not 
for  the  House.  He  also  desired  to  say 
that  he  made  this  inquiry  in  no  spirit  of 
hostility  to  the  Government,  but  iu  order 
to  strengthen  their  hands,  and  in  order 
that  tbe  country  might  have  an  assur- 
ance that  there  sad  been  no  attempt  on 
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the  part  of  any  foreig^n  Power  to  interfere 
with  the  administration  of  our  Municipal 
Xjaws 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  am 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made 
the  explanation,  for,  in  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, I  was  about  to  say  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question  referred  to 
the  same  Papers  as  those  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  yes- 
terday, I  could  only  have  repeated  the  re- 
ply of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
that  to  lay  on  the  Table  Papers  with 
respect  to  the  exercise  of  mercy  by  the 
Grown  would,  in  his  opinion,  make  it 
absolutely  impossible  that  that  preroga- 
tive should  be  exercised.  If,  however, 
as  I  suppose,  the  right  hon.  Member 
refers  to  the  formal  Correspondence  with 
the  United  States  Minister,  I  may  state 
that  the  Foreign  Office  will  have  no  ob- 
jection to  lay  it  ultimately  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Will 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment lay  it  on  the  Table  himself,  or 
shall  I  move  for  it  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  He  will 
lay  it  on  the  Table  himself,  but  not  im- 
mediately. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  (IRELAND)- APPOINT. 
MENT  OF  MR.  CROKER. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  has  conferred  the  appointment  of 
Poor  Law  and  Grand  Jury  Auditor  on 
a  Mr.  Croker,  of  Ballinagarde,  county 
Limerick ;  if  Mr.  Croker  has  ever  held 
any  other  office  in  the  Civil  Service ;  if 
he  possesses  a  certificate  of  qualification 
from  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners; 
if  not,  what  test  of  qualification  and  fit- 
ness was  obtained  in  his  case,  what  exa- 
mination he  underwent,  how  many  can- 
didates there  wore  for  the  office,  and  how 
many  members  of  the  existing  staff  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  were  eli- 
gible for  and  applied  for  the  appoint;, 
ment ;  and,  on  what  grounds  hes/efastoe 
their  applications  and^leulSd  a  person 
from  outside  the  CivrTService  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
he  understood  that  Mr.  Croker  had  been 
appointed  to  this  position,  although  not 

Sir  i?.  Assheion  Crou 


on  the  Staff  of  the  Local  Ghnremment 
Board.  The  same  was  the  case  with  the 
last  three  persons  appointed ;  but  his 
appointment  was  made  subject  to  his 
obtaining  a  Civil  Service  certificate.  Mr. 
Croker  was  selected  from  the  other  can- 
didates, as  he  was  the  best  qualified, 
having  been  a  bank  clerk  of  many  years' 
standing,  and  eminently  fitted  for  the 
position. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENTS—THE TELEGRAPH  SERVICE 
IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  CALLAN  (for  Mr.  Gray)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  with  reference 
to  the  recent  appointment  of  Teleg^ph 
Superintendent  in  Dublin  by  the  trans- 
fer to  Dublin  of  the  Belfast  Teleg^ph 
Superintendent,  Whether  the  vacancy 
thus  created  in  Belfast  has  been  filled 
by  the  transfer  to  Belfast  of  the  late 
superintendent  of  the  Dublin  Telegraph 
Department ;  and,  if  that  is  not  the  case, 
whether  the  vacancy  in  Belfast  has  been 
filled  by  the  promotion  of  a  Belfast  clerk ; 
whether,  if  it  be  contemplated  to  fill  the 
Belfast  vacancy  by  a  promotion  from  the 
Belfast  staff,  the  nett  effect  of  the  change 
will  be  to  deprive,  not  by  their  own  fault, 
the  entire  Dublin  staff  of  four  promo- 
tions ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  as- 
sistant superintendent  of  teleg^phs  in 
Dublin  has  for  a  considerable  period 
satisfactorily  discharged  the  duties  of 
superintendent,  and  is  an  officer  of  long 
service  and  of  high  character ;  whether, 
since  it  is  regarded  to  be  of  importance 
that  there  should  be  transfers  from  office 
to  office,  and  from  one  part  of  the  king- 
dom to  another,  so  that  persons  in  the 
service  of  the  Post  Office  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
being  appointed  to  positions  m  England, 
and  persons  in  England  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  being  transferred  to  Ire- 
land, he  could  quote  to  the  House  any 
instances  in  which  such  transfers  re- 
sulted in  the  promotion  of  Irish  clerks 
to  English  or  Scotch  offices;  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  whilst  frequently  transfers  of 
this  kind,  involving  the  loss  of  promotion 
Dublin  telegraph  clerks,  have  been 
madelro7iri|ngland  and  parts  of  Ireland 
to  Dublin,  orSqrresponding  advantages 
have  been  obtained  by  the  Dublin  tele- 
graph clerks  in  trainsfers  to  other  parts 
of  the  kingdom;  whether.it  is  a  fact 
that,  by  the  interference  with  the  regular 
system  of  promotion,  the  Dublin  tele- 
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graph  clerks  have  within  the  past  year 
been  deprived  of  no  less  than  ten  pro- 
motions, notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
ihej  have  been  thanked  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  performed  their  work ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to 
Mcare  that  the  transfer  now  referred  to 
■hall  be  effected  in  such  a  manner  as  not 
to  deprive  the  staff  of  telegraph  clerks 
in  Dublin  of  their  legitimate  promotion, 
and  to  secure  that  in  future  such  changes 
ahall  not  militate  against  their  legitimate 
daims? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  both  at  Dublin 
and  at  Belfast  there  has  been  a  recent 
dianfi^  of  Telegraph  Superintendents. 
The  Telegraph  Superintendent  at  Belfast 
baa  been  removed  to  Dublin,  and  the 
Telegraph  Superintendent  at  Dublin  has 
been  removed  to  Belfast,   though    no 
longer  in    the    capacity  of  Telegraph 
Saperintendent.     While  officers  at  Bel- 
fast have  gained  promotion,   those  at 
Dabhn  have  not  lost  any.  The  Assistant 
Saperintendent  at  Dublin  is  an  officer  of 
long  service  and  high  character,  and  has 
discharged  his  duties  satisfactorily ;  but 
I  thought  that  on  the  whole  the  transfer 
of  the  Telegraph  Superintendent  from 
Belfast  would  most  conduce  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  Service.    With  regard  to 
the  question  of  promoting  officers  from 
Ireland  to  England,  among  other  in- 
stances I  may  refer  to  the  fact  that  two 
Teiy  important  offices  on  the  English 
establishment — namely,   those  of  Pro- 
rincial  Surveyors — are  now  held  by  gen- 
tlemen who  were  originally  in  the  Secre- 
tary's Office  in  Dublin.   As  regards  the 
remainder  of  the  hon.  Member's  inquiry, 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  Dublin  Office 
has  been   unduly  deprived  of  promo- 
tion. 

PUBLIC  WORSHIP  REGULATION  ACT— 
THE  REV.  MR.  GREEN. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  on  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  for  the 
Easter  Festival,  he  will  consider  the 
position  of  the  Rev.  Sidney  Faithorn 
Oreen,  now,  and  for  a  year  past, 
incarcerated  in  Lancaster  Gaol,  under 
these  circumstances :  Mr.  Green  was 
prosecuted  for  an  alleged  infraction  of 
the  legal  Ritual  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  for  this  offence  was  visited 
with  the  punishment  of  imprisonment ; 
and,   whether,   considering    that    Loid 

YOL.  CCLXVIII.    [thibd  sbriks."! 


Penzance,  who  tried  him,  a  Judge 
created  by  the  Public  Worship  Regula- 
tion Act,  and  exercising  the  function  of 
Official  Principal,  had  never  completed 
his  qualifications  in  the  usual  way,  and, 
considering  also  the  severity  of  the 
penalty  inflicted  for  a  Ritual  irregu- 
larity, he  will  devise  some  means  of 
terminating  Mr.  Green's  prolonged  de- 
tention in  Lancaster  Gaol  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  this  Question 
relates  to  the  case  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Green, 
who  is  now,  and  has  been  for  some  time, 
in  prison  under,  I  believe,  the  Public 
Worship  Regulation  Act.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  asks  me  whether  we  will  consider 
the  position  of  Mr.  Green  ?  We  have  had 
occasion  to  consider  this  case  carefully  in 
consequence  of  various  Memorials  and 
representations  made  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
asks  me  whether  I  will  devise  some 
means  of  terminating  Mr.  Green's  pro- 
longed detention  iu  Lancaster  Gaol  ? 
Well,  Sir,  what  I  am  advised  is  that 
Her  Majesty  could  not,  without  going 
beyond  the  limit  of  Constitutional  prac- 
tice, which  it  would  be  wrong  in  us  to 
transgress,  apply  the  Prerogative  of 
mercy  or  any  other  power  which  she 
may  possess  for  the  release  of  Mr.  Green 
by  her  own  order.  With  respect  to  de- 
vising some  means  of  terminating  the 
imprisonment  of  Mr.  Green — which  must 
mean  legislative  means — I  think  that  is 
rather  a  business  belonging  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  *high  authorities  who 
devised  and  who  passed  the  Public 
Worship  Regulation  Act  than  it  is  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

INTERNATIONAL  LA W  —  PROTECTION 
OF  PERSON  AND  PROPERTY  (IRE- 
LAND)  ACT,  1881— INTERVENTION  OF 
THE  AMERICAN  GOVERN^IENT. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Jjord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
any  representations  have  been  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States,  relative 
to  the  detention  in  Ireland  of  suspects 
of  American  nationality;  and,  whether 
any  answers  have  been  received  from 
the  United  States  Government  to  the  re- 
presentations made  to  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  as  described  on 
the  20th  of  June  1881  by  him,  as  to  the 
incitements  carried  on  in  that  country 
to   outrages  iu  England;    and,   if   so, 
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the  mVr^  ''°'''^'*  '''''  ^^  ^"^^  ''^''''  NAVY-LAUNCH  OF   H.M.S. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  representa-  "  COLOSSUS." 

tions  have  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 

Government  by  the  American  Govern-  the   Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Why 

ment  in  relation  to  certain  subjects  of  the  workmen  who  were  employed  from 

the  United  States  now  detained  in  Ire-  half-past  one  and  three  o'clock  in  the 

land  among  the  "  suspects."  Those  com-  morning  in  preparing  for  the  launch  of 

munications  are  in  progress,  and  I  am  the  **  Colossus"  were  not  paid  overtime 

not  in  a  position  to  give  any  account  of  in  accordance  with  custom ;  and,  whe- 

their  purport  or  issue   at  the  present  ther  the  Admiralty  considers  that  an 

moment.    In  regard  to  the  second  part  allowance  of  only  the  same  time  as  was 

of  the  Question,  I  have  to  say  that  com-  worked  during  the  nights  in  question  is 

munications  were  made  last  year  in  re-  fair  to  the  men  concerned  ? 

spect  to  a  particular  description  of  litera-  Mr.  TREVELYAN  :    Sir,   the  time 

ture  in  circulation  in  the  United  States ;  given  in  lieu  of  extra  time  worked  at 

but  no  answer  has  been  received  from  night  exceeds  the  actual  time  worked 

the  American  Government  on  the  sub-  by  one- third.     That  is  the  rule,  and  it, 

jeot.  no  doubt,  was  observed  on  this  occasion ; 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked  and,  if  it  was  not,  I  will  see  that  it  is 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  made  up.      These  details  are    in   the 

he  could  state,  for  the  information  of  hands  of  the  Admiral  Superintendent ; 

the  House,   how   many  of   the   **  sus-  but  if  the  matter  had  been  referred  to 

pects "   in    Ireland    claimed  American  the  Admiralty,   the  Board  would   not 

nationality?  have  refused  the  payment  of  the  work 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  have  no  exact  in  money  instead  of  in  time, 
information  on  this  subject,  but  my  im- 
pression is  that  the  number  is  very  small  TUNIS— COMPENSATION    TO    BRITISH 
indeed.     [Mr.  Hbaly:  Four.]     I  was  SUBJECTS, 
going  to  say  either  four  or  six.  g^^^    MIOHAEL    HICKS  -  BEACH 

asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  compen- 

LABOURERS.  sation  has  been  awarded  by  the  French 

MB.A.M00EEa8kedtheFirstLordof  g^7,?^°^®?*.  *?  -^^' .  T-  ^/ J"^'^^^    * 

the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has  British  subject  fanning  at  Matu,  near 

been  called  to  the  difficulties  which  be-  ?^^A''  ^^^  '"'^''iTo^  ^^  ^''^i  *i?^  ^"^ 

set  labourers  in  endeavouring  to  avail  ^  *^®  ^"""^^  ^^^l'  ,^°^'  Z^f^f  *°^ 

themselves  of  the  provisions  of  the  Land  K^^m  w""?       ^^  ^       '^'^                ''^'' 

Act;  and,  whether  the  Government  will  |,    ^tt a -dt -c^a irr  T^TTTr^:1    a-     tt 

consider  during  the  Eecess  what  steps  Sir  CHARLES  W  DILp:  Sir,  Her 

may  be  taken  to  render  the  Act  more  J^^J^'^^  "^'^°'«*^.t^''    ""*    ^T""    ^^ 

accessible  to  the  deserving  class  ?  brought  Mr.   Smith's  case   before  the 

Me.  GLADSTONE:    Sir,  my  atten-  French  Government  with  a  view  to  the 

tion  has  been  called  to  the  subject,  par-  re-consideration  of  his  claim  for  com- 

ticularly  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  p^^^tion,  or  the  reference  of  it  to  arbi- 

for   County  Cork    (Mr.  Shaw),  of  the  *^?^^°,°-  ,  ^ArJ%^^  ^'^  Z^t  ^.^^?  Ti 

difficulties  of  the  labourers   in  certain  ?®'^,f '  but  the  Papers  will  be  included 

districts  of  Ireland,  and  after  considering  '\}^t  ^®?TI  ^?^f  P^°^^°^«  ]!;^J«,^ 

during  the  Recess  what  steps  could  he  will  ultimately  be  laid  upon  the  Table 

taken,  I  have  only  to  say  that  I  have  no  ^^'^  5®^^^^^  *2  ^P^^^  ^^*^°^«  ^^^  ^^"^8 

reason  to  despair  of  the  subject.     It  is  ^^^^^^^ed  m  Tunis. 

possible  that  the  Act  may  be  improved ; 

but  I  am  not  able  to  say  that  we  have  IRELAND-MR.  PARNELL-REPRESEN- 

in  our  minds  any  exact  plan  for  that  TATION  OF  LIVERPOOL, 

purpose.     Any  suggestion  tendered  by  Mr.  SEXTON  said,  that  in  the  ab- 

my  hon.  Friend,  or  any  other  person  ac-  sence  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 

quainted  with  the   position  of  the  la-  he  wished  to  ask  the  ^ad  ^ofHer  Ma- 

bourers,  will  receive  our  careful  atten-  jesty's  Government,  W£Sft^erTlK^allbD. 

^^o^-  tion  had  been  called  to  a  correspondenoo 
Sir  B.  Drummond  Wolff 
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between  Mr.  Thomas  Evans  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  rofer- 
ence  to  the  request  on  the  part  of  some 
of  the  electors  of  Liverpool  to  visit  KiU 
mainham  next  Friday  or  Saturday  to 
present  an  address  to  Mr.  Farnell  with 
reference  to  the  representation  of  Liver- 
pool; whether  they  were  not  right  in 
appealing  to  the  central  Government, 
and  not  to  the  gaolers,  to  give  a  direct 
leply  to  the  appeal  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  had 
no  knowledge  whatever  of  this  subject, 
nor  could  he  undertalco  to  answer  in  the 
absence  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would, 
he  had  no  doubt,  give  full  consideration 
to  this  matter,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  these  gentlemen  were  entitled 
to  appeal  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  to  have  the  answer  of 
the  responsible  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT—RECENT  AP- 
P0INTMENT8— MR.  WALPOLE. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
oeDor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  reference 
to  an  alleged  necessity  of  appointing  to 
the  post  of  Secretary  of  the  Customs  a 
person  having  qualifications  outside  the 
ordinary    experience   of   the    Customs, 
Whether   Mr.  Walpole,    the   assistant- 
secretary,  has  performed  most  import- 
ant duties  outside  the  ordinary  expe- 
rience of   the   Customs;    whether  Mr. 
Walpole  has   represented  this  Country 
in  three  conferences  abroad;   whether 
Mr.  Walpole' s  services  on   those  occa- 
sions received  the  marked  approval  of 
two  successive  Secretaries  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gfovemment ;   and,  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  sugar  trade,  which  was  the  in- 
dustry represented  at  those  conferences, 
signified  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
their    warm    acknowledgments    of  the 
ability  and  zeal  displayed  by  Mr.  Wal- 
pole in  those  negotiations ;  also,  with 
reference  to  the  alleged  advancement  of 
Mr.  Walpole  to  a  salary  of  £1,000  per 
annum,  in  compensation  for  the  intro- 
duction of  Mr.  Herbert  Murray  into  the 
Secretaryship  of  the  Board  of  Customs, 
whether,  since  Mr.  Walpole's  salary  al- 
ready figures  on  the  Estimates  for  the 
current  year  at  £925,  rising  to  £1,000, 
the  Treasury,  in  awarding  Mr.  Walpole 
the  immediate  salary  of  £  1 ,000,  together 


with  a  gift  of  about  £150,  has  fairly 
compensated  that  gentleman  for  the  loss 
of  the  Secretaryship,  and  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Secretary's  staff  for  the  loss 
of  their  promotion? 

The  CH ANCETJiOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJER(Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  this  Ques- 
tion is  founded  on  a  misapprehension. 
So  far  as  I  know,  the  duties  upon  which 
Mr.  Walpole  was  engaged  on  various 
occasions  were  inside,  and  not  outside, 
the  ordinary  duties  of  his  office,  though 
not  within  the  routine  of  those  duties. 
With  regard  to  his  services,  and  the  ac- 
knowledgment of  them  by  Secretaries 
of  State,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  answer 
that  part  of  the  Question,  nor  could  it 
be  answered  without  laborious  search  in 
the  Department.  With  respect  to  the 
approval  of  his  ability  and  zeal  by  the 
members  of  the  sugar  trade,  it  may  be 
so,  but  I  am  not  able  to  say.  I  should 
not,  however,  attach  very  much  import- 
ance to  that,  as  the  trade  has  been  ac- 
tuated by  very  peculiar  views  of  these 
proceedings  as  to  the  sugar  duties.  It 
is  true  that  Mr.  Walpole  has  taken  part 
in  several  conferences — three,  I  think — 
and  that  his  conduct  has  been  approved 
by  the  Treasury.  With  regard  to  the 
latter  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  take  their  stand  on  this 
position,  that  however  desirous  they  may 
be  to  promote  from  within  a  Depart- 
ment, the  public  interests  absolutely  re- 
quire that  they  should  retain  in  their 
own  hands  the  power  of  making  ap- 
pointments from  the  outside. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  the 
clerks  in  the  Customs  Department  had 
memorialized  the  Treasury,  protesting 
against  the  appointment  of  a  stranger, 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
lay  a  Copy  of  the  Memorial  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  I  have 
received  that  Memorial,  but  I  am  not  at 
all  prepared  to  say  I  should  lay  it  on 
the  Table.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  a 
good  precedent  in  the  working  of  the 
Executive  Government. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  move  for  the  production  of  the 
Memorial,  and  also  for  Copies  of  the 
strong  expressions  of  approval  of  Mr. 
Walpole's  conduct  by  his  official  supe- 
riors. 
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PRISONS  (IRELAND)— CLONMEL 

GAOL. 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  could 
now  give  any  information  respecting 
the  outbreak  of  fever  in  Clonmel  Gaol, 
and  whether  it  had  spread  through  the 
cells? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
ho  had  not  all  the  information  on  the 
subject ;  but  he  could  state  that  the 
recent  case  of  fever  was  a  mild  one,  and 
the  patient  had  been  removed  to  the 
fever  hospital,  out  of  the  prison  alto- 
gether. An  inspection  of  the  prison  had 
been  made  by  competent  sanitary  autho- 
rities, and  the  cause  of  the  disease  had 
been  traced  to  an  obstruction  in  one 
of  the  closets,  which  was  situated  in  a 
part  of  the  gaol  remote  from  the 
place  where  the  prisoners  were  now 
confined.  Ajrangements  had  been  made 
to  prevent  any  danger  arising  to  the 
prisoners. 

Mr.  HEALY  inquired  whether  the 
warders  had  not  caught  the  infection, 
and  whether,  under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  the  **  suspects"  are  to  be 
detained  there  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  there 
was  no  case  of  fever  in  the  prison  at 
present.  There  had  been  only  three 
cases,  one  a  **  suspect,"  another  an  ordi- 
nary prisoner,  and  the  third  a  warder. 

Mr.  HEALY :  What  is  the  date  of 
the  last  case  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter):  The  last 
case  was  on  the  29th  of  March,  and  the 
patient  had  been  removed  to  the  fever 
hospital  outside  the  gaol.  The  report 
of  the  Sanitary  Inspector  was  that  there 
was  no  danger  to  those  inside  the 
prison. 

ASIATIC  TURKEY— SMYRNA  QUAY— 
THE  PAPERS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  M*0oan, 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
delay  in  the  production  of  the  Papers 
relating  to  Smyrna  Quay  arose  from  the 
fact  that  it  was  found  necessary  to  make 
some  slight  change  in  the  Report.  They 
would  be  ready  not  later  than  Monday, 
and  he  would  endeavour  to  send  advance 
copies  to  the  hon.  Member  and  to  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 


(^Ireland). 
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PARLIAMENT   —  ADJOURNMENT     OF 
THE  HOUSE— THE  EASTER  RECESS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  ao  ad- 
journ until  Monday  17th  April. — {Mr, 
Oladsione.) 

CRIME  (IRELAND).— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  GORST,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  proceedings  at  the   recent 
Assizes  in  Ireland,  and  to  the  evidence 
thereby    afforded    of   the    increase    of 
agrarian  crime  and  the  general  collapse 
in  the  administration  of  justice,  and  to 
ask   Her  Majesty's  Government  what 
steps  they  proposed  to  take  in  relation 
thereto,  said,  it  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  the  truth  about  the  present 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  should  be 
known,  not  only  to  the  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  but  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country.     The  facts  which  he 
intended  to  lay  before  the  House  were, 
he  ventured  to  say,  new  to  the  great 
majority  of  Members,  and,  at  all  events, 
to  the  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country.     The  first  step  towards  the  in- 
auguration of  a  better  policy  in  Ireland 
was  to  obtain  full  and  accurate  informa- 
tion of  the  state  of  things  in  that  coun- 
try, to  look   at  the  facts   fairly  in  the 
face ;  and  if  the  supporters  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  for  the  last 
18  months  living  in  a  **  fool's  Paradise," 
the  sooner  they  got  out  of  it  the  better 
for  themselves  and  for  the  country.  Now, 
the  facts  he  was  about  to  adduce  rested 
on  the  best  of  all  evidence — namely,  the 
statements  of  the  Judges,  made  not  for 
political  purposes,  but  in  the  discharge 
of  their  regular  official  duty,  and  from 
the  sworn  testimony  of  witnesses  called 
in  the  Courts  of  Justice  during  the  last 
Assizes.     In    County    Longford,    Lord 
Justice  Deasy  found  at  the  late  Aussizes 
98  cases,  as  against  75  in  the  preceding 
year  ;   and  of  these  98  cases,  3  were 
cases  of  firing  at  the  person,  9  of  arson, 
13  of  malicious  injury  to  property,  6  of 
obtaining  forcible  possession,  and  6  of 
stealing  cattle.     The  Judge  said  that  in 
a  few  cases  only  was  the  Crown  able  to 
bring  forward  any  evidence.     In  County 
Clare,  on  March  7,  Mr.  Justice  Barry 
said  that  there  extensively  prevailed  a 
spirit  of  insubordination,  and  lawless- 
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ness  maDifested  itself  in  crime  aud  out- 
rage.   There  was  an  absence,  not  of 
crime,   but    of   criminals    being  made 
amenable.    In  that  county  there  were 
356  cases  of  agrarian  outrage,  as  against 
127  in  the  preceding  year ;  but  as  this 
latter  number  represented  the  crime  of 
four  months  only,   while   356  was  the 
number  for  eight  months,  the  Judge  cor- 
rected his  statement  by  saying  that  the 
proper  comparison   would  be  between 
856  and  254  outrages.  In  Leitrim,  Chief 
Justice  May  found  some  signs  of  im- 
provement ;  but  one  of  the  cases  brought 
Wore  him  was  that  in  which  Keegan, 
an  old  man,  had  been  attacked  and  half 
roasted    alive.     The    prisoner  pleaded 
"Not  Guilty."     The  sworn  evidence  of 
ICichael    Keegan,    who  was   described 
as  a  feeble-looking  old  man,   was  as 
follows: — 

^  I  reside  near  Cloone.    I  remember  the  12th 
of  Aufost  last,  on  which  day  I  was  working  for 
Hr.  Uoaston,  a  land  bailiff.    About  4  o'clock 
next  morning  the  door  of  my  house  was  knocked 
in,  when  I  heard  a  voice  calling  on  mo  to  come 
down.     I  went  down  into  the  kitchen,  where  I 
nv  10  or  11  men  with  both  guns  and  ^nstols  in 
their  hands.    They  put  me  on  my  knees  and 
kicked  me  several  times.   The  barrel  of  a  pistol 
was  two  or  three  times  thrust  into  my  mouth. 
I  then  got  a  blow  from  a  gun  on  the  back,  and 
WS8  knocked  down.     The  party  then  took  the 
fire  out  of  the  fircplaco  and  spread  it  on  the 
floor.     They  then  pulled  me  off  my  knees  and 
put  me  over  the  burning  coals.     My  shirt  then 
caught  fire.     I  then  received  a  deep  gash  across 
the  breast  about  seven  inches  long.     I  also  re- 
ceived other  wounds.     My  grandson,  while  I 
was  over  the  fire,  tried  to  tear  off  a  portion  of 
my  burning  garment,  when  he  got  a  blow  from 
one  of  the  party  which  rendered  him  senseless. 
One  of  the  party  then  said  to  him/  What  made 
70a  go  to  cut  the  meadows  ?  '  " 

The  Judge  said  it  was  a  sad  state  of 
things  that  such  a  crime  should  be  com- 
mitted in  any  community.  The  jury 
then  retired,  and  after  an  absence  of 
some  hours  were  discharged,  on  their 
stating  that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
probability  of  their  agreeing  to  a  verdict. 
In  the  county  of  Louth,  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  commented  on  the  increase  of 
offences  committed  with  a  view  to  pre- 
vent people  paying  their  rents,  and  ob- 
served that  no  persons  were  made  amen- 
able for  those  offences.  In  the  groat 
county  of  Tipperary,  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
gibboa  observed  that  in  the  North 
Kiding  there  were  159  agrarian  crimes 
this  year,  against  75  in  the  preceding 
year,  an  increase  of  more  than  double  ; 
and  that  in  the  South  Hiding  there  wore 


230  agrarian  crimes,  against  106  in  the 
preceding  year,  the  proportion  being 
considerably  more  than  double.  There- 
fore, in  the  whole  of  the  county  the 
total  number  of  agrarian  crimes  in  the 
present  year  was  389,  against  181  in  the 
previous  year.  The  Judge  noticed  not 
only  the  increase  in  the  actual  number 
of  ofifences,  but  the  alarming  character 
of  the  increase  of  the  more  serious  kinds 
of  crime — for  instance,  the  wilful  injury, 
killing,  and  maiming  of  cattle,  which 
had  grown  from  1 3  in  the  preceding  to 
48  in  the  present  year ;  firing  with  intent 
to  murder ;  breaking  into  dwellings  at 
night,  which  had  increased  from  20  last 
year  to  63  in  the  present  year,  or  more 
than  three-fold  ;  aud  the  Grand  Jury,  at 
the  close  of  the  Assizes,  made  a  formal 
presentment  to  the  Court,  in  which  they 
said — 

**  The  Qrand  Jury  wish  to  draw  the  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  tho  alarming 
increase  of  the  so-called  *  Boycotting '  in  the 
South  Riding  of  the  County  Tipperary,  whereby 
men  of  all  classes  are  affected  and  obstructed  in 
their  legitimate  busin«*ss,  isolated,  and  deprived 
of  the  very  necessaries  of  life.  The  Grand 
Jury  respectfully  suggest  tho  necessity  of  mak- 
ing *  Boycotting  *  a  malicious  injury,  giving  the 
sufferer  tho  usual  claim  for  compensation,  or 
stamping  it  out  by  such  other  measures  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  may  deem  fit.  They 
would  further  suggest  that  the  cost  of  the  extra 
police  in  disturb^  districts  should  be  placed  on 
smaller  areas  than  counties,  and  also  that  com- 
pensation be  given  for  injury  to  the  person." 

He  made  no  comment  on  these  things, 
because  in  cases  of  the  kind  comment 
was  needless.  In  the  county  of  West- 
meath,  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  said  that 
there  were  86  criminal  offences,  against 
84  in  the  previous  year,  and  that  in  the 
whole  86  evidence  was  forthcoming  only 
in  two  cases  of  a  petty  character.  In 
the  county  of  Limerick,  Baron  Dowse 
said  that,  leaving  out  of  consideration 
the  Winter  Assizes  altogether,  he  found 
that  315  criminal  olfences  had  been 
specially  reported  to  the  police,  against 
244  in  the  preceding  year ;  that  out  of 
the  315  cases  there  were  246  in  which 
oiTenders  were  not  known,  and  there 
were  some  300  persons  who  refused  to 
give  information  to  the  police  or  make 
any  deposition.  In  only  65  out  of  the  315 
cases  were  there  any  persons  charged. 
In  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  Judge  Har- 
rison found  50  cases,  against  39  in  the 
preceding  year.  In  King's  County, 
Chief  Justice  Morris  said  that  there 
were  184  serious  cases,  of  which  83  were 
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threatening  letters;  and  as  they  had 
heard  a  good  deal  in  that  House  about 
such  letters,  perhaps  he  should  be  ex- 
cused if  he  read  the  observations  of  the 
learned  Judge.  Chief  Justice  Morris 
said — 

**  Since  the  last  Summer  Assizes  no  less  than 
184  serious  cases  are  reported  to  me  on  the  list 
furnished  to  me  by  your  County  Inspector,  a  gen- 
tleman with  whom  I  have  been  long  and  favour- 
ably acquainted .  That  list  contains  no  less  than  83 
cases  of  threatening  letters— ranging  over  every 
species  of  business  that  it  is  almost  possible  to 
conceive  —  threatening  to  murder,  threats  of 
violence,  threats  of  various  kinds  connected 
with  the  various  relations  of  life  that  must  exist 
in  a  large  and  busy  community.  Gentlemen, 
sometimes  persons  of  great  courage — one  of 
whom  I  do  not  profess  to  be,  having  merely 
ordinary  fair  courage— persons  of  groat  courage 
sometimes  suggest  that  they  do  not  mind 
threatening  letters  at  all.  Well,  possibly,  when 
these  threatening  letters  are  not  seen  to  be 
accompanied  by  any  effects,  a  person  may,  to  a 
certain  extent,  possibly  arrive  at  such  a  conclu- 
sion ;  but  when  I  find  that  since  the  last  Assizes 
no  less  than  seven  persons  have  been  fired  at 
with,  apparently,  intent  to  murder,  at  various 
times  and  in  various  places — when  two  of  the 
persons  so  fired  at  are  members,  if  not  of  your 
Grand  Jury,  at  least  of  other  Grand  Juries — 
when,  in  four  cases  out  of  seven,  the  person 
fired  at  was  more  or  less  wounded — in  three 
cases  they  escaped  altogether — when  I  add  as  a 
commentary  upon  these  threatening  letters  that 
there  have  been  46  cases  of  burning  houses,  four 
of  hay  and  other  property,  that  there  have  been 
various  cases  of  other  malicious  injuries  to  pro- 
perty, and  of  firing  into  houses  with  Intent  to 
intimidate— when  all  these  are  remembered,  I 
can  only  sum  up  this  melancholy  list  by  stating 
that  it  amounts  to  184  cases.*' 

In  the  county  of  Sligo,  Judge  Ormsby 
found  138  agrarian  crimes,  against  97  in 
the  preceding  year.  In  the  county  of 
Cavan,  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  found  158 
cases,  against  125  in  the  previous  year. 
The  offenders  in  100  of  these  cases  had 
not  been  made  amenable.  There  had 
been  15  or  16  cases  of  successfully  taking 
away  arms,  and  hardly  any  of  them  had 
been  discovered.  In  the  Queen's  County, 
Judge  Fitzgerald  found  62  cases,  against 
21  in  the  preceding  year.  There  were 
26  of  threatening  letters,  2  of  murder, 
2  of  letters  threatening  absolutely  to 
murder  —  letters  of  a  very  dangerous 
character  —  2  of  firing  at  the  person 
with  a  view  to  murder,  and  2  of 
assaulting  dwellings  at  night ;  and  the 
learned  Judge  especially  called  atten- 
tion to  a  most  atrocious  case — the  mur- 
der of  a  man  named  Martin  Kogers. 
He  said — 

'*The  lamentable  occurrence  took  place  on 
the  3rd  of  December  Icuit.    It  was  one  charac- 
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terized  by  great  audacity.  It  took  place  in  a 
populous  neighbourhood,  between  12  and  I 
o'clock  on  the  3rd  of  December  last,  near  Rath- 
downey,  on  the  borders  of  Elilkemiy.  The  un- 
fortunate murdered  man  had  local  knowledge — 
he  bad  been  clerk  to  an  eminent  solicitor — here. 
He  had  gone  to  reside  in  Dublin  to  pursue  his 
vocation  there  till  he  was  induced  to  come  down 
here  on  the  2nd  of  December  last  to  serve  foor 
writs  in  this  county,  as  the  loeal  prooess-servers 
could  not  be  prevailed  upon  to  do  so.  This 
young  man  came  down  to  serve  these  writs, 
which  were  not  ejectments,  but  were  intended 
simply  to  enforce  the  payment  of  rents.  He  was 
a  small  infirm  young  man.  He  had  lost  the  use 
of  the  right  arm.  His  very  helplessness  ought 
to  have  been  his  defence,  for  he  was  incapable 
of  defending  himself.  He  was  offered  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Constabulary :  and  his  reply  was — 
*  I  know  the  county  well :  I  do  not  need  protec- 
tion.' He  went  and  delivered  a  copy  of  the 
writ  at  each  of  the  four  houses.  One  of  the 
parties  charged  is  a  person  named  Bergin,  who 
is  accused  of  being  active  in  the  murder.  His 
house,  I  collect  &om  the  informations,  was  the 
last  served— the  murder,  stall  events,  took  place 
very  near  his  house.  This  murder  must  nave 
been  witnessed  by  a  number  of  individuals  in 
the  locality ;  I  daresay  any  one  of  them  could 
tell  every  circumstance  connected  with  it ;  but 
one  of  the  lamentable  features  of  the  case  is, 
that  no  one  in  the  vicinity  of  the  occurrence 
will  give  the  hand  of  the  law  the  slightest  as- 
sistance. On  the  other  hand,  those  who  have 
been  examined  have  obviously  endeavoured  to 
mislead  justice.  I  gather  from  that,  that  there 
is  not  only  sympathy  with  crime,  but  that  there 
is  a  disposition  to  defend  the  murderers.  The 
evidence  to  come  before  you  will  be  that  of  a 
man  who  represents  that  he  was  actually  pass- 
ing up  at  the  time  of  the  murder.  He  says  he 
saw  two  men  coming  from  the  one  direction, 
and  three  from  the  other,  and  that,  being 
alarmed,  he  concealed  himself  behind  a  ditch 
where  he  was  not  seen,  and  from  that  position 
he  deposes  that  he  saw  the  murder  perpetrated. 
He  says  that  the  five  persons  accused  were  the 
persons  engaged  in  the  murder.  He  described 
in  a  graphic  manner  what  occurred — says  that 
the  young  man  cried  for  assistance  and  for 
mercy,  and  then  he  said  he  heard  no  more.  The 
body  of  the  murdered  young  man  lay  on  the 
roadside.  The  police  came  and  found  his  head 
literally  battered  to  pieces.  They  found  there 
stones  with  which  the  murder  had  been  perpe- 
trated. The  medical  man  made  a  pott  morUm 
examination,  and  he  found  several  extensive 
fractures  of  the  head,  which  had  been  battered. 
The  unfortunate  young  man  had  endeavoured 
to  ward  off  the  blows ;  but  so  outrageous  was  the 
assault  made  on  him,  that  thev  fractured  his 
arm  in  more  than  one  place,  and  also  the  fingers 
of  his  hand.*' 

Perhaps  the  House  would  remember  a 
similar  case  of  murder  at  Lough  Mask, 
which  must  have  been  witnessed  by 
several  persons,  not  one  of  whom  came 
forward  to  give  evidence ;  and  it  was 
not  until  three  weeks  after  the  murder 
that  the  place  where  the  bodies  were 
deposited  was  discovered.     Mr.  Justice 
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Bany  found  there  were  379  agrarian 
cases  reported  by  the  police,  a  decrease 
upon  the  number  of  the  preceding  year  ; 
but  the  JudM  thought  proper  to  call 
special  attention  to  two  cases  which  had 
happened  since  the  list  was  made  out, 
the  details  of  which,  he    said,  would 
horrify  Christendom.    An  armed  party 
tisited   a  person  suspected  of  having 
paid  his  rent,  or  committed  some  other 
offence  against  some  secret  organization. 
The  man  was  shot  dead,  his  wife  had 
her  thigh  shot  away,  and  a  poor  girl 
vho  struggled  to  protect  her  father  was 
beaten  and  injured  in  a  most  savage 
maimer.     It  was,   said  the  Judge,   a 
mott  humiliating  thing  for  an  Irishman 
vho  loved  his  country  to  have  to  state 
these  occurrences  in  open  Court.  Within 
the  last  two  nights,  he  continued,  an- 
other man  was  snot  through  the  window 
of  his  house  because  he  was  suspected 
of  having  paid  his  rent.    At  the  same 
Assizes  a  very  remarkable    case    was 
heard,  in  which  a  man  named  Jeremiah 
Mahonj    was    charged    with    posting 
threatening  notices.    The  prisoner  was 
caught,  as  it  were,  red-handed.    There 
was  not  the  slightest  doubt  about  the 
case.  The  jury  returned  into  Court,  and 
stated  that  if  they  were  locked  up  for 
three  days  they  would  not  agree ;  and 
then  one  of  the  jury— Mr.  A.  E.  Herbert 
^intervening,  complained  that  one  of  the 
jurors  said  if  kept  for  a  week  he  would 
not  agree  to  a  verdict.     Since  the  report 
of  that  case,  Mr.  A.  E.  Herbert  had 
been  murdered,  his  flocks  slaughtered, 
and  at  his  burial  the  people  would  not 
provide  a  rope  to  lower  his  coffin  into 
the  grave ;  and  so  violent  was  the  re- 
venge against  him,  that  it  was  feared 
his  grave  would  be  outraged.     In  Ros- 
common, Chief  Justice  Morris  found  84 
cases,  against  30  in  the  preceding  year, 
and  he  called  attention  to  a  horrible  case 
of  murder,  where  a  man,  named  Bren- 
i^n,  was  shot  dead  in  his  own  house ; 
And  what  was  his  offence  ?    It  was  that 
his  brother  was  supposed  to  have  paid 
his  rent.     The  Judge  described  this  case 
as  frightfully  horrible.     Another  man 
was  assassinated  because  he  was  called 
upon  to   collect  the   seed  rate.     What 
most  bo  the   state    of   feeling  among 
the  lower  orders  in  Ireland  when  men 
were    assassinated     for    such    things? 
In  the   county  of  Cork,  Baron  Dowse 
stated  that  there  were  no  less  than  375 
cases  reported  to  the  Constabulary,  in- 


cluding 45  cases  of  thretening  to  murder, 
32  cases  of  arson,  and  2  of  murder,  be- 
sides cases  of  malicious  injury,  treason- 
felony,  unlawful  assembly,  and  riot.  In 
the  West  Eiding  of  Cork  there  were  372 
oases  very  much  of  the  same  class  of 
offences ;  and  out  of  the  whole  number 
of  659  cases  in  the  two  Eidings,  only  21 
were  not  of  an  agrarian  character.  In 
Donegal,  Lord  Justice  Deasy  found  106, 
against  45  in  the  preceding  year.  In 
almost  every  case  tried,  the  prisoner  was 
acquitted  or  the  jury  discharged  without 
finding  a  verdict.  In  Mayo,  there  was  a 
clear  case  in  connection  with  cutting  off 
the  ears  of  a  man  named  Nolan.  Nolan 
himself  gave  evidence,  as  well  as  his  wife 
and  son ;  but  the  prisoners  set  up  an  alibi 
in  each  case,  and  they  were  all  acquitted. 
Prisoners  sometimes  behaved  in  an  ex- 
traordinary manner.  There  was  a  ca^e 
in  which  Patrick  Fahy  was  indicted  for 
assaulting  a  process-server  heard  at  the 
Mayo  Assizes.  Baron  Dowse  said  there 
wa^  no  doubt  the  prisoner  was  guilty, 
but  that  if  he  pleaded  guilty  he  would 
be  allowed  to  stand  out  on  his  own  re- 
cognizance. After  consultation  with  the 
solicitor  for  the  prisoner,  the  counsel  for 
the  defence  said  they  would  leave  the 
case  to  the  jury.  Baron  Dowse  said  that 
was  the  first  time  he  ever  heard  of  such 
an  offer  being  refused.  But  the  jury, 
without  leaving  the  box,  found  the 
prisoner  **  Not  Guilty,'*  and  he  was  dis- 
charged. Not  only  was  the  disease  ap- 
parently on  the  increase  in  those  coun- 
ties where  it  had  existed  before,  but 
it  seemed  to  be  spreading,  because  he 
found  in  the  county  of  Londonderry, 
where  the  Land  League  was  not  very 
powerful.  Baron  Fitzgerald  found  49 
cases,  as  compared  with  15  in  the  pre- 
ceding year,  and  in  more  than  half  of 
these  cases,  a  majority  of  them  being 
cases  of  malicious  destruction  of  property, 
no  person  had  been  arrested  or  made 
amenable.  In  Wicklow,  the  cases  were 
69,  against  40  in  the  preceding  year, 
and  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  called  attention 
to  the  increase,  and  said  that  Wicklow 
had  hitherto  been  free  from  the  disease. 
Allusion  had  been  made  on  a  former 
occasion  to  the  observations  of  Mr.  Neli- 
gan,  one  of  the  most  efficient  Criminal 
Judges  in  Ireland,  who,  at  a  trial  in  the 
King's  County,  finding  that  the  jury 
would  not  agree  in  one  of  the  plainest 
and  simplest  oases  that  had  ever  come 
I  before  him,  said  the  system  of  trial  by 
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jury  was  on  its  trial,  and  that  if  a  King's    sure;  but  he  had  forgotten  that  itnpp*  lis  the 


County  jury  could  not  agree  after  such  f>*y,<>^  I"«^  Membew  to  ttaJT^itttoaiti 

.,•'•'./,,,  j"      J  ,  ,  to  flfet  up  such  a  condition  of  affairs  as  would 

evidence,  it  had  been  reduced  to  an  ab-  fo^ce  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  gire  the 

surdity.     One  of  the  jurors  then  said —  other  Act  which  he  had  promised,  even  if  hs 

"  Your  Honour,  if  I  had  to  sit  here  untU  12  ^^^d  to  pass  a  Coercion  Act.     Never  had  such 

o'clock  at  night,  I  would  not  agree."  f.^  extraordinary  promise  been  laid  before  Pw- 

°  °    ^  liament  by  a  Minister  as  to  say  that  what  he 

Whereupon  Mr.  Neligan  said —  could  not  do  before  Parliament  rose  he  would 

*«  Then  trial  by  jurj-  is  reduced  to  an  ab-  J^»  ^^J"'^  ^^^  ^^""^  ^""^  j*"  ^"^^""^  *^S5^* 

surdity.    If  you  cannot  come  to  a  decision,  I  \^^    ?f.<^ .•  •  What   use    was    there 

must  decUne  to  try  any  more  criminal  cases ; "  ^^o  ^^^^""^  *  ?^SS^Tt  ^"^  disturbance  P     - 

•^       "^  [3  Hansard f  cclv.  2040.] 

and,  addressinfi:  the  Crown  Solicitor,  he  •,    ^  i  u  -j       xi.  x   xu 

directed  him  to  send  them  to  the  Assizes.  *^??*  P^P^«  ^?"1'*  consider  that  the 

In  Galway,  Lord  Chief  Justice  May  said  ^^'^.  <»^  coercion    and    conciliation- 

the  number  of  outrages  reported  was  coercion  neutralized  byoonciliation.  and 

360,  against  335  for  the  preolding  year,  fTl'^i'T    ?|'^'''»1|?«* , ^y,  T^nu~t 

and  that  in  only  30  cases  had  person^  ^'^  ^^^^X    ^«  understood  the  Chief 

been  made  amenable  to  justice     The  f-T^'l  f  ^/'"'l  f^^     J^^ 

Lord  Chief  Justice,  furtheimore,  in  his  *^^*  '*  had,  at  least,   partially  failed; 

address  to  the  Grand  Jury,  said-  JJ"*^  ^^  distinction  made  by  the  n^t 

'^*  hon.  Gentleman  was  remarkable.     He 

"There  was  no  doubt  the  country  was  in  an  g^id   the    Opercion   Act    had    failed   to 

unsound  and  disorganized  state ;  but  he  trusted  -a*      i  j        j  i.i.«i.i j» 

the  powers  of  thi?  great  Empire  would  be  so  maintain  law  and  order ;  but  it  had 
exercised  as  to  put  a  stop  to  a  condition  of  heen  successful  m  enabling  them  to 
things  that  was  a  disgrace  to  any  civilized  com-  destroy  the  power  of  Mr.  Farnell  and  his 
munity."  associates,  and  the  government  that  they 
He  had  strictly  confined  himself  to  the  ^^^  thereby  exercised  over  the  Irish 
statements  oftheJudges  and  the  evidence  people.  It  was  a  strange  confession 
of  sworn  witnesses  ;  ^but  he  could  not  *^^^  *^®  partial  success  of  the  policy  of 
help  referring  to  a  recent  case,  which  *^®  Government  should  have  been  due, 
every  Member  of  the  House  must  have  ^^^  *o  the  Land  Act,  but  to  the  Coercion 
read  with  horror,  as  confirming  the  im-  ^.ct.  Now,  if  Uie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
pression  made  by  the  history  of  the  re-  ^^^^  ^®re  in  his  place,  he  would  probably 
cent  Assizes,  in  which  an  innocent  lady,  reply  by  saying  he  should  be  very  much 
resident  in  Dublin,  when  on  a  visit  to  obliged  if  the  House  would  tell  him 
her  brother-in-law  in  Westmeath,  was  what  to  do.  The  Prime  Minister  took 
shot  dead  on  Sunday  when  returning  *  ™ore  accurate  view  of  his  duties  and 
from  church.  While  there  could  be  no  responsibilities.  He  would  admit  that 
doubt  as  to  the  deplorable  condition  of  *  private  Member  had  fulfilled  his  duty 
Ireland,  there  might  be  a  difference  of  ^^  laying  the  facts  of  the  case  before  the 
opinion  as  to  how  far  the  evil  was  due  House.  It  was  no  part  of  his  duty  to 
to  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Govern-  °iake  any  suggestions  to  the  Govern- 
ment. In  connection  with  that  question,  ^^^^  ^^  to  what  measures  Uiey  should 
a  speech  delivered  in  that  House  by  a^opt  to  combat  an  evil  which  was  de- 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  scribed  by  Lord  Chief  Justice  May  as  a 
Dillon)  possessed  a  peculiar  significance,  disgrace  to  civilization.  He  had  no  de- 
It  was  delivered,  he  might  say,  at  the  si^e  to  draw  the  Government  into  hasty 
time  when  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire-  explanations.  He  did  not  expect  an 
land  shadowed  forth  in  somewhat  am-  immediate  answer  to  the  question  of 
biguous  phrases  the  policy  of  mingled  what  policy  they  were  now  going  to 
coercion  and  conciliation  pursued  by  the  pursue  in  Ireland.  The  matter  was 
Government  forthe  past  18  mouths.  The  urgent;  but  everyone  would  willingly 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  said—  g*^®  ^^^  Government  the  Easter  Recess 

i.rm,-Ax        X1.1.X1.     uji-     ju  to  think  over  it  and  mature  their  plans. 

"  The  statement  which  they  had  heard  from  tt^  u«i;^„^j    u«.„^„««   ♦k^*  «-    «^7v«    «- 

the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  a  now  and  g®  believed,  however,  that  as   SOOn   as 

remarkable  departure  from  the  line  of  policy  iarliament  re- assembled  after  the  Easter 

pursued  by  the  Govomment He  only  Kecess  the  country  would   expect  from 

promised  protection  to  the  Irish  tenant  in  the  the  Government  some  clear  declaration 

event  of  circumstances  arising  which  would  ^f  ^^^-^^  i^-^^^  policy— some  declaration 
cause  mm  to  introduce  a  Coercion  Act.     Ho        ,.,  ,,        ^t"^        j-al  i.- 

said  that  it  was  only  when  there  was  a  prospect  ^hich  would  not  be  made  in  the  ambl- 

of  disturbance  he  would  bring  in  such  a  mea-  guous  language  of  the  Chief  Secretary 

Mr,  Gorai 
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for  Ireland  when  lie  thought  aloud  iu 
that  House ;  but  in  the  shape  of  clear 
and  weU-defined  measures  which  the 
Qoremment  would  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  to  which  they  would 
ask  the  assent  of  Parliament.  Unless 
the  Gbvernment  pursued  some  course  of 
that  kind,  and  made  some  proposal  to 
oope  with  the  terrible  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  which  he  had  described,  he 
thought  everyone  would  admit  that 
they  had  not  done  their  duty  either  to 
the  House  or  to  the  country. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  considering 
the  extreme  gravity  of  the  facts  cited 
hr  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Cnatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  I  cannot  express 
either  wonder  or  surprise  at  his  having 
hrought  them  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  But  I  do  regret  that  the  warn- 
ing that  this  subject  was  to  be  brought 
forward  was  not  given  when  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  in  his  place  in  this  House, 
BO  that  he  could  have  been  present  to 
hare  given  a  complete  view  of  the  state 
of  Ir^nd,  and  not  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  quitted  his  place  in  this 
House  in  order  to  resume  his  place  in 
Ireland,  and  to  perform  his  very  serious 

duties  there 

Mb.  gorst  :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  1  gave  the  Notice 
at  the  Sitting  of  the  House  yesterday, 
when  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  present. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  certainly  had 
been  under  the  belief  that  my  right 
Kiend  had  quitted  the  House  before 
Notice  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
inan's  statement  was  given;    but,  cer- 
tainly, my  right  hon.  Friend  had  framed 
aU  his  plans  for  returning  to  Ireland. 
In  any  case,  I  do  not  think  that  so  very 
grave  a  challenge,  winding  up  with  a 
statement  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  the  Govern- 
ment must,  at  a  certain  time  which  he 
thinks  fit,  declare  their  policy  and  plans 
for  Ireland,  I  do  not  think  such  a  pro- 
position   was    wisely    or     conveniently 
Drought  forward   after  Notice   of  less 
than  24  hours.     My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
have  been  most  anxious  to  have  beon  iu 
his  place  had  it  been  in  bis  power ;  and 
undoubtedly  it  would  have  been  exceed- 
ingly desirable  that  he  should  have  been 
here,  inasmuch  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
QeuUeman  has  made  pointed  reference, 


not  unnaturally,  to  the  declarations  mado 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  In  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
it  is  my  duty  to  give  a  brief  outline  or 
view  of  the  state  of  facts  in  Ireland.  I 
think  that  on  certain  points  I  might 
perhaps  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  coloured  them  in  lan- 
guage that  even  exaggerates  the  most 
grave,  nay,  the  enormous,  mischiefs  which 
prevail ;  as,  for  example,  when  he  de- 
scribed— if  I  understood  him  rightly — 
the  threatening  letters  as  in  themselves 
forming  a  class  of  serious  offences. 

Mr.  gorst  :  I  only  quoted  the  lan- 
guage of  the  learned  Judge  to  whom  I 
referred 

Mr.  GLM)8T0NE  :  I  .beg  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  pardon.  If  it  is 
the  language  of  the  Judge,  I  must  take 
the  liberty  of  noticing  what  I  think  is 
some  error  in  the  language  of  the  Judge. 
But  it  has  been  taken  up,  adopted,  and 
repeated  in  the  most  distinct  manner  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  This 
is  a  very  grave  matter.  Nothing  is  to 
be  gained  by  over-colouring  it.  I  have 
no  disposition  to  reduce  this  matter 
below  the  tone  which  it  merits.  Threat- 
ening letters  are  an  evil  in  Ireland ; 
they  are  undoubtedly  the  sign  of  a  dis- 
turbed state  of  society,  and  they  are 
occasionally  connected  with  the  actual 
commission  of  crime.  But  I  think  it  is 
an  over-statement  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  or  on  the 
part  of  the  Judge  whose  language  and 
sentiments  he  has  adopted,  to  describe 
them  as  falling  into  the  class  of  serious 
criminal  offences.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  likewise  laboured  under 
the  difficulty,  for  which  I  do  not  blame 
him,  of  not  being  able  to  draw  a  correct 
distinction  between  the  state  of  agrarian 
crime  and  the  state  of  crime  which  is 
not  agrarian.  Therefore,  in  what  I  have 
to  say  I  shall  not  follow  the  precise 
course  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
in  referring  to  county  by  county,  but 
state  what  I  believe  to  be  the  condition 
of  agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  generally. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  if 
he  does  in  some  respects  draw  a  darker 
view  than  mine,  draws  in  other  respects 
a  lighter  view  of  the  state  of  Ireland. 
My  contention  is,  that  the  Government 
of  the  country  has  had,  since  the  founda- 
tion of  the  Land  League,  te  deal  with  a 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  entirely  dif- 
ferent from  any  that  had  been  known 
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there  for  50  years,  and  that  when  you 
go  back  for  60  years  what  you  find  is  a 
miniature  of  the  operations  which  have 
been  going  on  for  the  last  three  or  four 
years — I  mean  that  the  resistance   to 
tithe,  which  completely  defeated  the  Go- 
yemment  of  that  day,  with  all  its  means, 
and  the  Parliament  of  that  day,  was, 
after  all,  but  a  miniature  of  the  resist- 
ance to  rent  which  has  been  the  basis  of 
the  present  movement.    It  was  with  the 
greatest  astonishment  the  other  day  that, 
when  referring  to  this  subject,  and  at- 
tempting to  draw  a  distinction  between 
a  political  and  a  social  revolution,  I 
heard  an  hon.  Member  opposite  say  they 
were  the  same  thing.    I  cannot  imagine 
the  state  of  mind,  the  state  of  political 
vision,  of  a  person  who  thinks  that  a 
political  and  a  social  revolution  are  the 
same  thing.     With  a  political   revolu- 
tion we  have  ample  strength  to  cope. 
There  is  no    reason  why  our    cheeks 
should  grow  pale,  or  why  our  hearts 
should  sink,  at  the  idea  of  grappling 
with  a  political  revolution.  The  strength 
of  this  country  is  tenfold  what  is  re- 
quired for  such  a  purpose.    But  a  social 
revolution  is  a  very  different  matter; 
and  I  am  grieved  to  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  a  largo  number  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  sit  opposite,  and  among  them 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham,  obviously  have    not  appreciated 
the   gravity  of   this   social  revolution. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  says  it 
may  be  a  fair  subject  for  difference  of 
opinion  whether  or  how  far  the  present 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  is  owing  or  is 
not  owing  to  the  Government ;  and  by 
all  means  let  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber accuse  the  conduct  of  the  present 
Government  on  this  matter  or  that ;  but 
if  he  could  make  good  every  one  of  his 
accusations,  he  would  be  far,  indeed, 
from  showing  that  he  had   measured 
the  gravity  of  the  case,  or  had  com- 
prehended what  kind  of  a  movement 
really  has  been  going  on  in  Ireland. 
Sir,  the  seat  and  source  of  this  move- 
ment is  not  to  be  found  during  the  time 
the  present  Government   has  been    in 
power.     It  is  to  be  looked  for  in  the 
foundation  of  the  Land  League.    The 
Land  League  was  founded  on  the  doc- 
trine, not  of  **  no  rent,"  but  the  arbi- 
trary choice  of  rent ;  and  the  right  to 
dissolve  and  break  contracts  was  pro- 
claimed.     No    measures    were    taken 
against  this  League — no  measures  were 

Ur.  Olad^ione 


taken  against  this  doctrine.     I  am  most 
unwilling  to  refer  in  his  absence — I  do 
it  only  historically — to  Mr.  Parnell ;  but 
the  plans  of  that  Gentleman  were  dis- 
tinctly declared  and  announced,  ew  far  as 
their  principles  were  concerned,  long  be- 
fore this  Government  came  into  Office, 
and  Mr.    Parnell    remained   at  large. 
Certain  persons  were  apprehended,  but 
their  trials  were  not  prosecuted  with  the 
vigour  and  the  expedition  that  might 
have  been  used  by  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment.   These  are  facts  which  can- 
not be  shaken.    I  do  not  intend  to  make 
them  the  subject  of  severe  imputation, 
because  I  admit  that  it  was  difficult  to 
judge.     [A  latAgh,']    An  hon.  Member 
opposite  jeers  at  that;  but  the  subject 
is  really  one  too  serious  for  me  to  be 
turned  aside  by  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  may  think  fit  to  receive 
observations    of    very    great    gravity 
which  I  make    on    my  responsibility. 
This  is  a  far  larger  question  than  the 
conduct  of  any  Government.     I  do  not 
make  it  a  subject  of  severe  censure  that 
the  late  Government  did  not  foresee  the 
magnitude  to  which  the  Land  League 
was  to  grow,  or  how  it  was  to  take  a 
hold  upon  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  over   a  circle  infinitely   wider 
than  any  which  has  been  touched  by  any 
movement  for    the    last    50    years.    I 
admit  the  difficulty  of  the  case,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  reflect  upon  them  for  it. 
But  at  the  time  when  this  Government 
came  into  Office  the  Land  League  was 
firmly  and  well  established  in  the  land ; 
it  had  held  200  meetings  for  its  pur- 
poses ;  and  the  only  instrument  wnich 
had  slipped  from  our  hands,  inasmuch 
as  only  10  days  were  left  us  for  the  re- 
newal of  the  Act,  was  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act.    I  see   the  right   hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
smiles.     He  need  not  think  I  am  g^ing 
to  make  much  of  this.    The  only  instru- 
ment was  a   Peace  Preservation   Act, 
with  respect  to  which  I  say — that  whe- 
ther it  were  renewed  or  whether  it  were 
not  renewed,  was  a  question  infinitely 
small  and  insignificant  with  reference  to 
this  great  social  revolution.     The  Land 
League  had  been    founded  under   the 
Peace  Preservation  Act;  Mr.  Parnell's 
declarations  had  been  made  under  the 
Peace    Preservation     Act ;    the    Land 
League   had  grown   and  thriven   and 
planted    its  roots    firmly    in    different 
quarters  of  the  land  under  the  Peace 
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Preserration  Act;  and  to  say  that  the 
non-renewal  of  that  Act  was  a  great  and 
important  fiEkct  in  connection  with  this 
ooDtroTersj  indicates  a  state  of  mind 
which   whollj  fails  to  appreciate   the 
graTity  of  the  issues  before  us.    I  can- 
not  but    think    that    hon.   Gentlemen 
would  have  lifted  themselves  above  the 
lerd  on  which  they  have  been  content 
to  stand  had  they  clearly  appreciated  the 
character  of  this  social  revolution,  and 
had  they  been  content  to  fall  back  on 
that  remarkable  declaration  of  the  Duke 
of  Welling^n,  which  I  never  quoted  in 
this  House  last  year,  because  it  would 
then  have  been  mischievous,  but  which 
h  IB  right  and  safe  now  to  quote — that 
warning  which  he  gave  to  King  George 
IV. — thiat  if  ever  the  time  came  when 
tiiere  was  a  war  against  rent  and  tithes, 
the  Gbvemment  would   be  reduced  to 
extremities,  and  would  have  no  resources 
to  bring  to  bear  against  such  a  move- 
ment.   These,    Sir,   were  the    circum- 
stances in  which  we  have  made  a  claim 
on  onr  political  opponents ;  but  on  the 
leplj  to  that  claim  I  will  not  make  any 
obeenration  whatever,  except  to  say  that 
I  riadly  acknowledge,  and  have  acknow- 
ledged in  this  House,  the  character  of 
one  speech  made  by  the  junior  Member 
for  the    University    of    Dublin    (Mr. 
Gibson)  at  the  commencement  of  this 
Session  which  completely  answers,   as 
&r  as  we  are  concerned,  to  the  demand 
that  we  made.     As  to  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member    for  Chatham   (Mr. 
Oorst)  at  the  close  of  his  speech  about 
onr  poHcy  of  mingled  coercion  and  con- 
oliation  and  about  the  responsibility  of 
the  present  Government  for  the  state  of 
Ireland,  I  will  not  at  present  say  any- 
thbg  further ;  but  I  will  give  my  view 
of  the  state  of  Ireland.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  brought  forward  the 
dark  side  of  the  picture  only.     He  did 
not  bring  forward  the  whole  case.     Nor 
^•n  I  undertake  to  state  the  whole  case ; 
^Qt  I  will  give  an  enumeration  of  its 

eincipal  features.  The  hon.  and  learned 
ember  might  have  borne  in  mind  that 
■^^▼e  resistance  to  the  enforcement  of 
the  law — I  am  now  mentioning  the  more 
fsvonrable  circumstances  of  the  case — 
W  ceased  in  Ireland.  So  far  as  I  know, 
Jt  can  hardly  be  said  to  exist.  The  pay- 
ment of  rent  in  that  country  has  been 
y^J  and  extensively  going  on ;  and 
It  is  in  the  power  of  those  who  desire  to 


assert  their  legal  claims — if  they  have 
no  other  means  of  doing  it — to  enforce 
them  by  the  law.  The  action  of  the 
Land  Act,  to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  of  Ireland,  in  com- 
mon with  myself,  looks  as  constituting 
our  principal  reliance,  is  daily  quicken- 
ing in  extent  and  laying  its  hold  upon 
a  continuously  increasing  proportion  of 
the  people.  We  have,  in  fact,  for  six 
months  been  engaged  in — there  is  no 
mistake  about  it  —  a  deadly  conflict 
with  an  adverse  power;  and  consider- 
ing that  the  object  of  that  power 
was  to  put  an  end  to  the  payment 
of  rent,  and  considering  the  announce- 
ments which  were  made  in  other  days  as 
to  the  position  in  which  the  Government 
would  be  placed  when  once  an  organiza- 
tion for  that  purpose  was  established,  I 
do  not  think  that  we  have,  on  the  whole, 
great  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with  the 
progress  that  has  been  made  in  con- 
fronting and  in  conflicting  with  that  ad- 
verse power ;  beoause,  as  to  its  main 
and  principal  object,  putting  an  end  to 
the  payment  of  rent,  in  the  terms  of  the 
**  no  rent "  manifesto,  I  will  not  say  ab- 
solutely that  it  has  failed,  but  it  has  cer- 
tainly not  succeeded,  and  the  power  of 
the  Executive  and  of  the  Law  has  made 
considerable  way  against  it.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  perfectly  justified  in  most  of 
the  features  of  the  picture  he  has 
drawn.  It  is  true  that  in  regard  to 
agrarian  crimes,  of  which  alone  1  speak, 
we  witness  the  painful  spectacle  of  dis- 
agreeing juries  and  of  the  escape  of 
offenders.  It  is  true — and  it  is  a  marked 
feature  of  the  case — that  there  is  a  most 
painful  character  attaching  to  the  pre- 
sent outrages  in  relation  to  the  causes 
for  which  they  are  inflicted.  They  are 
generally  inflicted,  not  because  the  per- 
sons who  are  the  objects  of  them  exercise 
their  rights,  but  simply  beoause  they 
perform  their  duty  ;  and  it  is  hardly 
possible  to  conceive  anything  more 
grievous  than  a  state  of  things  in  which 
that  is  the  case.  It  is  true  that  there 
is,  I  am  afraid,  on  the  whole,  an  aggra- 
vation in  some  degree  in  the  character 
of  the  outrages  committed,  if  we 
compare  them  with  what  they  were 
18  months  ago.  It  is  also  true  that 
there  is  an  increase  in  the  quantity  of 
those  outrages,  according  to  the  standard 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
adopted.     He  has  followed  the  figures, 
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I  have  no  doubt,  with  fidelity,  as  sup- 
plied in  the  reports  of  the  Assizes.  But 
I  do  think  that  those  figures  fail  to  con- 
vey a  full  view  of  the  case.  We  have  be- 
fore us  the  Heports  of  Agrarian  Offences 
in  the  first  three  months  of  the  pre- 
sent year.  One  feature  of  those  Reports 
is  the  exceedingly  large  proportion  of 
threatening  letters ;  and,  so  far  as  that 
goes,  it  is  not  an  aggravation,  but  a 
mitigation  of  their  character.  But  I  do 
not,  on  the  whole,  say  that  the  charac- 
ter of  the  outrages  is  mitigated.  Nor  do 
I  think  it  unnatural  that  they  should 
become  more  cruel  and  severe,  guilty  as 
they  may  be,  in  proportion  to  the  des- 
peration of  those  who  commit  them,  and 
of  the  persons  by  whom  they  may  be 
encouraged.  The  obvious  standard  of 
comparison  would  be  the  three  first 
months  of  last  year  ;  but  that  would  not 
be  quite  a  fair  standard,  because  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that,  from  whatever 
cause,  at  the  commencement  of  last  year, 
there  was  an  almost  exceptional  reduc- 
tion of  outrages.  If  we  go  so  far  back 
as  last  December,  and  compare  that  with 
the  previous  December,  before  Parlia- 
ment met,  and  the  plans  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  matured,  we  find  a  satisfac- 
tory reduction.  Since  last  December 
the  number  of  outrages  has  continued 
without  any  very  great  variation,  but 
the  case  appeared  to  be  rather  worse  for 
a  time.  Whether  or  not  that  was  owing 
to  a  temporary  influence  arising  from 
the  consideration  in  the  House  of  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act 
I  cannot  say.  Subject  to  that  qualifica- 
tion, I  do  not  at  all  wish  the  House  to 
suppose  that  we  are  otherwise  than 
deeply  impressed  with  the  unsatisfactory 
state  of  outrages.  There  is  another 
point  in  the  outrages  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  did  not  refer,  and 
which  appears  to  me  to  be  by  far  the 
gravest  subject  —  the  absence  of  evi- 
dence that  the  outrages  in  Ireland  are 
not  associated  with  some  influence  be- 
hind them  higher  than  that  which  be- 
longs to  those  who  commit  the  outrages. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  explain  that  influence ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  I  should  be  very  glad 
to  be  assured  that  the  funds  of  the  Land 
League  were  not  made  available  for  the 
commission  of  the  outrages.  I  only 
know  one  instance  in  which  the  subject 
has  been  directly  mentioned  in  this 
House.  It  was  not  long  after  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  Session  that 

Mr.  Gladstone 


my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorn)9y  General  for  Ireland  alluded  to 
a  case  in  which  money  had  been  sent 
down  from  Dublin  to  a  place  where 
Assizes  were  held  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
fending one  of  those  who  I  believe  were 
associated  with  '*  Captain  Moonlight." 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  stated 
on  his  own  knowledge  that  the  oounsel 
for  the  prisoner  had  received  a  fee  of 
100  guineas ;  and  he  asked  in  the  face 
of  the  House  whether  that  100  guineas 
was  or  was  not  contributed  from  the  funds 
of  the  Land  League  ?  No  answer  has  ever 
been  made  to  that  question.  I  hope  it 
will  be  answered  ;  but  when  we  consider 
what  has  taken  place  in  Ireland,  the 
language  that  has  been  held,  the  natural 
effect'  of  that  language  upon  unin- 
structed  minds,  the  tendency  of  every 
movement  of  this  kind  to  draw  into  its 
own  channel  and  to  imbue  with  its  own 
spirit,  that  part  of  the  population  who 
are  naturally  the  most  restless  or  the 
most  prone  to  crime,  I  cannot  but  say 
that  I  think  it  is  in  the  power  of  some 
Gentlemen  who  regard  themselves  as 
more  than  any  others  the  Bepresentatiyes 
of  the  Irish  people,  to  repress  outrage ; 
but,  instead  of  doing  much  in  that  di- 
rection, they  appear  to  me  to  be  doing 
nothing  at  all.  There  is  quoted  in  a 
journal  of  this  morning  a  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
— I  refer  to  it  in  order  that  it  may  be 
denied  if  not  true — in  which  he  says — 

"  I  look  upon  the  English  in  Ireland  as  a 
gang  of  hrigands,  whose  rule  has  degraded,  and 
whose  actions  have  impoverished  our  countrj ; 
and  the  captain  of  the  g^ng  is  W.  £.  Foriter 

Mr.  healy  :  The  major  portion  of 
the  quotation  is  accurate,  but  what  I 
said  about  the  captain  of  the  gang  came 
on  a  later  part  of  the  speech. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  report  has, 
no  doubt,  been  compressed.  But  what 
must  be  the  effect  of  this  sort  of  language 
in  Ireland — language  which  holds  up  to 
the  people  in  Ireland  all  the  agents  of 
the  Government  and  of  the  law  as  being 
English  and  as  being  a  gang  of  brigands  ? 
If  the  Government  and  the  agents  of 
the  Government  are  a  gang  of  brigands, 
then  resistance  to  the  Government  is 
lawful  and  right,  and  if  that  resistance 
cannot  be  carried  on  in  the  open  field 
then  no  very  great  blame  would  attach 
to  those  who  carried  on  the  resistance  in 
secret.     If   the    Goyemment  are   the 
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enemies  of  society,  those  who  resist  the 
Ooremment  have,  at  all  eyents,  some 
tide  to  be  considered  as  the  friends  of 
lociety.     If  lan^ago  of  this  kind  does 
not  directlj  lead  people  to  the  commis- 
lion  of    crimes  as    horrible    as    those 
quoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
nan,  it  brings  them  dangerously  near 
fhe  commission  of  those  crimes.     When 
other  passions,  perhaps  private  passions, 
m  all  in  a  state  of  susceptibility,  and 
vfaen  stimulants  of  this  kind  are  admi- 
littered,  I  cannot  but  say  that,  in  my 
opinion,  that  item  which  the  hon.  and 
ktmed  Gentleman  has  omitted  from  his 
eue  is  by  far  the  most  formidable  feature 
in  it — namely,   the  sadly  strong    pre- 
mnption  that  behind  the  commission  of 
these  outrages  there  are  influences  at 
work  higher  than  any  that  belong  to 
those  who  commit  them.     I  will  endea- 
Toor  to  give  a  fair  and  rapid  view  of 
die  state  of  Ireland,  so  far  as  I  am  able 
to  give  it.    It  is  by  no  means  one  of  an 
imqnalified  character.     I  think  that  tho 
means  and  materials  for  improvement 
iw  working  powerfully  in  the  country. 
I  think  that  as  regards  outrage  wo  can 
Bay  that  the  condition  of  the  country  is 
inything  but  highly  satisfactory.    The 
hon.  and  learned    Gentleman    says  it 
would  be  our  duty  to  make  proposals  in 
the  matter  immediately  after  the  Easter 
fiecess.     I  am    much   obliged  to  him 
for  advising  the  Government  as  to  the 
time  they  should  select  for  announcing 
their  proposals  on    a  subject    of  this 
diaracter;  but  it  must  be  obvious  to 
the  House  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  to  choose  that  time  for  them- 
tdfos.    No  man  can  suppose  that,  after 
a  measure  so  exceptional  and  remark- 
able as  that  of  last  year,  we  can  pass  on 
through  the  present  year,  or  pass  on- 
Wttds  to  the   time  for  the    expiration 
of  that  measure,  without  bringing  the 
whole   matter  before  the   House,  and 
iiuihing  known  to  tho  House  what  pro- 
posals we  may  thing  necessary,  or  the 
i^aeona  why   such  and  such  proposals 
*io  not  ma^de ;  but  as  to  the  time  for 
that  declaration,  we  must  reserve  that 
to  ourselves.     We  cannot  accept  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  in- 
^tion  of  that  time.     He  is  not  re- 
sponsible.    We  are  responsible  ;  and  we 
■W  sensible  of  the  gravity  of  that  re- 
^ondbility.     I  believe  it  is  the  gravest 
taat  has  ever  rested  on  the  shoulders  of 
*i^7  OoTemment  with  respect  to  Ireland 


since  the  g^eat  war  of  resistance  to  the 
tithes.  I  think  it  was,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, on  the  shoulders  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  they  were  but  little  con- 
scious of  it ;  although  I  am  not  making 
that  a  matter  of  accusation  or  complaint. 
We,  at  any  rate,  ought  to  be  conscious 
of  it  by  this  time,  and  we  shall  act,  I 
hope,  as  men  who  are  conscious  of  that 
responsibility.  Most  certainly  neither 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  nor  my- 
self should  be  guilty  of  such  dereliction 
of  our  duties,  and  attempt  to  throw  on 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
or  others,  the  burden  of  suggesting 
what  measures,  remedial  or  otherwise, 
may  be  necessary  for  dealing  with  the 
state  of  Ireland.  The  responsibility  be- 
longs to  us  ;  we  recognize  the  difficulty, 
and  we  must  choose  our  own  time  and 
the  method  of  performance.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  see  that  no 
advantage  would  be  gained  by  my  at- 
tempting to  anticipate  the  period  at  the 
present  moment ;  but  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  there  is  no  disposition  on 
our  part  to  undervalue  tho  gravity  of 
the  matter,  and  that  as  far  as  our 
thoughts  and  energies  will  carry  us,  we 
shall  endeavour  to  apply  them  to  the 
performance  of  one  of  the  gravest  duties 
that  was  ever  incumbent  upon  any  Go- 
vernment in  this  country. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
cannot  but  think,  Sir,  that  the  speech  to 
which  wo  have  just  listened  is  not  only 
a  disappointing,  but,  to  some  extent, 
an  alarming  speech.  I  must  say  that  I 
think  the  opening  remarks  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  his  comments  on  the 
course  taken  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  tho  Member  for  Chatham  in 
bringing  this  matter  before  the  House, 
were  rather  unreasonable.  Everybody 
must  have  felt  that  it  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  Parliament  should  separate 
at  the  present  time  and  under  the  pre- 
sent circumstances,  without  some  refer- 
ence being  made  or  some  question  being 
addressed  to  the  Government  on  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  Even  if  no  Notice 
had  been  given,  I  think  it  would  have 
been  the  duty  of  the  Minister  chiefly  re- 
sponsible for  the  government  of  Ireland 
to  be  in  his  place  to  answer  questions. 
But  the  case  is  a  great  deal  stronger 
than  that,  for  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  gave  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
call  attention  to  this  matter  at  a  time 
when  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
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was  in  his  place,  and  I  think  we  have  a 
right  to  complain  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  unless  prevented  by 
very  strong  reasons,  is  not  here  to  give 
some  explanations  upon  a  subject  which 
interests,  not  only  this  House,  but  the 
whole  country.  Nobody  can  deny  that 
there  is  upon  this  subject  a  feeling  in 
the  country  of  great  anxiety  on  the  one 
hand,  and  of  great  indignation  on  the 
other,  excited  by  the  reports  we  have 
from  day  to  day,  and  statements  made 
in  the  most  formal  and  official  manner, 
as  to  the  condition  of  Ireland,  and  the 
insecurity  of  life  and  property  that  pre- 
vails in  that  country.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has,  I  think,  taken  a 
course  entirely  consistent  with  his  duty 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament  in  simply 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Government 
in  the  most  temperate  manner,  and  be- 
cause the  most  temperate  therefore  the 
most  telling  manner,  to  the  state  of 
things  in  that  country.  He  says — **I 
will  not  endeavour  to  cast  any  blame 
upon  the  Government,  but  I  will  simply 
ask  them  this  question — Are  you  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  this  state  of  things  ? 
Or  will  you  be  prepared  to  do  so  when 
the  House  re-assembles  ?  Or  what  will 
you  do  ?  "  It  is  natural  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  say  that  they  require 
the  Easter  Eecess  to  consider  such  a 
question  as  that,  but  it  was  in  their 
power  to  materially  qualify  the  state- 
ments made  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  They  have  not  only  not  quali- 
fied those  statements — they  have  inten- 
sified them — they  have  given  them  a 
more  serious  character  than  they  pre- 
viously bore.  What  is  the  reply  they 
make  ?  It  is  to  a  certain  extent  an 
attempt  to  throw  upon  their  Predecessors 
the  blame  for  the  existing  state  of  things. 
I  will  not  go  into  that,  for  I  think  it  is 
unworthy  to  endeavour  to  divert  atten- 
tion from  a  question  of  such  pressing 
importance  as  the  existing  state  of  things 
in  Ireland  by  entering  upon  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  or  not  the  Land 
League  should  have  been  prosecuted 
earlier.  If  the  Government  comes  to 
comparisons,  I  think  we  could  make  not 
a  bad  case  as  compared  to  that  of  the 
present  Government.  But  I  leave  that 
aspect  of  the  case  on  one  side,  because 
it  is  blinding  the  House  and  the  country 
to  the  real  issue.  The  question  before 
us  is,  whether  the  condition  of  that 
country  is  one  compatible  with  the  first 
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demands  of  a  civilized  Gfovemment,  and 
whether  the  Government  will  tell  us  that 
they  are  prepared,  or  when  they  will  be 
prepared,  to  make  proposals  to  remedy 
that  state  of  affairs  ?  I  am  told  that  a 
great  deal  can  be  said  with  regard  to 
the  difference  between  a  politicfd  and  a 
social  revolution,  and  that  if  this  were 
merely  a  political  revolution,  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  dealing  with  it,  bat 
as  it  is  a  social  revolution,  the  difficiilties 
are  great.  But  the  more  this  case  is 
different  from  a  mere  political  revolution, 
the  more  necessary  is  it  for  us  to  ask 
ourselves — '*  What  is  this  revolution  that 
is  going  on  ?  What  is  this  evil  of  which 
we  see  the  signs  and  concerning  which 
we  hear  a  good  deal  of  vague  and  gene- 
ral language?  How  is  it  to  be  dealt 
with  ?  "  So  far  as  we  can  gather  from 
the  Prime  Minister,  it  is  to  be  dealt 
with  only  by  leaving  it  alone  and  leaving 
it  to  the  operation  of  the  Land  Act. 
When  we  compared  the  state  of  crime 
now  with  that  a  year  ago,  we  have 
always  been  told  we  were  not  making 
fair  comparisons,  because  crime  in  for- 
mer years  was  due  to  the  state  of  the 
law.  That  has  now  been  altered ;  there 
is  an  Act  passed  by  the  Government  to 
meet  the  case,  which,  we  are  told,  is 
working  well — and  yet,  what  do  we  see  ? 
Outrages  have  not  only  not  diminished, 
but  they  have  increased,  and  the  state 
of  the  country  is  worse  than  ever.  I 
think  we  have  reason  to  apprehend  from 
the  language  we  have  heard  that  even 
now  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
not  made  up  their  minds  to  face  the 
difficulty.  If  there  is  anything  to  be 
done  they  must  be  prepared  to  act  and 
to  act  with  vigour,  founded  upon  con- 
viction, without  too  much  regard  to  the 
disagreeable  taunts  or  obstacles  which 
they  may  have  to  overcome.  It  cannot 
be  pleasant  for  the  Government — we 
know  it  cannot  be  pleasant  for  any  Gki- 
vernment — to  have  to  deal  with  such  a 
state  of  things.  Still  more,  we  feel  how 
unpleasant  it  must  be,  how  particularly 
mortifying  it  must  be,  to  those  who,  in 
former  times,  have  used  such  language 
with  regard  to  the  condition  of  Ireland 
and  with  regard  to  the  mode  in  which 
they  were  going  to  deal  with  all  the 
evils  of  Ireland  to  have  to  confess  them- 
selves wrong  and  to  act  in  this  matter. 
We  call  upon  them — the  couritry  calls 
upon  them — to  show  themseHes  equal 
to  the  emergency.    I  think  tht*  observa- 
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tions  that  hare  previoasly  been  made  by 
the  Prime  MiniBter,  and  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent again  to-day,  to  the  effect  that  he 
does  not  receive  the  support  that  he 
ought  to  reoeive  from  his  political  op- 
ponents, and  that  he  does  not  receive 
the  support  he  ought  from  the  landed 
gentry  m  Ireland,  are  beside  the  ques- 
tion, and  are  altogether  unjustified.  We 
have  to  thank  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  for  having  called  attention  to 
this  subject,  and  for  the  manner  in 
which  be  has  done  so ;  and  I  must  ox- 
press  my  great  disappointment  at  the 
tone  and  the  substance  of  the  answer  he 
has  received. 

Ma.  JUSTIN  M^CAETHY  said,  he 
had  listened,  as  no  doubt  every  Member 
of  the  House  had  listened,  to  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  with  the  deepest 
attention.     He  was  in  hopes  that  they 
might  receive  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
fleman  some  idea  or  suggestion  of  what 
might  possibly  be  a  new  development 
of  his  Irish  policy.     They  had  not  re- 
eoived  any  such  suggestion.     He  did  not 
sxpect  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
itate  to  the  House  the  exact  way  in 
whioh  he  proposed  to  deal  with  Ireland. 
Bat  he  dia  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  acknowledge  the  utter  failure 
of  his  coercion  policy.     His  speech  con- 
tained no  suggestion  or  opinion  of  that 
Und.    On  the  contrary,  he  seemed  to  bo 
in  the  same  state  of  mind  as  heretofore, 
and  he  seemed  to  show  that  the  Govern- 
ment still  thought  all  they  had  to  do 
waste  charge  the  disturbance  in  Ire- 
land upon  the  Leaders  of   the  Land 
league  and  their  policy,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  follow  him  in  enacting  any  re- 
pressive measures  which  he  might  in- 
troduce.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  same  time  made  a  distinct  charge, 
the  most  distinct,  perhaps,  they  had  yet 
heard  made  in  the  House,  against  the 
^ders  of  the  Land  League  in  connec- 
tion with  outrages  in  Ireland.     He  said, 
in  effect,  and  the  words  might  as  well 
have  been  spoken  frankly,  that  he  be- 
lieved the  outrages  in  Ireland  were  asso- 
oated  with  some  influence  behind   and 
higher  than  those  who  actually  com- 
mitted them  ;  and  he  expressed  a  doubt 
whether  funds  collected  for  the  Land 
League  had  not  been  applied  in  some 
cases  to  the  encouragement  of  outrage. 
Well,  he  was  not  a  member  of  the  Exe- 
cutive of  the  Land  League.     He  held 
lio  place  whatever  in  its  body,  except 


that  of  an  ordinary  humble  member ; 
but  those  who  were  administering  the 
affairs  of  the  Land  League  he  knew 
well.  He  knew  what  they  did,  and  what 
their  hopes  and  ambitions  were  with 
regard  to  Ireland ;  and  he  would  say 
that  there  was  not  in  that  House  any 
body  of  men  against  whom  such  a  charge 
could  be  less  justly  brought  than  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  Land  League. 
They  were  men  not  one  of  whom  was 
capable  of  having  the  slightest  sympa- 
thy or  part  in  the  commission  of  out- 
rage. From  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
down  to  the  obscurest  Member  of  the 
House,  there  was  no  man  less  likely  to 
be  guilty  of  such  acts  than  every  mem- 
berjof  the  Executive  of  the  Land  League 
in  Ireland.  That  was  the  only  refuta- 
tion he  could  give  to  the  charge  of  the 
Prime  Minister ;  and  from  his  knowledge 
of  the  men — the  House  might  take  his 
knowledge  for  what  it  was  worth — he 
could  declare  that  the  accusation  was  not 
only  unjust,  but  was  preposterous.  A  not 
very  generous  use  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  expres- 
sions employed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  in  speaking  of  a  Member  of 
the  English  Government  in  Ireland  as 
being  something  like  a  king  of  the 
brigands.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  whether  stigmatizing  a  Govern- 
ment in  that  way  did  not  amount  to  a 
declaration  that  private  acts  of  revenge 
might  bo  as  legitimate  as  resistance  to 
the  Government  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, therefore,  charged  his  hon.  Friend 
with  distinctly  inciting  to  crime  and  as- 
sassination. He  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
would  like  to  put  a  case  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  was  only  sorry  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  not  in  his  place 
to  give  them  his  fair  and  impartial  judg- 
ment upon  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man once  denounced  the  Government  of 
Naples,  and  stated  that  open  resistance 
to  that  Government  would  have  been 
lawful  and  just  if  the  people  were  strong 
enough.  His  words  undoubtedly  bore  the 
interpretation  that  he  would  countenance 
such  resistance  if  it  were  strong  enough 
to  be  successful.  Did  he  mean  to  say 
that  he  was  thereby  making  himself 
responsible  for  the  encouragement  of 
crime  and  assassination  in  Naples  ?  If 
he  did  not  mean  to  say  that,  could  he 
with  candour  or  with  justice  endeavour 
to  connect  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford with  outrage  or  crime  of  any  kind  ? 
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The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also 
spoken  of  the  employment  by  the  Land 
League  of  counsel  for  the  defence  of  a 
prisoner  accused  of  having  committed 
an  outrage.  Did  he  mean  to  infer  that 
because  they  employed  counsel  in  a 
case,  they  sympathized  with  the  com- 
mission of  outrage  ?  He  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  knew  nothing  whatever  of  the 
transaction ;  he  did  not  know  whether 
counsel  was  employed  or  not ;  but  even 
if  the  Land  League  did  pay  for  counsel, 
he  did  not  see  how  that  showed  their 
sympathy  with  the  criminal  or  with  the 
accusation  brought  against  him.  Surely 
the  Crown  itself  would  retain  counsel 
to  defend  prisoners  who  had  no  other 
means  of  obtaining  defence.  If  that  be 
the  only  ground  upon  which  the  Prime 
Miuister  rested  the  charge  against  the 
Land  League  of  complicity  with  out- 
rage, he  should  say  he  was  surprised 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
brought  so  flimsy  and  foolish  an  accu- 
sation forward  in  the  midst  of  a  dis- 
cussion so  grave  and  serious  He  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy]  had  listened  with  great 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst).  Although  he  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  looked  at  these  mat- 
ters from  a  different  point  of  view,  yet 
had  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
introduced  some  few  alterations  in  his 
Amendment,  he  should  have  been  in- 
clined to  agree  with  him.  He  was  ready 
to  admit  that  there  had  been  an  increase 
in  agrarian  crime,  that  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  and  of  the  affairs  of  Ire- 
land generally  had  failed,  and  also  that 
the  case  was  one  of  extreme  gravity. 
As  regarded  the  remarks  of  learned 
Judges  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  Judges  in  Ireland  did  not  hold  the 
same  relation  to  the  public  as  they  did 
in  this  country.  In  this  country  there 
was  no  partizanship  on  the  part  of  the 
Judges ;  but  in  Ireland  they  exercised 
functions  which  almost  compelled  them 
to  be  politicians.  Many  of  them,  for 
instance,  were  members  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  when  they  had  in  that 
capacity  procured  the  proclamation  of  a 
certain  district  on  the  ground  that  out- 
rages were  committed  there,  they  were 
then  sent  down  to  the  same  district 
to  try  the  persons  accused  of  those 
offences.  Recently  they  had  had  the 
case  of  a  Judge   being  obliged  to  re- 
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tire  from  the  Bench  on  the  hearinjajl 
a  political  case,  because  he  had^MR' 
mitted  himself  to  an  opinion  coieeming 
it  in  a  previous  Charge.  All  this  wa 
hardly  compatible  with  a  sound  adminii 
tration  of  justice,  and  was  not  compatibl 
with  freedom  in  the  public  mind  fror 
suspicion  of  these  Judges.  Some  c 
these  Judges  who  now  bore  so  hard! 
on  violent  speech-making  and  agitatio 
had  been  noted  in  their  younger  da] 
for  their  passionate  utterances  and  kee 
agitation.  The  speeches  and  actions  * 
embryo  Judges  in  Ireland  were  of  buc 
a  character  that  it  was  impossible  fn 
the  words  of  an  Irish  Judge  to  ba^ 
the  same  influence  over  the  Irish  peop' 
as  the  words  of  an  English  Judge  he 
over  the  people  of  this  country.  E 
did  not  in  the  least  dispute  the  assertic 
that  crime  had  increased  of  late  i 
Ireland.  A  great  part  of  the  case  I 
wished  to  make  out  consisted  in  tl 
admission  that  crimes  in  Ireland  ha 
recently  increased,  both  in  numbers  an 
in  gravity.  But  he  wanted  the  Houi 
to  believe  that  it  was  the  coercive  polic 
of  the  Government  which  had  broagi 
about  the  present  state  of  affairs.  In  tl 
discussions  on  the  Coercion  Bill  in  thi 
House,  one  of  the  strongest  argumen 
which  the  Irish  Party  endeavoured  I 
impress  upon  the  Government  wm  thj 
if  the  Government  removed  the  Leade: 
of  such  a  movement  as  the  LaD 
League,  and  prevented  its  meeting! 
there  must,  as  a  matter  of  course,  be  a  r< 
turn  to  a  regime  of  midnight  conspirac; 
But  that  was  distinctly  what  the  Goven 
ment  had  done  in  the  present  case.  The 
had  put  down  the  Land  League  and  ha 
restored  to  their  former  power  the  Eil 
bon  and  other  secret  conspiracies.  ] 
was  the  honest,  patient,  earnest  effort  < 
Mr.  Davitt  and  his  colleagues  to  put  a 
end  to  the  era  of  midnight  conspiracy  i 
Ireland  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentlema 
had  prevented  politicians  from  discassin 
their  grievances  on  public  platforms  b 
fore  their  countrymen,  and  had  brougl 
back  the  conspirator  to  take  the  place  < 
the  agitator.  The  Government,  thert 
fore,  could  not  be  surprised  at  what  ha 
since  happened.  A  striking  instance  < 
the  effect  of  that  policy  occurred  in  tli 
county  of  Longford.  At  the  time  of  tl 
discussion  on  the  Coercion  Bill  he  ha 
challenged  the  Government  to  show 
single  instance  of  agrarian  crime  froi 
that  county.     But  now,  although 
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Lind  League  there  had  been  totally 
nppreased,  the  number  of  such  crimes 
ua  assumed  serious  proportions.     That 
WIS   the    actual    result    all  over  Ire- 
lind  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tenunent.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
raferred   to  the  social  revolution  which 
vas  going  on  in  that  country.     He  was 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
Biitted  that  the  agitation  had  assumed 
fliat  character.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  referred  to  a  remark  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington.    He  thought  he 
laight  ae  well  have  quoted  from  a  speech 
of  a  later  day  which  was  made  by  the 
light  hon.   Gentleman  the   Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy   of   Lancaster.      In  his 
^eech   on  the  Coercion  Act   of   1866 
or  1867  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
dared  that  the  difficulty  seemed  to  be 
tiiat  they  were  threatened  in  the  future 
vith  a  strike  against  rents,  and  if  that 
came  about  it  would  be  impossible  fur 
I  Gfovemment    to  meet   it    with    any 
nooess.    If  the  Government  were  pos- 
Moed  of  60  much  prescience  as  that, 
tbj  were  they  not  prepared  with  some 
policy    which    was    more    fit    for    the 
oocaaion   than  the  clumsy,  ineffectual, 
and  miserable  Coercion  Act  which  had 
noently  been  passed?    But  he    could 
not  discern    any  signs  of    change    in 
the  mind    of    the    Government    from 
vliich    he    could    hope     for    any    im- 
provement, and  the  state  of  things  must 
Sw  from  bad  to  worse  the  longer  the 
irdon    policy    continued.     The  Go- 
vernment had  of  late  been  pursuing  a 
policy    at   once    truculent    and    mean, 
oheridan  had  described  the  administra- 
tion of  India  in  the  days  of  the  East 
India  Company  as  the  rule  of  a  man 
who  wielded  a  sabre  with  one  hand  and 
pieked  a  pocket  with  the  other.    In  the 
Mme  way  the  policy  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment might  be  described  as  that  of 
a  man   who  thrust    home    a  bayonet 
with  one  hand  and    opened    a    letter 
with  the  other.     That  was  a  policy  which 
never  would   bring   peace  to  Ireland, 
nor  win  the    people    of  that  country 
to  sympathize  with  the  English  Govern- 
ment.    The  practice  of  arresting  young 
women  and  convicting  them  for  having 
publicly    uttered  a  few  words,    which 
were  not  even  taken  down  by  the  in- 
former, was  not  calculated  to  discourage 
ocmspiracy  or  outrage.     So  far  as  the 
Gbvemment  had  gone,  they  had  been  the 
direct  cause  of  the  revival  of  conspiracy 
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and  midnight  outrage  ;  and  he  warned 
them  that  if  tliey  persisted  in  the  course 
they  were  pursuing,  they  would  find 
that  they  had  repressed  agitation  only 
to  create  conspiracy. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  reply  which  was  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  and,  to  some  extent,  the 
answer  to  him  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, he  could  not  think  had  been  satis- 
factory to  the  House.  They  heard  a 
tale  of  crime  and  outrage  in  Ireland 
which  was  disgraceful  to  civilization, 
and  they  were  told  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  against  a  political  revolu- 
tion he  would  know  how  to  deal,  but 
that  he  was  entirely  ignorant  how  to  deal 
with  a  social  revolution.  He  did  not 
believe  that  any  person  in  the  position 
of  Prime  Minister  of  England  should 
acknowledge  that  there  was  any  danger 
which  could  exist  in  the  presence  of 
which  his  heart  should  quail  or  his 
cheek  turn  pale.  That  must  be  un- 
satisfactory to  the  country.  One  thing 
that  appeared  to  him  to  be  wanting 
was  courage  —  and  what  he  thought 
was  necessary  was  that  the  present 
system  of  administration  in  Ireland 
having  signally  failed,  and  the  remedial 
legislation  which  had  been  tried  having 
been  shown  to  be  a  failure,  the  House 
itself,  by  its  independent  Members, 
should  point  out  in  what  manner  the 
government  of  Ireland  might  be  con- 
ducted so  as  not  to  be  a  disgrace  to  Europe 
and  civilization.  They  had  been  told 
that  the  amount  of  crime  in  the  month 
of  December  was  decreasing ;  but,  so  far 
as  he  could  judge,  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was'  inaccurate.  He  had 
the  Beturn  for  the  month  of  December 
and  the  months  preceding,  and  found 
that  in  October  the  number  of  cases 
was  511,  in  November  534,  and  in 
December  574 — a  gradual  increase — 
there  being  a  total  of  4,439  crimes  com- 
mitted during  the  last  year.  That  was 
a  statement  of  crime  which  must  surely 
excite  the  contempt  of  this  country.  If 
it  had  happened  in  Bulgaria,  or  Bussia, 
or  Naples,  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
would  have  called  for  remonstrances; 
and  one  was  only  surprised  that 
the  Great  Powers  of  Europe  did  not 
remonstrate  with  the   Government   of 
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this  country  for  the  condition  which 
Ireland  was  in.  About  a  year  ago  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act 
was  passed.  The  statement  that  then 
was  made  was,  that  if  that  Act  was 
passed y  if  it  were  given  to  the  Govern- 
menty  the  result  would  be  an  imme- 
diate reduction  of  the  amount  of 
crime  in  Ireland.  It  was  pointed  out 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  the  Westmeath  Act  had  been 
passed,  and  that  the  result  of  it  was 
so  summary  and  so  expeditious  that 
only  19  outrages  were  brought  to  trial 
since  it  had  been  passed.  But  while 
the  agrarian  outrages  in  1880,  omitting 
threatening  letters,  did  not  amount  to 
more  than  1,253,  they  now  had  to  con- 
template, after  making  a  similar  omis- 
sion, more  than  4,000  outrages,  or  treble 
the  number  that  occurred  in  the  year  he 
had  mentioned.  The  prediction  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  therefore,  had 
not  been  verified.  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  also  pointed  out,  as  an 
argument  in  favour  of  the  Protec- 
tion of  Person  and  Property  Act,  that, 
if  it  were  passed,  it  would  aim  at 
persons  who  were  beyond  reach  ;  that  its 
object  was  to  deter  by  arresting  persons 
whom,  if  he  had  knowledge  of,  he  would 
immediately  arrest ;  and  that  there  were 
three  categories  who,  if  known  to  the 
police,  would  be  arrested.  These  were 
members  of  the  old  Eibbon  Societies, 
Fenians,  and  persons — mauvais  iujets — 
well  known  to  the  police,  who,  he  ex- 
plained, if  at  large,  must  incite  to  crime, 
but  whose  arrest  would  at  once  put  a 
stop  to  crime  and  outrage  in  Ireland. 
The  result  had  been  a  decided  failure. 
The  arrests  under  that  Act  amounted  to 
800,  and  at  this  moment  600  persons 
were  in  gaol,  at  the  instance  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  under  the  au- 
thority of  this  Act.  So  far  as  they 
knew — and  they  accepted  his  state- 
ment as  being  thoroughly  accurate— 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  himself 
had  personally  investigated  every  one  of 
these  800  cases.  Some  Friends  said  that 
not  above  10  per  cent  of  the  persons 
reported  to  him  were  arrested ;  and  if 
that  were  so,  he  had  examined,  with  all 
his  other  duties,  8,000  cases,  and  that 
must  be  a  labour  which  few  Judges 
would  undertake.  However,  they  had 
his  word  for  it  that  at  least  he  had  exa- 
mined personally  800  cases  ;  and  each  of 
them,  if  there  were  no  more,  had  been 
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persons  whom  he  fairly  could  suspect  of 
inciting  to  violence,  or  being,  in  some 
way  or  other,  connected  with  the  cate- 
gories he  had  mentioned  —  Hibbon 
Societies,  Fenians,  or  mauvais  sujeU,  He 
(Sir  John  Hay)  had  looked  over  the 
Ketum  laid  on  the  Table.  It  was  stated 
that  hon.  Members  who  represented 
more  especially  the  persons  arrested 
would  have  an  opportunity  in  the  House 
of  challenging  and  inquiring  into  the 
condition  and  cases  of  the  arrested  per- 
sons under  this  Act ;  but,  as  far  as  be 
knew,  none  of  these  persons  were  sus- 
pected either  of  being  members  of 
Ribbon  Societies,  of  being  Fenians,  oi 
generally  of  being  village  ruffians,  and 
he  did  see  with  great  regret  a  document 
of  that  importance  placed  on  the  Table, 
"Containing  the  names  of  batches  of  per 
sons  who  were  at  this  moment  under- 
going punishment — undergoing  solitai]! 
confinement  for  no  crime  assigned. 
There  were  pages  with  '*  ditto  "  after  the 
names,  and  they  had  to  go  over  page 
after  page  to  ascertain  for  what  reason 
these  persons  were  deprived  of  theii 
liberty.  They  might  be  guilty ;  but  he 
said  these  men  were  entitled  to  trial, 
and  trial  could  not  be  too  soon,  either  to 
prove  them  guilty  or  free  them  from 
arrest.  They  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
mode  or  process  by  which  a  criminal 
information  was  laid  before  the  Chiei 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  enable  him  to 
investigate  these  matters.  Who  sus- 
pected? So  far  as  they  knew,  it  was  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  Who  waa 
the  witness?  So  far  as  they  knew,  if 
was  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
Who  tried  the  cases?  So  far  as  thej 
knew,  it  was  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. Who  was  the  gaoler  ?  Bo  far  ac 
they  knew,  it  was  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland .  He  was  Judge  and  j  ury  and 
everything  but  executioner,  for  which 
office,  no  doubt,  his  heart  was  too  humane, 
and  that  was  not  in  his  power ;  but  he  (Sir 
John  Hay)  thought  that  it  was  monstroof 
that  above  30  murders  should  have  been 
committed  in  Ireland,  and  that  not  one 
single  execution  should  have  taken  plaoc 
in  consequence  of  them.  If  crime  were 
arrested  by  these  means,  there  would  be 
some  satisfaction,  both  to  the  House  and 
the  country;  but  even  by  these  high- 
handed  proceedings,  contrary  to  law, 
crime  was  not  stopped.  The  orimei 
went  on  as  before.  Persons  were  looked 
up,  against  whom  they  had  no  charm 
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and  these  persons  being  locked  up,  the 
nune  crimes  went  on,  and  they  had  no 
aort  of  means  of  knowing  that  by  lock- 
ing these  persons  up  they  either  stopped 
the  crime,  or  that  they  had  been  guilty 
of  inciting  persons  to   commit  crime. 
That  was  unsatisfactory  to  the  country, 
tnd  it  pointed,  in  his  opinion,  to  that 
which  he  trusted  to  hare  neard  from  the 
Qofemment,  and  which  he  should  have 
been  glad  to  have  heard  suggested  by 
kis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition — that  which  had  been  recom- 
mended by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  presided  over  by  a  noble  Mar- 
qness  wno  had  been  a  Member  of  Her 
Kajesty's     (Government — namely,     the 
nspension  of  trial  by  jury  in  Ireland. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  after  they  had 
keard  the  statements  of  the   Judges, 
there  was  but  one  logical  conclusion  to 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  that  was  that  trial  by  jury  should 
be  lospended  in  Ireland.     But  his  right 
hon.  Friend    the    Member   for    North 
Deronshire  and  the  Prime  Minister  said 
it  was  not  the  time  for  making  any 
hither  suggestion  for  the  government 
of  Ireland.     He  should  not  hesitate  to 
indicate  the  course  which  he  had  indi- 
eated  elsewhere.     He  might  be  told  he 
was  not  responsible.     In  one  sense  he 
vas  not;   but    he  was  responsible  as 
a  Member    of   the  House,    who    had 
Toted  for  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  Act  for    the    government   of 
Ireland.     It  seemed  to  him,  in  the  first 
place,  that  they  should  recall  the  Lord 
lieutenant,    that   they   should  abolish 
the  system  of  governing  Ireland  from 
Dublin  Castle,   and  that  they  should 

Severn  it  through  the  Home  Office  as 
ey  governed  Scotland  and  the  Isle  of 
Ifan.  So  long  as  they  maintained  the 
Goremment  at  the  Castle,  such  as  it  was, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  so  long  would  they 
have  dissatisfaction  in  Ireland,  and  they 
woold  have  Ireland  misgoverned,  as  it 
had  been  for  generations.  With  regard 
to  the  process  by  which  it  should  be 
goremed,  in  his  opinion  they  should 
give  the  military  authorities  power, 
with  the  enormous  force  they  had  in 
Ireland,  to  maintain  law  and  order 
there ;  and  they  should  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee of  Irish  Judges  to  proceed  through 
the  country,  under  the  protection  of  the 
military  authorities,  to  try  every  person 
who  was  in  prison,  and  acquit  those 
who  were  found  innocent,  and  punish 


those  who  might  be  found  guilty  of 
breaches  of  the  law.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  unless  some  exceptional  course  such 
as  that  was  taken  by  the  House  and  the 
Government,  the  state  of  Ireland  would 
continue  a  disgrace  to  civilization,  and  a 
disgrace  to  Europe.  It  might  be  said 
that,  in  addition  to  that.  Irishmen 
would  not  be  satisfied  until  they  got 
some  measure  of  Home  Eule.  He 
would  give  them  some  measure  of  Home 
Bule.  He  would  allow  Ireland  to  con- 
tinue to  have  a  qualified  representation 
in  this  House,  and  to  have,  in  their  re- 
spective Provinces,  such  Parliament— if 
they  pleased  so  to  call  it— or  Local 
Government  Board,  as  might  be  settled 
by  Parliament,  for  the  administration  of 
law  and  government  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  hesitate  to  suggest  this,  because 
he  believed  it  had  already  been  sug- 
gested by  a  great  statesman — Lord  John 
Bussell.  There  they  would  find  a  suffi- 
cient mode  of  governing  Ireland,  with 
some  satisfaction  to  those  who  were 
within  its  borders ;  and,  after  all,  that 
was  what  was  already  admitted  in  one 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions — the 
Isle  of  Man — the  best  governed  part  of 
the  Empire.  The  Islanders  had  their 
Local  Parliament,  and  full  control  over 
all  their  local  affairs,  yet  the  Central 
Government  retained  within  its  hands 
the  Customs  Bevenue,  the  Postal 
Revenue,  and  the  Army  and  Navy. 
There  would  bo  no  difficulty  in  intro- 
ducing a  like  system  in  Ireland,  where 
already  the  greater  part  of  the  In- 
land Revenue  charge  was  excused,  as 
were  also  the  Land  Tax,  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty,  and  the  Railway  Passenger 
Duty.  Under  such  a  system,  the  inter- 
nal affairs  of  Ireland  would  be  much 
better  conducted  than  they  were  now. 
Imperial  affairs  might  well  be  managed 
through  the  Home  Office,  as  was  the 
case  with  Scotland.  But,  in  his  opinion, 
no  measure  dealing  with  Ireland  would 
be  satisfactory  unless  large  provision 
were  made  for  emigration.  He  saw 
with  regret  that  the  slight  increase  and 
improvement  in  the  harvest  in  the  last 
year  had  considerably  diminished  emi- 
gration from  Ireland.  In  1880  the  num- 
ber of  emigrants  was  95,857,  whereas 
in  1881  there  were  onlv  78,719.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  unless  they  en- 
couraged, and,  in  some  degree,  almost 
compelled,  the  reduction  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Ireland,  it  was  impossible  to  look 
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for  good  govemment  in  that  country. 
They  had  had  it  stated  in  Eetums  that 
there  were  in  Ireland  200,000  tenants 
living  on  patches  of  ground  under  five 
acres,  and  200,000  more  on  patches 
under  10  acres.  There  was  a  total 
population  of  2,000,000  living  on  these 
patches  under  10  acres.  He  knew  some- 
thing of  land  of  that  kind  in  the  part  of 
Scotland  in  which  he  lived,  and  knew 
that  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  a  man 
to  live  on  less  than  20  acres.  If  1 ,  500,000 
peraons  were  removed  by  emigration 
there  would  not  be  the  destitution  and 
crime  which  existed  at  present  in  Ire- 
land. No  doubt  objection  would  be 
raised  on  the  score  of  expense.  Each 
emigrant  would  cost  £9  or  £10 ;  and  the 
total  amount  required  would  be  about 
£18,000,000.  But  that  would  only  re- 
present an  income  tax  of  one-third 
of  a  penny  in  the  pound ;  and  if  we 
had  given  £20,000,000  for  the  abo- 
lition of  slavery  in  our  West  Indian 
Islands,  £18,000,000  was  hardly  too 
high  a  price  to  pay  for  order  and 
contentment  in  Ireland.  That  sum  of 
money  given  to  Ireland  would  benefit 
our  Canadian  and  other  Colonies,  and 
would  at  once  relieve  the  plethora  and 
congestion  of  population,  which  was  the 
main  evil  from  which  Ireland  suffered. 
As  a  Scotch  Member,  who  had  himself 
done  something  in  the  reclamation  of 
land,  and  as  an  employer  of  Irish  la- 
bour, he  ventured  to  make  that  recom- 
mendation to  the  House;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  he  could  do  so  with 
some  degree  of  authority.  There  was 
another  suggestion  he  wished  to  make. 
He  was  no  supporter  of  the  Land  Act ; 
but  as  it  had  interfered  in  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  he  saw  no 
reason  why  a  like  interference  should 
not  be  made  between  the  unfortunate 
tenant  and  the  usurers  who  kept  them 
in  a  state  of  perpetual  poverty.  Why 
should  not  so  much  of  the  old  Usury  Law 
be  re-enacted  as  would  prevent  exorbit- 
ant charges  of  interest,  and  its  accumu- 
lation on  the  heads  of  these  unfortunate 
persons,  or  some  similiar  measure  be 
passed  for  their  benefit  ?  He  ventured 
to  make  these  suggestions  for  the  con- 
sideration especially  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
and  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Qo- 
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vernment  had,  in  his  speech  tiiat  aftei 
noon,  again  displayed  his  masterly  polic 
of  evasion.  The  right  hon.  Gbntlema 
was  the  patron  and  promoter  and  ac 
mirer  of  the  Land  League  until  it  ha 
ceased  to  serve  his  political  purposes 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  tried  t 
shuffle  off  some  of  the  responsibilit 
which  attached  itself  on  to  the  shouldei 
of  some  Members  of  that  House,  wh 
were  dimly  hinted  at,  and  who,  in  som 
mysterious  manner,  were  supposed  t 
have  subsidized  outrage.  In  the  who] 
course  of  his  experience  in  that  Hous< 
he  never  before  heard  anything  so  re 
markable  from  the  lips  of  a  person  upo 
whom  so  much  depended  for  the  promc 
tion  of  harmony,  or  for  the  disseminc 
tion  of  discord  and  distrust,  as  the  sug 
gestion  of  the  Prime  Minister  that  be 
cause  counsel  were  feed,  or  alleged  t 
have  been  feed,  for  the  defence  of  ac 
cused  prisoners,  therefore  America: 
money  was  being  employed  to  subsidiz 
outrage.  Why,  if  it  was  Lamson,  th 
poisoner,  or  the  most  wretched  criminc 
that  ever  appeared  at  the  bar,  and  ther 
was  any  question  as  to  whether  he  woul* 
receive  fair  play,  was  there  an  honoui 
able  man  who  would  hesitate  to  contri 
bute  some  mite  to  at  least  giving  hie 
an  opportunity  of  placing  his  case  be 
fore  the  jury  who  were  trying  him  fo 
his  life  ?  With  regard  to  the  trial  o 
the  miserable  McLean,  which  was  noi 
coming  on — why,  the  very  Govemmen 
that  was  prosecuting  him  had  als( 
furnished  him  with  counsel  to  defeni 
him.  Were  they  to  conclude  that  be 
cause  Her  Majesty's  Government  hai 
feed  the  counsel  that  were  to  defeni 
McLean,  that,  therefore,  they  were  ii 
favour  of  the  detestable  crime  of  whid 
M'Lean  was  charged?  If  the  righ 
hon.  Gentleman  were  to  make  such  i 
statement  before  a  meeting,  not  of  Iiid 
Americans,  but  even  of  Yankee  Amen 
cans,  he  would  be  greeted  with  a  torren 
of  hisses.  Never  had  he  heard  so  paltr 
and  unworthy  an  insinuation  from  an; 
responsible  person.  He  was  well  awan 
that  dreadful  outrages  had  been  com 
mitted  in  Ireland.  He  had  never  spokei 
without  condemning  them  ;  and  he  wa 
perfectly  sure  that  if  the  Irish  Member 
and  others  imprisoned  in  Dublin,  an< 
all  the  Land  League  agitators,  hat 
been  fully  and  correctly  reported,  thei 
speeches  would  be  found  to  be  full  o 
denunciation  of  outrage.     The  opinioi 


718 


Crime 


{ApfiiL4,  1882} 


(Irelani). 


714 


oa   the    subject  in    this    country   was 
formed  from  the  exaggerated  and  un- 
founded statements  of  the  Dublin  Cor- 
respondent of  The  Timettf  who  was  editor 
and  part  proprietor  of  The  Daily  Axprese, 
the  rabid  Tory  oi^an.      That  man  was 
denounced  by  the  moderate  Isaac  Butt 
as  a  professional  liar.      Nine-tenths  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  endorse  the 
declaration   that   the  statements   daily 
inserted  in  the  London   Times  by  Dr. 
Fatten,   who    was    a    moral    criminal, 
were  inserted  with  the  deliberate  pur- 
pose of  misleading  English  opinion  and 
of  blackening  the  character  of  the  Irish 
people.     No  man  in  Ireland,  he   be- 
Wed,     within    his    opportunity    and 
daring  his  time,  had  done  as  much  to 
set  nation  against  nation  as  the  Dublin 
Correspondent  of   the  London    Times, 
Bat  he   did  not  say  that  his  conduct 
was  of  a  much  graver  character  than 
the  officials  of  Dublin   Castle.      Irish 
Members  had  been  blamed  for  not  con- 
demning outrage.     The  charge  was  un- 
true.   But,  he  would  ask,  why  did  not 
Englishmen  denounce  the  outrages  in- 
numerable— the  violent  assaults,  mur- 
ders, and  nameless  crimes  which  took 
place  in   this  country?      No    English 
Members  had  spoken  half  so  strongly 
against  those  outrages  as  Irish  Members 
liad  spoken  against  Irish  outrages.   But 
be  could  not  but  remember  that  the 
same  charges  brought  by  the  Prime 
Minister  against  Mr.  Pamell   and  his 
Friends  had  been  brought  by  him  three 
or  four  years  ago  against  the  whole 
Conservative  Party,  whom  he   accused 
of  indifference  to  the  outrages  which 
lied  been  perpetrated  in  Bulgaria.     But 
there  were  two  classes  of  outrages — 
first,   outrages  of  revenge;    next,  out- 
rages of  provocation.     Irish  Members 
deplored  and  condemned  both  classes ; 
but  English  Members  confined  them- 
selves to  denunciation  of  the  crimes  of 
revenge.    What  could  be  expected  when 
magistrates  who  were  discredited   and 
dismissed   from  English   appointments 
were  thought  good  enough  for  Ireland, 
and  when  Englishmen's  ideas  of  Ireland 
were  derived  from  such  unscrupulous 
libellers  of  all  classes  in  Ireland — from 
the  priest  in  the  sanctuary  to  the  hum- 
blest peasant,  as  Terence  M'Grath  ?   Ho 
challenged  the  Government  to  deny  was 
not  Henry  Blake,  that  little  Cossack, 
despot  of  the  West  of  Ireland  ?     What 
ooiud  be  thought  of  a  Government  which 


was  driven  to  have  recourse  to  a  Statute 
of  Edward  III.,  framed  for  the  puuish- 
ment  of  ''sturdy  vagabonds  and  sus- 
pected bandits,"  in  order  to  imprison  a 
delicate  girl,  Miss  Mary  O'Connor,  the 
sister  of  a  Member  of  that  House  ?  It 
had  been  proved,  and  was  admitted 
by  the  Castle  authorities,  that  Miss 
O'Connor  had  steadily  recommended 
an  abstinence  from  outrage,  and  had 
counselled  the  people  to  pay  a  fair 
rent,  and  her  definition  of  a  fair  rent 
was  the  one  given  by  a  Catholic  Pre- 
late, Archbishop  M'Cabe.  Why  did  not 
the  Government,  instead  of  arresting  a 
girl  of  feeble  health,  strike  high,  and 
arrest  the  venerable  Archbishop  ?  But 
Miss  O'Connor's  definition  of  fair  rent 
was  not  only  identical  with  that  of  the 
Archbishop,  but  was  virtually  the  same 
as  that  given  by  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan 
himself,  the  Chief  Commissioner  under 
the  Land  Act,  who  defined  a  fair  rent 
to  be  that  under  which  a  tenant  might 
**live  and  thrive."  And  yet  she  had 
been  imprisoned  under  an  Act  intended 
for  sturdy  vagabonds  and  suspected 
bandits.  These  were  some  of  the  out- 
rages and  provocations  which  stimulated 
outrages  of  revenge.  At  this  moment 
Miss  O'Connor's  brother,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
was  addressing  vast  audiences  of  Irish- 
Americans  ;  and  the  recital  of  this  one 
cowardly  act  of  the  Government  would 
be  more  certain  to  rouse  a  desperate  and 
hostile  feeling  against  them  among  all 
who  sympathized  with  the  Land  League 
than  100  incendiary  speeches  from  the 
Home  Eule  Benches.  The  Government 
were  trying,  under  cover  of  a  miserable 
failure  of  the  ghastly  Land  Act,  to  in- 
troduce new  measures  of  coercion ;  but 
he  told  them  there  was  a  spirit  abroad 
which,  in  these  days  of  civilization,  de- 
fied the  resources  of  Liberal  civilization. 
So  long  as  the  Government  continued 
the  policy  of  brute  force,  most  assuredly 
the  present  condition  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land would  remain.  He  was  still,  as  he 
had  been  two  years  ago,  in  favour  of  a 
fair  settlement  of  the  Irish  agrarian 
question — a  settlement  which  should  be 
fair  to  the  landlord  as  well  as  to  the 
tenant.  The  suspension  of  the  Consti- 
tution in  Ireland  had  only  resulted,  as 
had  been  prophesied,  in  giving  a  great 
increase  of  power  to  Kibbon  lodges  and 
the  midnight  assassin.  The  Govern- 
ment would  have  to  revert  to  a  policy 
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of  justice  to  Ireland.  He  hoped  it  was 
not  too  late.  He  was  glad  to  say  that 
the  policy  sketched  out  from  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  would  be  infinitely 
more  favourable  to  the  Irish  tenant, 
and  more  conducive  to  the  peace  and 
harmony  of  Ireland,  than  the  brutal 
and  cowardly  procedure  of  the  so-called 
Liberal  Government. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  said,  he  considered 
that  the  heavy  indictment  framed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  lay  entirely,  not  against  the 
Irish  people,  but  against  the  Govern- 
ment. All  that  had  been  said  that  after- 
noon pointed  directly  to  the  one  great 
fact  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland  had  been  a  dismal  failure. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  alluded  to  the 
Coercion  Act ;  but  from  beginning  to  end 
his  speech  contained  no  fact  or  argument 
to  show  that  the  Act  had  succeeded. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
attempted  to  prove  that  it  had  been  a 
partial  success,  in  that  it  had  defeated 
the  **no  rent"  manifesto.  But  that 
manifesto  was  the  direct  result  of  the 
Coercion  Act.  Therefore,  the  argument 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
this — that  the  **  no  rent "  manifesto  hav- 
ing been  created  by  the  Coercion  Act 
long  after  the  latter  became  law,  the 
**  no  rent "  manifesto  was  now  partly 
overcome  by  the  Coercion  Act.  No  one 
could  fail  to  be  impressed  by  the  descrip- 
tion of  the  condition  of  Ireland  given  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham. But  it  seemed  to  have  been  for- 
gotten that  what  had  happened  was  only 
what  had  been  directly  and  solemnly 
predicted  by  himself  and  his  Friends. 
Up  to  the  date  of  the  arrest  of  the 
leaders  of  the  Land  League  the  land 
movement  in  Ireland  had  been  carried 
on  with  less  violence  and  outrage  than 
any  similar  movement  in  any  country  of 
Europe.  If  an  increase  of  crime  had 
followed  the  recent  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  was  certainly  not  the  conse- 
quence of  the  action  of  the  Land  League, 
but  of  the  action  of  the  Government. 
When  the  Land  League  was  first  started 
it  was  an  open  organization,  with  every 
meeting  open  to  the  light  of  day ;  but 
the  Government  had  stepped  in  and  de- 
prived Ireland  of  the  only  restraining 
influences  which  stood  between  the  pri- 
sons and  the  wrongs  of  the  people  and 
the  promptings  of  a  terrible  but  foolish 
revenge.    The  course  the  Government 
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had  taken  and  were  parsoing  was  one 
which  would  plunge  Ireland  deeper  and 
deeper  into  a  state  whioh  was  a  oiflgraee 
to  any  Government  which  professed  to  be 
civilized .    Day  by  day,  through  the  fieuilt 
of  the  Government,  die  condition  of  Ire- 
land was  becoming  worse.     The  police 
had  been  proved  to  be  useless ;  they  were 
unable  to  arrest  the  men   who   com- 
mitted outrages ;  and  then  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  came  to  their  aid, 
and,  actinff  upon  their  dark  hints,  took 
up    and    imprisoned,    not    the  villige 
ruffians  who  committed  the  orimes,  bat 
the  most  respectable  men  in  the  locality, 
whose  influence  had  always  been  eze^ 
cised  to  prevent  outrage,  and  whose  a^ 
rest  increased  the  exasperation  of  the 
people.     The  Prime  Minister  had  made 
an  unjustifiable — he  would  say  a  brattl 
— attack  upon  the  men  whom  he  bad 
under  lock  and  key  in  the  prisons  of 
Ireland,  when   he  charged   them  witb 
complicity  in  the  outrages  which  had 
been  committed.    And,  havine  put  them 
in  prison,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
turned  to  the  Irish  Members  and  asked 
them  to  assist  in  putting  outrage  dowti* 
If  the  Prime  Minister  considered  any 
men  on  those  Benches  guilty  of  eU' 
couraging    outrage    he   was   acting   ft 
cowardly  part  in   not   bringing    the0& 
into  a  Court  of  Law,  and  giving  theiP- 
an    opportunity    of   dealing  with    tha 
charge.     It  was  said  that  the  funds  of 
the  Land  League  were  spent   in    en^* 
couraging  the  commission  of  outrages* 
That  charge  was  not  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  evidently  thought  it  was 
true,  but  shrank  from  making  it.     The 
sole  foundation  for  such  an  insinuation 
was  that  a  certain  sum  was  paid  to  de- 
fend a  certain  prisoner.     But  an  aooused 
person  was  to  be  regarded  as  innocent 
until  he  was  convicted ;  and,  therefore, 
those  who  supplied  money  for  his  de- 
fence would  be  perfectly  justified  in  doing 
so.     The  veriest  criminal  in  this  country, 
from  the  liberality  of  the  English  people 
or  otherwise,  found  means  for  paying  for 
his  defence.    But,  in  his  opinion,  there 
was  a  fund  from  whioh  men  who  com- 
mitted outrages  were  paid,  and  that  was 
the  Secret  Service  Fund.    [  * '  Hear ! "  and 
''  No  !  "]     He  did  not  mean  th^^e 
Government  offered  a  man  money  for 
committing  outrages ;  but  the  police  w^ent 
about  the  country  asking  people  whj 
they    knew   anything    about    ouj 
which  were  to  be  committed,  qj  fy  iim 
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8ome  designing  fellow  instigated  some 
foolish  or  passionate   man   to  commit 
erime,  and,  naving  done  so,  came  and 
daimed  the  money  from  the  police.    He 
YUglad  that  before  the  rising  of  the 
House  allusion  had  been  made  to  the 
inett  of  Miss  O'Connor,  who  had  been 
sent  to  prison  for  six  months.     She  was 
sot  the  only  lady  who  had  been  so  treated. 
fie  held  in  his  hand  some  Papers  about 
tiie  imprisonment  of  Miss  M'Oormack, 
who,  in  bad  health,  was  now  in  Limerick 
6iol.    Miss  M'Oormaok  had  the  misfor- 
tme  to  carry  on  her  operations  in  the 
district   ruled  by  Mr.  Olifford  Lloyd. 
She  was  brought  before  him  without 
wtrrant,  and  without  aoy  explanation 
giTsn ;  no  evidence  was  produced,  and 
no  opportunity  for  defence  was  allowed. 
She  was  charged  with  inciting  to  discon- 
tflat — ^a  vague  accusation — and  was  im- 
mediately ordered  to  find  security  for 
ha  good  behaviour  for  three  months,  or 
m  default  to  go  to  gaol ;  and  when  she 
dtimed  to  be  sent  to  trial  she  was  com- 
nutted  to  prison  under  powers  given  to 
the  magistrate  by  an  old  law  of  Edward 
m.    Thus,  the  result  was  that  a  young 
hdyof  20  was  imprisoned  without  being 
heard  in  her  own  aefence.    Another  lady 
was  imprisoned  for  six  months.    It  was 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that  although  these 
ladies  were  not  subjected  to  the  treat- 
Bent  inflicted  on  male  prisoners,  they 
had,  nevertheless,  to  suffer  solitary  con- 
finement ;  and  it  was  nothing  less  than 
iahaman  for  any  Government  to  pursue 
Badi  a  policy  as  that.     He  drew  the  at- 
tention of  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land to  this  matter,  and  would  ask  the 
Oorerament  what  was  to  be  their  course 
of  action  in  the  future  ?    The  Prime 
Minister  had  said  that  he  would  not  take 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
(Siatham  any  directions  as  to  the  time 
then  a  new  policy  might  be  announced ; 
but  surely  that  time  had  nearly  come. 
The  English  people  wore  beginning  to 
*ee  that  coercion  had  failed,  and  were 
taking  when,  where,  and  how  it  was  all 
to  end  ?  If  the  Government  had  pursued 
one  policy  alone,  either  of  repression  or 
tedrees,  they  might  have  succeeded.   He 
oonld  understand,  and  even  respect,  the 
Qian  who  believed  that  Ireland  could  be 
TQled  only  by  force ;  but  was  that  the 
belief  of  the  Government  ?    If  so,  they 
Bmst  proceed  by  coercion,  and  hang  and 
floor  as  well  as  imprison  on  suspicion ; 
iad  as  for  the  Irish  people,  he  could 


only  say  that  they  had  survived  the  at- 
tacks of  men  who  had  a  greater  capacity, 
if  a  less  desire,  for  repression  than  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  be- 
lieved, therefore,  they  would  survive  the 
force  of  oppression  to-day.  The  only 
way,  however,  to  bring  Ireland  back  to 
a  condition  of  peace,  and  quiet,  and  con- 
tentment, was  Tby  adopting  a  wise  policy 
of  conciliation ;  and  if  they  had  done 
this  at  first,  and  kept  coercion  as  a  stone 
in  the  sleeve  with  which  to  punish  the 
Irish  people  if  the  Land  Act  failed,  they 
would  have  succeeded  far  better  than 
they  had  done.  He  asked  the  Govern- 
ment, in  all  seriousness,  to  abandon  the 
hateful  measures  which  had  proved 
utterly  useless  for  the  suppression  of 
outrages  and  agitation,  and  to  substitute 
for  them  measures  of  conciliation,  which 
was  the  only  remedy  for  the  present  un- 
happy condition  of  the  country.  K  they 
did  not,  they  would  be  only  hastening 
the  day  when  the  Irish  people,  freed 
from  the  oppression  of  England,  would 
be  able  to  legislate  well  and  wisely  for 
themselves  in  a  Parliament  of  their 
own. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
he  wished  to  avoid  saying  anything  that 
might  in  any  way  add  to  the  difficulties 
of  what  the  Prime  Minister  had  just  de- 
scribed as  the  **  grave  position  "  in  which 
the  Ministry  now  found  itself  with  re- 
gard to  the  government  of  Ireland  It 
was  impossible  for  the  Prime  Minister 
to  accuse  Members  of  the  Conservative 
Party  of  anything  like  factious  opposi- 
tion to  the  Government  on  this  question. 
Hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  loyally  supported  the  Government 
of  the  Queen  even  in  cases  where  their 
natural  feelings  were  opposed  to  its 
action.  The  Conservative  Party  as- 
sisted the  Ministry  in  passing  the  Act 
which  they  declared  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property  in  Ire- 
land. When  the  Land  Act  was  before 
the  House — a  measure  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  was  in  the  highest  degree 
unjust  and  impolitic,  and  that  view  had 
been  completely  justified  by  the  course 
of  events  since  its  enactment — they  did 
not  offer  to  that  Bill  an  unreasonable  op- 
position. The  Conservative  Party  in  the 
House  of  Lords  had  it  in  their  power  to 
reject  the  Land  Bill  altogether ;  but  they 
refused  to  take  a  step  which,  they  were 
told;  in  the  judgment  of  the  Ministry, 
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would  have  been  injurious  to  the  inte- 
rests of  order  in  Ireland.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  certain  statements 
which  required  immediate  and  complete 
refutation.  The  Prime  Minister  endea- 
voured to  shift  the  responsibility  for 
the  deplorable  state  of  Ireland  upon  the 
Conservative  Party  by  statements  which 
were  absolutely  inaccurate,  as  he  would 
show.  He  said  that  the  Land  League 
had  acquired  overwhelming  influence 
and  power  in  Ireland  before  the  fall  of 
the  late  Government.  He  also  ridiculed 
the  idea  that  the  abandonment  of  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  had  led,  in  any 
way,  to  the  present  anarchy  in  Ireland, 
and  that  its  maintenance  would  have 
preserved  order  in  that  country.  Neither 
of  these  allegations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  bear  examination  for  a 
single  moment.  The  Land  League  had 
little  or  no  influence  in  Ireland  when  the 
present  Ministry  came  into  Office.  It 
had  not  been  founded  more  than  nine 
months.  Lawlessness  and  crime  had 
hardly  begun  to  raise  their  heads,  and 
they  were  at  once  checked  by  the 
firmness  of  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Go- 
vernment. Agrarian  outrages  of  all 
kinds,  which,  in  November,  1879,  had 
reached  a  total  of  about  150,  at  once 
began  to  diminish  after  the  arrest  of 
Michael  Davitt.  Month  by  month  they 
grew  less,  until  in  April,  1 880 — that  was 
the  month  in  which  Lord  Beaconsfleld 
resigned — they  only  amounted  to  69. 
The  moment  that  the  fatal  impulse  of 
the  weakness  and  incapacity  of  the  pre- 
sent Ministry  was  recognized  in  Ireland 
the  tale  of  outrage  steadily  and  rapidly 
increased,  until,  in  December,  1880,  it  had 
swollen  to  the  enormous  total  of  867 — a 
number  of  crimes  in  one  month  exceed- 
ing the  total  which  had  been  committed 
during  the  whole  12monthsof  1879,  when 
a  Conservative  Ministry  was  in  Office. 
The  agrariau  offences,  which  numbered 
863  in  1879,  increased  to  2,590  in  1880  ; 
six-sevenths  of  these  took  place  in  the 
last  eight  months  of  that  year,  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Office, 
lu  l8ttl  they  had  risen  to  the  monstrous 
total  of  4.713.  During  the  first  three 
mouths  of  this  year  the  increase  in  num- 
ber had  been  still  more  alarming,  while 
the  character  of  the  crimes  had  been 
peculiarly  atrocious.  These  facts  were  a 
complete  answer  to  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  ;  and  they  fixed  the  re- 
sponsibility for  the  existing  state  of  Ire- 
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land,  beyond  the  possibility  of  escapi 
upon  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Co 
leagues.  The  Peace  Preservation  Ac 
which  he  had  treated  with  so  much  coi 
tempt,  was  originally  his  own  produ 
tion.  It  was  considerably  mitigated  I 
Lord  Beaconsfield  ;  yet  the  late  Goyen 
ment  were  able  with  it  to  maintain  ord' 
and  peace  in  Ireland.  The  noble  Ma 
quess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Ind 
once  compared  that  Act  to  a  ''  gard< 
engine;"  but  it  was  with  this  "garde 
engine  "  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  govemf 
Ireland  well  and  peacefully  for  six  tryii 
years — years  when  the  earth  refused 
return  her  fruits,  and  when  the  comme 
cial  and  social  distress  that  prevaih 
might  have  furnished  an  excuse  for  ag 
tation  and  disorder.  The  present  M 
nistry  had  had  in  their  favour  tv 
bountiful  harvests  in  Ireland;  yet  tl 
stated  of  that  country  presented  a  te 
rible  contrast  to  what  it  was  under  the 
Predecessors.  The  Prime  Minister  spol 
in  tones  of  supernatural  gravity  aooi 
the  difference  between  *'  social "  ai 
** political"  revolution.  The  agitatic 
in  Ireland,  which  began  as  a  politio 
movement,  had  acquired  its  present  ho) 
over  the  mass  of  the  Irish  people  sole] 
through  the  want  of  firmness  shown  I 
the  Government  in  dealing  with  it.  ] 
was  only  '^social"  because  it  appealc 
to  the  greed  and  avarice  of  the  peopl 
It  was  Communistic  in  its  aims  an 
methods,  which  did  not  differ  from  aim 
lar  movements  that  had  been  repeated) 
set  on  foot  on  the  Continent ;  these  ha 
been  overcome  by  a  statesmanship  whic 
had,  unfortunately,  been  wholly  wantiD 
in  Ireland.  A  revolutionary  agitation  i 
Spain  had  just  been  put  down  in  thr< 
days  by  firmness,  at  the  cost  of  but  t^ 
men  wounded,  and  this  among  the  Cati 
lans,  a  population  more  independent  an 
difficult  to  govern  than  the  Irish  Celt 
8o  much  for  the  **  social"  revolutioi 
But  what  a  deplorable  effect  would  it  n< 
have  upon  the  propagators  of  disorder  i 
Ireland  when  they  read  the  Prime  M 
nister's  confession  to-day — that  the  Gh 
vernment  was  at  the  end  of  its  resource 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  Ooi 
servative  Party  that  they  did  '*  not  rii 
to  the  level  of  the  situation/'  and  di 
not  **  grasp  the  full  gravity  of  the  stai 
of  Ireland."  The  difference  betwee 
the  Ministry  and  the  Conservative  Pari 
was  this — that  the  Conservative  Part 
grasped  the  gravity  of  the  situation  tw 
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jears  ago,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  supporters  were  wholly 
unable  to  foresee  to  what  mischief  their 
Unndering  was  inevitably  leading.  Not 
only  did  the  illustrious  statesman,  who 
was  now  no  more,  warn  the  Liberal 
Party  that  their  tmpatriotio  policy  would 
produce  ''  a  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
worse  than  pestilence  and  famine,"  but 
0f8ry  Oonseryative  Member  who  spoke 
added  his  warning  to  the  voice  of  his 
Leader.    They  warned  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister that  the  unnatural  alliance  with 
ihs  Bevolutionary  Party,  by  which  he 
gained  Office,  must  have  disastrous  re- 
nilta.    Over  and  over  again,  during  the 
last  six  months  of  1 880 — that  fatal  period 
in  the  history  of  Irish  anarchy,  when 
the  tale  of  agrarian  crime,  unpunished 
and  even  unrebuked,  was  swelling  week 
bj  week,  until  the  **  terror  "  had  enve- 
loped the  whole  country — did  they  warn 
tb  Ministry  against  their  ruinous  inac- 
tion. They  knew,  indeed,  now,  from  the 
confession  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  that ''  to  have  stifled  the  agi- 
tition  then  would  have  been  to  prevent 
leform  " — that  was  the  Land  Act.     But 
that  disgraceful  confession  had  not  been 
adopted  or  approved  of  by  other  Ministers. 
After  the  Coercion  Act  was  passed,  the 
Conservative  Party  warned  the  Ministry 
that  to  be  effective  it  must  be  administered 
with  consistency  and  firmness.  It  was  this 
mixture  of  extreme  severity  and  almost 
nnrile  coaxing  which  had  been  so  fatal 
in  the  administration  of   the  Govern- 
ment.   They  had  run  from  the  extreme 
of  coercion  to  the  extreme  of  bribery. 
Ihey  had  aggravated  Irish  feeling,  with- 
out intimidating  the  violent  or  repress- 
ing the  criminfiu.  Their  failure  to  govern 
Inland  was  now   so  conspicuous,    and 
fteir  plight  was  so  desperate,  that  pity 
^ost  suenced  our  criticism.  The  Prime 
Vinister,  instead  of  addressing  himself 
boldly  and  in  a   statesmanlike  way  to 
^e  pacification  of  Ireland,  had  given 
^e  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  no  satisfactory  reply 
to  his  convincing  speech,  but  had  en- 
deavoured to  call  public  attention  from 
the  failure  of  his  policy  in  Ireland  by 
charges  against  the  Conservative  Party 
which  could  not  be  substantiated.     A 
few  weeks  ago  he  accused  them  of  ad- 
▼ocating  the  suspension  of  trial  by  jury 
in  Ireland.    He  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett) 
did  not  know  of  any  body  of  Members 
on  his  aide  of  the  House  who  had  re- 


commended such  a  step.  It  was  a  mea- 
sure which,  in  his  judgment,  must  be 
entirely  left  to  the  initiative  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  who  had  the  best 
sources  of  information  as  to  the  state  of 
Ireland,  and  who  were  responsible  for 
its  government.  The  Prime  Minister 
said,  in  tones  of  apparent  fervour — 
'*  Abolish  trial  by  jury ! "  **  Why,  you 
would  do  away  with  one  of  the  safe- 
guards of  Irish  liberty !  "  What  a 
mockery  were  those  words  in  the  mouth 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  ''Irish 
liberty  ! "  What  liberty  was  there  in 
Ireland  under  his  Administration  ?  Was 
there  liberty  for  the  Irish  popular 
Party  ?  Over  700  of  its  principal  mem- 
bers were  in  prison  without  trial.  Many 
of  these,  no  doubt,  deserved  even  a 
severer  punishment  than  the  Capuan 
confinement  in  which  they  were  kept. 
The  condition  of  the  Nationalists  was 
not  one  of  liberty.  And,  on  the  other 
side,  what  liberty  was  there  for  the 
loyal  and  the  honest  ?  There  was  ab- 
solutely none ;  a  foul  terrorism  en- 
shrouded the  whole  land  in  its  demora- 
lizing folds.  The  landowner  who  claimed 
that  which  was  his  due  ;  the  farmer  who 
paid  his  just  rent;  the  labourer  who 
rendered  the  work  he  was  bound  to  do, 
had  not  even  bare  security  for  their 
lives,  much  less  anything  that  could  be 
dignified  by  the  name  of  ''liberty."  Let 
the  atrocious  murder  at  Lough  Mask 
of  that  aged  bailiff  and  his  youthful 
nephew ;  let  the  assassination  of  Farmer 
Moloney  before  the  eyes  of  his  agonized 
family;  let  the  terrible  murder  near 
Mullingar,  on  a  peaceful  Sunday  after- 
noon, of  an  unoffending  lady,  testify 
what  liberty  the  loyal  inhabitants  of  Ire- 
land of  every  class  enjoyed  under  the 
present  Ministry.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  denounced  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  for  speaking  of 
"the  English  in  Ireland  as  brigands," 
and  as  encouraging  disorder  by  his  vio- 
lent language.  They  all  condemned 
such  speeches  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  was  somewhat  surprised  at  the 
rebuke  coming  from  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  ventured  to  hope,  with  all  respect  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  would 
himself  in  the  future  be  more  cautious 
than  he  had  been,  in! the  use  of  expres- 
sions which  had  undoubtedly  served  as 
a  stimulus  to  ao^tation  and  lawlessness 
in  Ireland.    His  well-known  reference 
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to  the  **  blowing  up  of  the  Clerkenwell 
Gaol,"    and  to    '*the    murder    of  the 

folioemen  in  Manchester,"  as  bringing 
rish  grievances  "  within  the  range  of 
practical  politics,"  were  such  incentives. 
His  denunciations  of  what  he  called  the 
**  Upas  Tree  of  Protestant  ascendancy," 
and  of  the  '*  English  garrison  "  in  Ire- 
land, were  but  rendered  by  the  Member 
for  Wexford  in  language  coarser  and 
more  blunt  than  that  used  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  had  listened  with  amaze- 
ment to  the  sneers  and  the  attacks 
levelled  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  House  at  the  '^  English  garrison," 
which,  as  a  statesman  and  an  English- 
man, it  was  his  duty  to  maintain.  He 
would  not  have  entered  upon  this  sub- 
ject had  not  the  Prime  Minister,  by 
his  statements,  challenged  contradiction. 
The  state  of  Ireland  after  two  years  of 
Liberal  Government  was  '*  grave "  in- 
deed— it  was  appalling.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister found  that  country  peaceful  and 
orderly.  To  quote  his  own  expressive 
language,  used  in  March,  1880 — 

'*  Thore  is  an  absence  of  crime  and  outrage, 
and  a  general  sense  of  comfort  and  satisfaction 
such  as  was  unknown  in  the  previous  history  of 
the  country." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  further 
than  this.  After  he  had  taken  Office  as 
Prime  Minister,  ho  and  his  Colleagues 
also  made  repeated  references  to  the 
satisfactory  and  peaceful  state  of  Ireland. 
The  Ministry  went,  indeed,  far  beyond 
words  ;  they  alleged  that  as  a  reason — 
in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  afterwards  in 
Parliament — for  not  attempting  to  re- 
new the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  How, 
then,  could  the  Prime  Minister,  without 
completely  stultifying  himself,  now  turn 
upon  the  Conservative  Party  and  say 
that  ''the  Land  League  was  firmly  es- 
tablished in  the  land"  when  he  came 
into  Office;  or  that  ''the  seat  and 
source  of  this  movement "  was  to  bo 
found  before  that  date — namely,  April, 
1880.  Such  an  allegation  was  opposed 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  de- 
clarations no  less  than  to  notorious  facts. 
The  power  of  the  Land  League  rested 
on  outrage  and  terrorism,  as  the  Prime 
Minister  had  often  told  them.  By  that 
test,  in  April,  1880,  when  he  came  into 
Office,  its  power  did  not  exist,  for  agra- 
rian crime  was  at  its  minimum.  The 
Minister  and  his  Colleagues  had,  in  a 
brief  space,  reduced  Ireland  to  a  state 
which,  again,  in  his  own  words,  spoken 
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16  months  ago  in  the  Mansion  House  of 
this  City,  and  practically  repeated  to- 
night, was  a  "  shame  and  disgrace  to 
England  in  the  eyes  of  the  civilized 
world." 

Mr.  HEALY  did  not  intend  to  have 
taken  any  part  in  this  debate,  but  for 
the  association  which  had  again  at- 
tempted to  be  established  by  the  Prime 
Minister  between  the  Members  of  the 
Irish  Party  and  those  who  committed 
outrages  in  Ireland.  The  policy  of  the 
Gt)vemment  was  to  fix  the  blame  upon 
them  for  everything  that  occurred  in 
Ireland,  and  on  the  principle  of  throw- 
ing plenty  of  mud,  in  order  that  some  of 
it  might  stick  to  the  occupants  of  the 
Opposition  Benches,  repeated  day  after 
day  the  most  ridiculous  charges  against 
the  Irish  Members.  With  regard  to  the 
quotation  which  had  been  made  from 
his  letter,  he  thought  they  heard  much 
and  saw  little  of  what  would  have  been 
shown  if  the  whole  of  the  extract  had  been 
published  without  alteration  or  emenda- 
tion. The  following  was  the  letter 
which  he  forwarded  to  his  constituents, 
in  acknowledging  the  resolution  sent  to 
him: — 

'*  With  regard  to  the  second  resolution  which 
you  have  forwarded  Mr.  Forster,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  me  to  point  out  to  that  gentleman  on 
the  occasion  in  question  (as  I  had  already 
spoken)  that  the  constituency  which  he  invitea 
me  to  lecture  respecting  outrages  was  a  good 
deal  freer  from  crime  than  his  own  town  of 
Bradford.  The  outcry  which  the  English  raise 
about  outrages  in  our  country  must  be  con- 
sidered hypocritical.  When  a  few  exasperated 
peasants,  driven  by  want  and  oppression,  re- 
taliate by  the  commission  of  regrettable  dis- 
orders, a  howl  is  instantly  raised  in  England ; 
but  when  outrages  are  committed  upon  the 
people  themselves  there  is  not  a  single  word  of 
protest,  as  the  eviction  of  tens  of  thousands 
and  the  ruin  and  enfeeblement  brought  upon 
hundreds  of  persons  imprisoned  without  trial 
continually  witness,  let  this  same  nation, 
within  a  year  or  two  past,  has,  unprovoked, 
slaughtered  thousands  oi  Afghans  in  ooldUood, 
has  blown  up  Basutos  and  Zulus  with  dynamite 
in  their  caves,  have  been  the  curse  of  every 
country  thoy  have  invaded;  and  now,  in  ad- 
miration of  its  own  virtues,  hold  up  it  hands  in 
pious  horror  at  the  proceedings  of  a  small 
section  of  the  oppressed  classes  in  Ireland.  Of 
course,  wc  can  onl^  regard  such  conduct  as 
worse  than  Pharisaical.  For  myself,  I  look 
upon  the  English  in  Ireland  simply  as  a  gang  of 
brignnds,  whose  rule  has  deg^raded,  and  whose 
exactions  have  impoverished  our  country.  The 
captain  of  the  gang,  the  Right  Uon.  W.  £. 
Forster,  invites  me,  as  your  Keprcaentative,  to 
convey  certain  English  moral  lessons  to  the 
town  of  Wexford,  a  town  in  whose  market 
place  his  pr«deoeisorB  slew  100188  and  hundredi 
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of  women  and  babes,  and  upon  whoue  fields  an 
£ngliih  wldier  plocked  out  your  priest's  heart 
to  greaie  bis  boots.  Such  audacity  on  the  part 
of  this  impudent  foreigner  might  well  excite 
iadi^tion  amongst  your  justice  loving-people ; 
Imtit  would  be  a  mistake,  I  think,  on  our  part, 
to  allow  onrselvea  to  be  moved  by  any  expres- 
rioof  of  opinion  of  the  Enelish.  We  should 
merely  ignore  them. — Faithrally  yours, 

"  T.  M.  Healy." 

The  g^nnd  on  which  he  described  the 
Esglish  in  Ireland  as  a  gang  of  brigands 
wu  taken  entirely  from  a  speech  de- 
lifered  some  time  ago  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  On  the  25th  of 
Ootober  last  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  his  celebrated  speech  at  Lirerpool, 
wed  this  expression — 

"  We  know  that  for  the  whole  time  to  which 
I  htve  referred  [that  was,  the  700  years  during 
winch  the  English  had  been  in  Ireland,  im- 
fortanately]  the  Irish  people  have  been  con- 
tetly  dissatisfied.  There  has  not  been  one 
angle  year  during  which  the  removal  of  the 
IngliBh  garrison  would  not  have  been  a  signal 
brthe  instant  uprising  of  the  people,  and  for  a 
dtdaration  of  their  independence.  Is  it  not 
baniliating  to  Englishmen  that  now,  after  700 
nut*  rule,  it  takes  50,000  soldiers  and  police  to 
keep  Ireland?*' 

The  House  would  see  from  this  extract 
that  the  description  of  brigands  given  by 
him  was  only  putting  in  a  condensed 
form  what  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  stated  on  a  larger  scale.  If  it 
took  50,000  soldiers  to  maintain  British 
nle  in  Ireland,  and  if  their  withdrawal 
would,  as  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  believed,  be  a  signal  for  the 
iaatant  uprising  of  the  people,  what 
iDoral  sanction  or  claim  had  the  English 
to  remain  in  Ireland  except  the  claim  of 
Inigaads  ?  That  was  a  proposition  which 
he  was  willing  to  argue  with  any  hon. 
Hember.  If,  according  to  one  of  their 
own  Cabinet  Ministers,  it  took  50,000 
(Mid  mercenaries  to  maintain  their  rule 
ui  Ireland,  and  if  the  people  of  that 
ttQQtry  abhorred  and  despised  them,  he 
^oold  like  to  know  what  better  were 
they  than  a  gang  of  brigands ;  and  if  he 
•nd  other  Irishmen  were  invited  by  Gen- 
tlemen like  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
«ad  to  denounce  crime  in  their  country, 
^9  would  tell  those  Gentlemen  that ; 
^y  regarded  them  simply  as  foreigners, 
uid  they  treated  their  counsels  as  so 
much  impudence,  which  they  declined 
|p  notice  in  the  least  degree.  The  Eng- 
^  people  themselves  were  far  more 
orntai  thim  the  Irish.  The  most  dis- 
ptoefiil  outrages  occurred  week  after 


week  in  that  country.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  more  outrages  occurred  in  one 
month  in  England  than  occurred  in  Ire- 
land for  a  year.  He  could  easily  prove 
that  statement  by  a  reference  to  the 
latest  Report  of  the  London  Society  for 
the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals, 
which  related  by  the  hundred  such  out- 
rages as  tarring  and  burning  dogs,  pull- 
ing the  tongues  out  of  horses,  starving 
donkeys  to  death,  and  mangling  cats 
with  turning  machines — a  resource  of 
civilization  quite  unknown  in  Ireland. 
The  statistics  published  in  this  Report, 
although  they  numbered  thousands  of 
cases  every  quarter,  represented  but  the 
work  of  a  small  Society  in  London.  He 
ventured  to  say  if  a  similar  record  was 
kept  all  over  England,  the  total  would 
reach  20,000  or  30,000  cases  every  year, 
a  figure  which  should  make  the  mock 
Pharisaical  English  turn  their  attention 
to  their  own  country,  and  cease  to  de- 
claim about  Ireland.  It  would  be  far 
better  for  them  to  take  the  mote  out  of 
their  own  eyes  than  operate  upon  the 
beams  of  the  Irish  people.  The  Irish 
Members  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House  repudiated  in  the  strongest  man- 
ner not  merely  outrages  themselves,  but 
they  told  the  House  that,  so  far  from 
these  outrages  being  a  service  to  their 
cause,  they  hindered  and  impeded  it  in 
the  most  material  degree  by  bringing 
down  coercion  upon  the  Irish  people. 
Outrages  were  a  distinct  damage  and  a 
distinct  disadvantage  to  the  cause  in 
which  the  Irish  Party  were  engaged. 
He  had  been  frequently  asked  in  letters, 
and  in  the  newspapers,  why  he  did  not 
say  in  Ireland  what  he  said  in  the  House 
of  Commons  with  respect  to  outrages. 
The  reason  was  very  simple.  If  he  went 
to  Ireland  he  would  be  handed  a  war- 
rant the  moment  he  landed  on  Carlisle 
Pier  and  sent  into  Kilmainham.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  might  be  fairly 
excused  from  going  to  Ireland  at  the 
bidding  of  the  London  newspapers.  The 
political  education  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  Irish  people  was  not  so  complete  as 
the  political  education  of  the  English 
people,  and  they  were  not  guided  to  the 
same  extent  by  the  declarations  of  their 
leaders;  therefore,  there  was  not  that 
quick  connection  between  speeches  deli- 
vered in  that  House  and  the  subsequent 
acts  of  the  people.  By  the  benevolent 
operation  of  English  statesmanship,  the 
masses  of  the  Irish  people  had  been  kept 
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ignorant.  Not  Tory  long  ago  a  price 
was  set  upon  the  head  of  a  schoolmaster 
in  Ireland  as  it  would  be  upon  the  head 
of  a  wolf.  Quickness  of  perception  in 
political  matters  was  retarded,  and  to- 
day it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  if 
those  who  committed  outrages  could  see, 
as  the  Members  of  the  Irish  Party  saw, 
that,  so  far  from  benefiting  their  cause, 
they  were  imposing  a  distinct  hindrance 
to  its  adyancement.  It  was  impossible 
to  suppose  that  if  they  read  the  speeches 
of  their  Representatives  in  Parliament 
they  would  not  have  long  since  ceased 
to  commit  outrages.  The  Irish  Party 
told  the  Government  that  if  the  Coercion 
Act  was  passed  it  would  most  surely 
lead  to  the  commission  of  outrages. 
Well,  so  it  had,  and  the  explanation 
was  not  taken  from  the  prophecy  of  the 
Irish  Party,  but  from  the  fancied  con- 
nection between  them  and  those  who 
perpetrated  the  outrages  in  Ireland. 
In  the  Land  League  there  was  a  large 
number  of  men  who  viewed  Parliamen- 
tary suction  with  the  greatest  jealousy  ; 
they  were  men  who  believed  Parlia- 
mentary action  to  be  entirely  useless; 
and,  therefore,  when  the  Government 
attempted  to  fix  upon  the  Irish  Parlia- 
mentary Party,  who  were  but  very  small 
agents  in  the  matter,  any  responsibility, 
they  were  doing  them  a  great  injustice, 
and  exhibiting  the  ignorance  and  mis- 
conception of  Irish  affairs  which  so 
charmingly  distinguished  Englishmen  in 
general.  The  Prime  Minister  triumph- 
antly repeated  some  statement  as  to 
£100  having  been  subscribed  by  the 
Land  League  for  a  certain  purpose,  and 
said  it  had  never  been  denied.  Were 
they  to  deny  everything  that  came  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  ?  The  occupants  of 
the  Treasury  Bench  did  not  deny  many 
of  their  allegations ;  and  if  the  Irish 
Party  laid  themselves  out  for  contradict- 
ing every  slander  heaped  upon  them 
and  their  country  they  would  have  con- 
stant occupation.  For  his  part,  he  had 
never  any  connection  with  the  Executive 
of  the  Land  League,  or  with  the  appor- 
tionment of  its  funds.  If  he  had  an 
offer  of  the  kind,  he  should  decline  with 
thanks,  for  the  gentlemen  of  the  Land 
League  were  well  able  to  conduct  their 
own  affairs.  The  connection  between 
the  Land  League  and  the  Irish  Party 
simply  amounted  to  this.  The  latter 
were  engaged  as  the  champions  of  a 
particular  scheme  of  agranan  reform 

Mr.  Healy 


which  was  similar  to  that  advocated  I 
the  Land  League ;  but  there  the  conne 
tion  ended.  He  himself  could  say  fait) 
fully  that  he  had  as  little  to  do  with  tl 
political  working  of  the  Land  League  i 
any  Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  Bene 
P*  Oh  !  "]  That  was  absolutely  a  fac 
He  challenged  anyone  to  deny  it.  ( 
course,  when  a  great  crisis  came  in  Ir 
land,  and  when  the  people  of  Irelai 
needed,  as  he  believed,  to  be  instructs 
he  went  from  town  to  town  expressii 
his  views ;  and  he  hoped,  when  the  pr 
sent  Government  went  out  of  Office, 
go  again  and  give  his  views  to  tl 
people  of  Ireland.  Selections  we: 
made  from  their  speeches  as  specimei 
of  incitement  to  outrage  by  the  Prin 
Minister  ;  but  if  this  sort  of  constructi' 
interpretation  was  placed  upon  word 
there  was  no  man  worse  in  this  respe 
than  the  Prime  Minister  himself.  Tl 
Clerkenwell  outrage,  said  the  Prin 
Minister  on  one  occasion,  had  no  mo 
to  do  with  pulling  down  the  Irish  Chun 
than  the  tolling  of  the  bell  had  in  brinj 
ing  people  to  worship.  What  was  th 
but  an  incitement  to  outrage — an  in^ 
tation  to  the  Irish  Members  to  toll  tl 
bell  if  they  wished  to  have  their  grie 
ances  redressed?  But  he  would  n 
pursue  the  subject.  The  Prime  Mini 
ter  sought  to  throw  on  them  responsib 
lity  for  the  outrages.  But  he,  for  on 
begged  to  repudiate  any  responsibili 
in  that  matter  whatever. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  he  hi 
listened  to  the  debate  in  the  hope  th 
some  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Treasu: 
Bench  would  supplement  the  speech 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  tell  the  Hon 
something  more  definite  than  that  whic 
had  fallen  from  him.  The  Prime  Mini 
ter  had  assumed  that  the  hon.  ai 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (M 
Gorst)  had  endeavoured  to  fix  the  di 
on  which  the  Government  should  a 
nounce  some  further  measures  for  dea 
ing  with  Ireland.  That  was  a  mi 
apprehension.  The  hon.  and  leam< 
Member  had  made  a  statement  to  tl 
House  with  regard  to  the  condition 
Ireland,  which  was  of  the  gravest  ai 
most  alarming  character.  That  w 
either  a  true  statement  or  it  was  not. 
it  was  not  true  it  ought  to  be  contr 
dieted  at  once  by  the  Government.  1 
on  the  other  hand,  it  was  a  true  aoooui 
of  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland,  the 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  question  wi 
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one  which  did  not  admit  of  delay.    They 
oould  not  wait  to  suit  the  convenience  of 
the  Ooyemment  until  further  shocking 
mnrdera  were  committed.     At  the  com- 
mencement of   the   Session    the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  told  them  that 
mttters  were  so  far  improved  that  a  few 
weeks  previous  he  had  thought  he  should 
be  unable  to  meet  Parliament  without 
kaviDg  to  ask  for  further  powers.     It 
was  ^ear,  therefore,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  it  in  contemplation  to  appeal 
to  Parliament  for    additional    powers. 
The  Oovemment  ought  now  to  give  the 
eonntiy  some  definite   assurance    that 
tiiey  would  deal  without  delay  with  the 
Toy  g^ve  state  of  affairs  existing  in 
Inland ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  noble 
Harquess  the  Secretary  of   State    for 
Lidia  would  rise  and  give  the  House 
that  assurance,   and    then    the  House 
woold  separate  for  the  holidays  with 
len  alarm .     The  most  despairing  speech 
wkich  had  been  made  that  day  by  the 
Frime  Minister  would  be  read  with  deep 
eoncem  by  the  country. 

Ha.  CALLAN  said,  he  believed  there 
was  no  Member  of  the  House  who  did 
not  view  with  regret  the  binital  murder 
perpetrated  in  Westmeath  on  Sunday 
urt;  but  while  viewing  the  murder  with 
abhorrence  they  should  draw  some  lesson 
from  it.  Where  was  that  murder  per- 
petrated? Not  in  a  distressed  district 
m  Ireland,  but  in  one  of  the  most  pros- 
perous and  richest  portions  of  the  coun- 
try. It  was  well  known  that  for  the 
hist  30  years  in  Ireland  the  condition 
of  affairs  in  that  district  had  not  been 
healthy.  Ever  since  a  packed  jury  con- 
victed an  innocent  man  who  was  charged 
with  an  attempt  on  the  life  of  Sir 
Francis  Hopkins,  a  feeling  of  dissatis- 
betion,  of  mistrust  of  the  Taw  had  pre- 
vailed in  that  district,  and  they  should 
kam  from  that  lesson  not  hastily  to 
abrogate  the  rights  of  citizens,  and  to 
enact  what  was  tantamount  to  martial 
law— namely,  trial  by  some  resident  ma- 
gistrates and  justices.  Ho  represented 
a  county  which  the  blundering  inca- 

K)les  who  regulated  the  Executive  in 
bUn  Castle  had  recommended  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  have  pro- 
daimed.  In  this  county  six  **  suspects '' 
bad  been  arrested;  two  of  them  had 
been  lately  liberated.  He  felt  a  pecu- 
liar interest  in  these  ''  suspects.''  If 
they  were  all  supporters  of  his  at  the 
late  Election,   they  were  not  all  Land 


Leaguers,  but  they  were  the  victims  of 
the  police.  Captain  Keogh,  presiding 
in  Dundalk,  on  the  4th  of  February,  said 
it  was  all  nonsense  to  speak  of  keeping 
arms  for  protection  in  that  country. 
There  was  not  a  quieter  spot  in  the 
whole  world  than  the  county  Louth. 
He  must  express  his  regret  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  not  in 
his  place  to  hear  the  observations  which 
might  have  been  made  upon  his  political 
conduct.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  be  removed  from  his  present 
position  and  replaced  by  someone  who 
was  more  capable  of  governing  Ireland, 
and  who,  from  his  antecedents,  was  more 
likely  to  promote  satisfactory  results  in 
that  country.  The  Government  ought 
to  state  whether,  if  Irish  Members 
visited  their  constituents  to  consult  them 
about  the  Land  Act  or  other  matters, 
they  would  be  placed  under  arrest  on 
what  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
called  '*  reasonable  suspicion."  If  he 
himself  went  to  Ireland  and  addressed 
his  constituents,  even  although  he 
was  not  a  Land  Leaguer,  and  never 
would  be  one,  and  even  although 
he  might  denounce  outrages,  he  might 
become  a  victim  of  the  suspicions  of  the 
police,  and,  no  doubt,  his  Radical  Friends 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  would 
say  that  it  served  him  right.  It  would 
be  unwise  for  Irish  Members  to  rush 
within  the  toils  of  the  hunter.  They 
should  remain  where  they  could  be  of 
most  service  to  their  country,  and  where 
they  could  strike  the  heaviest  blows  at 
the  common  enemy. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House,  at  its  rising, 
do  adjourn  until  Monday  1 7th  April. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 

before  Seven  o'clock  till 

Monday  1 7th  April. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  11  th  April,  1882. 


MINUTES.]  — Select  Committee— Ecclesias- 
tical and  Mortuary  Fees,  Mr.  Illingworth, 
Mr.  George  Russell,  and  Mr.  H.  Davenport 
added. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — Army  Esti* 


MATES. 


731 


Army 


{COMMONS  I 


OrganiusUon. 


732 
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Electric  Lighting  [122]. 
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Q  UE8TI0N8. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION- COLONELS  OF 
THE  ORDNANCE  CORPS. 

Mr.  GEOEGE  EUSSELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
has  considered  the  case  of  the  Lieute- 
nant Colonels  of  the  Ordnance  Corps 
who  will  be  placed  on  half-pay  on  the 
1st  October  next,  and  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  take  further  steps  to  retire  the 
pre-warrant  Colonels  and  Lieutenant 
Colonels  of  those  Corps,  so  that  the 
half-pay  Lieutenant  Colonels  junior  to 
them  may  be  employed,  instead  of  being 
compelled  to  retire  from  the  Army ;  and, 
if  it  is  not  the  case  that  the  actuarial  cal- 
culations prove  such  future  steps  would 
produce  an  economy  in  pensions,  and 
that  the  efficiency  of  the  Service  will  be 
increased  by  the  retirement  of  the  seniors 
instead  of  the  juniors  ? 

Mr.  CniLDEKS :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  this 
case  has  been  under  my  consideration 
for  nearly  two  years.  Lord  Morley's 
Committee  on  Promotion  and  Employ- 
ment in  the  Eoyal  Artillery  and  Engi- 
neers specially  dealt  with  it,  the  result 
being  that  a  large  number  of  colonels 
and  lieutenant  colonels  promoted  before 
October,  1877,  have  been  retired;  but 
I  do  not  think  that  I  could  offer  better 
terms  to  those  who  remain  (that  is  to 
say,  three  colonels  holding  ordinary  dis- 
trict commands,  and  15  lieutenant  colo- 
nels) than  the  terms  offered  in  the  recent 
Warrant,  of  which  they  did  not  avail 
themselves.  The  last  words  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  first  Question  implied  that  an 
officer  is  compelled  to  retire  from  the 
Army  when  unemployed.  This  is  not 
80,  those  officers  having  the  option  of 
going  to  half-pay  for  five  years  with  the 
chances  of  re-employment.  In  reply  to 
the  second  Question,  I  can  only  say  that 
I  am  not  satisfied  that  economy  would 
be  the  result  of  any  feasible  plan  ex- 
tending the  retirement  of  lieutenant 
colonels  of  Engineers.  Such  an  exten- 
sion would  have  to  be  very  large  if  any 
additional  boon  were  to  result  to  their 
juniors. 


ARMY— THE   REVISED   ARMY  WAR- 
RANT—ARTICLE 23. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  dif- 
ference of  wording  of  Article  23,  re- 
cently inserted  in  the  Eevised  Warrant 
of  the  25th  of  June  1881,  and  Article  22 
of  the  same  Warrant,  which  provides 
that  General  and  Field  Officers,  excep- 
tionally promoted  for  distinguished  ser- 
vice in  the  Field,  shall  be  selected  for 
promotion  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  and  that  their  ser- 
vice shall  be  published  in  the  London 
Gazette ;  and,  whether  he  proposes,  in 
any  future  revision,  to  alter  the  said 
Article  in  accordance  with  established 
and  constitutional  precedent  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  my  noble 
Friend's  Question  appears  to  me  to  be 
based  on  two  misconceptions.  In  the 
first  place,  by  Article  27,  all  promotions 
are  made  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  Commander-in-Chief,  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  State.  Secondly,  Lord 
Cranbrook's  Warrant  of  May,  1878, 
Articles  18f,  21h,  and  23f,  established 

gromotions  for  captains,*  majors,  and 
eutenant  colonels  on  account  of  dis- 
tinguished service  of  an  exceptional 
nature  ot  berth  an  in  the  field  ;  and  the 
present  Warrant  only  allows  such  promo- 
tions, using  precisely  the  same  words, 
for  colonels  and  officers  of  higher  rank. 
I  presume,  however,  that  the  real  sugges- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend  is  that  the 
reasons  for  these  promotions  should  ap- 
pear in  The  Oanette,  Hitherto  service  in 
the  field  has  been  the  only  service  men- 
tioned in  a  Gazette,  and  with  the  object 
solely  of  doing  honour  to  the  officer; 
and  I  am  disinclined  to  weaken  the  effect 
of  these  notices  by  extending  them  to 
promotions  for  other  causes. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  gave  No- 
tice  that  he  would  take  an  early  op- 
portunity of  calling  attention  to  the 
subject. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— UNIFORMS  OF 
SCOTCH  REGIMENTS. 

Colonel  MILNE  HOME  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  oom- 
pensation  will  be  given  to  officers  in  the 
Koyal  Scots  and  other  regiments  where 
the  present  uniform  is  to  be  changed 
into  doublet  and  trews  ? 
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Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  regu- 
lated compensation  will  be  granted  on 
the  officers'  application. 

PROTECTION  OF  PEKSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
PARNELL. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  that,  seeing  the 
Attomej  Oeneral  in  his  place,  he  would 
noir  ask  him  the  following  Question, 
of  which  he  had  only  given  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  private  Notice— 
namely,  Whether  Mr.  Parnell,  M.P., 
having  been  arrested  on  the  13th  of 
October,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
44tk  of  Victoria,  cap.  4,  sec.  1,  and 
having  been  released  from  custody  on 
the  nth  of  April,  can  be  lawfully  re- 
arrested and  detained  in  custody  under 
the  orig^al  warrant ;  and  whether,  if  a 
new  warrant  is  necessary,  it  must  not  be 
isBued  in  virtue  of  a  new  ofiPence  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
Herrt  James^  :  The  hon.  Member  said 
he  gave  me  private  Notice  of  this  Ques- 
tkm ;  but  I  received  no  Notice  whatever 
until  I  entered  the  House.  I  must, 
therefore,  ask  him  to  put  his  Question 
on  the  Paper,  to  be  answered  by  myself 
erthe  Irish  Law  Officers  to-morrow. 

Mb.  LEWIS  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  ask  the  Question  to-morrow.  As 
it  related  to  the  liberty  of  the  subject, 
he  thought  that  no  great  Notice  ought 
to  have  been  required  under  the  circum- 
■tances.  He  had  left  the  Notice  in  the 
loom  of  the  Attorney  General  nearly  au 
hour  ago. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HwBY  James)  :  What  is  that  ? 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 

AEMY   (ANNUAL)  BILL.-[Bill  106.1 
[Ur.  Secretary    Childertj   The    Judge    Advocate 
Qeneralf  Mr.    Trevelyan,   Mr,  Campbell-Ban' 
iterman.) 

C0M3nTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  eontidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 

Ub.  sexton  said,  he  wished  to  put 
t  Question  to  the  Chairman  on  a  point 
of  Order.  He  had  given  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  move  the  insertion  of  two  or 
three  new  clauses  at  the  end  of  Clause  3, 


and  he  wished  to  know  at  what  stage  of 
the  Bill  he  was  to  move  them  ? 

The  chairman  said,  they  must  be 
moved  at  the  end  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  4  (Correction  of  misprints  in 
44  and  45  Vict.  c.  58). 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
RAL  (Mr.  OsBOBNE  Mobgan)  moved,  in 
page  3,  after  line  31,  to  insert — 

**  (5.)  In  soction  ono  hundred  and  forty-five 
of  *  The  Army  Act,  1881,*  the  words  *  when  any 
order  or  decree '  shall  be  substituted  for  the 
words  *  when  any  order,  decree  *  in  the  second 
sub-section." 

He  explained  that  the  Amendment  had 
been  rendered  necessary  by  the  addition 
of  the  word  **  or  "  after  **  order." 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  sexton  rose  to  move  the  in- 
sertion of  a  new  clause  to  provide  that 
there  should  be  paid  to  every  soldier 
engaged  in  special  service  relating  to 
the  recovery  of  rents,  ejectments,  and 
evictions  in  Ireland,  a  daily  sum,  by 
way  of  extra  allowance,  over  and  above 
his  regular  daily  pay,  equal  to  the 
daily  extra  sum  allowed  for  similar 
service  to  each  member  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  that  this  clause  and  the  clause 
which  follows,  relating  to  the  rates  to  be 
paid  to  carmen,  are  not  in  Order,  be- 
cause they  propose  to  increase  the  sums 
considered  to  be  necessary  by  the  Crown 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  Army,  and, 
therefore,  they  cannot  be  put.  The 
third  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
Order. 

Mb.  HEALY,  on  the  point  of  Order, 
wished  to  ask  if  the  Chairman  was 
aware  that  the  late  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees (Mr.  Cecil  Raikes)  allowed  the 
hon.  Member  for  Qalway  to  move  an 
Amendment  of  a  similar  character?  Was 
the  ruling  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  Chair  had  just  given,  given 
with  a  knowledge  of  the  course  taken 
by  his  Predecessor  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  I  have  not,  at 
the  moment,  been  able  to  read  the  ruling 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers ;  but  I 
have  a  distinct  recollection  of  it.  The 
Rule  then  laid  down,  as  I  recollect,  ren- 
dered it  possible  to  move  such  an  Amend- 
ment in  a  Bill  which  had  not  any  force 
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in  law,  but  which  required  an  annual 
Act  of  Parliament  to  bring  it  into  force. 
But  the  present  Bill  is  of  a  different 
character,  because  it  becomes  an  Act 
which  is  in  itself  law ;  and,  therefore,  the 
ruling  to  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Healy)  has  referred  does  not  apply. 

Mr.  sexton  remarked,  that  the 
gross  sum  involved  was  not  a  very  large 
one,  and  the  expense  was  one  which 
was  under  the  control  of  the  War  Office. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Whether  the  sum 
be  large  or  small,  as  it  is  larger  than  is 
considered  by  the  responsible  Minister 
of  the  Crown  to  be  necessary  for  the 
Public  Service,  it  would  be  an  increase; 
and,  being  an  increase,  it  would  be  quite 
out  of  Order  for  a  private  Member  to 
move  it. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  the  second  of  the 
proposed  clauses  raised  a  question  of 
very  considerable  importance — namely, 
whether  very  gross  cruelty  was  not 
practised  in  the  way  in  which  the  cars 
were  used  by  the  police  and  the  mili- 
tary ?  It  might  be  that  there  were  out- 
rages and  cases  of  cruelty  to  animals  in 
certain  parts  of  Ireland;  but  he  was 
prepared  to  contend  that  much  greater 
cruelty  was  practised  by  persons  in  the 
pay  of  the  Government  in  putting  the 
law  into  force. 

Mr.  sexton  observed  that,  if  it 
would  be  in  Order,  he  should  be  glad 
to  move  the  latter  part  of  the  second 
of  the  proposed  new  clauses,  which 
merely  related  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  cars  were  to  be  used.  He 
was  personally  acquainted  with  the  fact 
that  a  great  deal  of  cruelty  was  prac- 
tised towards  horses  in  Ireland,  and 
that  the  property  of  the  car  owners  was 
very  much  damaged.  The  only  object 
of  the  latter  part  of  the  clause  was  to 
impose  regulations  upon  the  police  and 
military  in  regard  to  the  use  of  private 
property  in  Ireland,  so  as  to  prevent,  in 
future,  not  only  cruelty  to  horses,  but 
damage  to  property.  He  should  be  glad 
to  know  whether  it  was  competent  for 
him  to  move  the  latter  part  of  the 
dause? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  That  portion  of 
the  clause,  I  think,  would  be  in  Order. 

Mb.  sexton  said  he  would  move, 
then,  after  Clause  3,  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing Clause : — 

"  No  car  shall  be  ased  for^the  conreyance  of 
more  than  four  soldiers,  and  shall  not  be  driven 
upon  any  one  day,  unless  a  change  of  horses  be 
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provided,  more  than  eight  milet  out  and  eigh 
miles  back,  and  shall  not  be  driven  at  a  pac> 
exceeding  six  miles  per  hour." 

At  present,  in  some  parts  of  Ireland,  i 
was  no  uncommon  circumstance  to  fin( 
a  car  crowded  with  six  or  seven  soldiers 
who  were  driven  great  distances,  oftei 
by  inexperienced  persons  and  sometimet 
by  the  soldiers  themselves.  The  conse 
quence  was  that  the  horses  were  fre 
quently  rendered  useless  to  their  ownen 
for  any  further  work  for  a  considerabh 
time.  The  horses  were  driven  at  a  head 
long  speed  and  were  often  covered  witl 
foam.  In  the  present  excited  state  o: 
Ireland,  when  the  direction  of  affain 
was  presided  over  by  persons  at  a  dis- 
tance, he  considered  that  it  was  desir- 
able for  Parliament  to  interfere,  in  ordei 
that  there  might  not  be  added  to  all  the 
other  elements  of  confusion,  excitement, 
and  ill-feeling,  cruelty  to  animals,  and 
the  wanton  injury  and  destruction  oi 
private  property  by  persons  in  a  subor- 
dinate position.  He  simply  asked  thai 
when  a  magistrate  or  other  ofiB.cer  took 
a  car  for  the  purpose  of  serving  evic- 
tions, he  should  see  that  the  horse  and 
car  were  used  in  a  fair  and  proper  way. 
Of  course,  the  regulations  which  were 
submitted  in  the  clause  would  be  sub- 
ject to  modification  at  the  discretion  of 
the  Committee.  He  simply  threw  them 
out  as  the  basis  of  a  rational  settlement ; 
and  if  the  proposal  were  accepted,  he 
felt  sure  that  it  would  be  received  with 
thankfulness  by  the  Irish  people.  He 
was  also  satisfied,  from  the  courtesy 
which  was  always  displayed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  that  the  proposition  would  re- 
ceive fair  consideration. 

New  Clause — 

"  No  car  shall  be  used  for  the  conveyance  of 
more  than  four  soldiers,  and  shfdl  not  be  driven 
upon  anv  one  day,  unless  a  change  of  horses  be 
provided,  more  than  eight  miles  out  and  eight 
miles  back,  and  shall  not  be  driven  at  a  pace 
exceeding  six  miles  per  hour," — {Mr,  Sexton^ 

— hrotight  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  seoond 
time." 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  1  do  not  think 
that  it  is  either  expedient  or  neceseaxy 
that  I  should  enter  at  length  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  question;  but  I  think  I 
can  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  very  good 
reasons  why  I  object  to  the  cla>^,  when 
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I  saj  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  cars 

which  have  been  employed  in  Irelnnd 

luiTe  practically  been  obtained  by  the 

ordinary  process,  and    not  under    the 

compulsory  clauses  of  the  Act.     In  one 

eiM,   where  complaint  arose,    the  cir- 

coinstanoes  were  considered  by  myself  on 

in  appeal  at  the  War  Office,  and  that 

vbich  was  deemed  to  be  just  was  done. 

I  think,  therefore,  that  the  clause,  as 

proposed  to  be  altered,  would  really  ooly 

apply  to  the  employment  of  cars  in  Ireland 

in  a  manner  in  which  they  have  never 

jet  been  employed,  and  would,  therefore, 

be  entirely  nugatory.     I  would  suggest 

^  it  would  be  much  better  to  leave 

the  matter  as  it  is  now,  so  that    any 

flomplaint  as  to  the  unfair  use  of  cars 

may  be  dealt  with  by  the  authorities 

it  the  War  Office.     They  have   only 

hitherto  been  employed  when  necessary. 

What  I    promised  the  other   day,   on 

the  second  reading,  was  that  I  would 

look  into  the  matter  carefully  before 

next  year,  and  I  added  that  if  any  com- 

pUints  were  made  in  the  meanwhile  I 

vonld  consider  them,  and  they  would 

he  dealt  with  on  principles  of  justice.    I 

cinnot,  therefore,  give  my  consent  to  the 

introduction  into  the  present  Bill  of  a 

danee  which  would  not  affect  the  general 

pnctise,  but  would  only  deal  with  cases 

vhich  have  not  hitherto  occurred,  and 

which  are  not  likely  to  occur.  For  these 

reasons  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 

not  press  the  clause. 

Mb.  HEALY  thought  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sex- 
ton) was  placed  in  a  position  of  consi- 
derable disadvantage  in  haviog  had  his 
^Qee  curtailed.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  be  unaware  of  the  fact 
tUt  a  considerable  number  of  seizures 
of  cars  had  been  made  by  the  military 
tnthorities  under  the  compulsory  clauses 
of  the  Act.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
st said  there  had  been  no  seizure  by 
loldiers. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  What  I  said  was 
that  no  complaints  had  arisen  except  in 
One  case.  In  the  particular  districts  in 
thioh  it  has  been  necessary  to  employ 
cars  the  Government  have  not  taken  ad- 
vantage of  the  powers  of  the  Act,  and 
te  have  been  very  careful  to  see  that  no 
injustice  was  done. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  that  being  so 
did  not  do  away  with  the  opposition  of 
the  Irish  Members,  nor  in  the  slightest 
degree  alter  their  position.     Their  con- 
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tention  was  that  when  cars  were  seized 
under  the  compulsory  clauses  of  the 
Act  there  should  be  due  compensation 
awarded ;  that  care  should  be  taken  that 
no  unfair  use  was  made  of  the  cars; 
that  the  horses  should  not  be  over 
driven,  and  that  the  cars  should  not  be 
crowded.  He  had  read  in  the  papers 
the  other  day  an  account  of  a  case  in 
which  the  use  of  cars  having  been 
refused,  the  soldiers  and  police  seized 
them,  and  drove  them  at  such  a  rate 
that  the  knees  of  the  horses  were  cut 
and  broken.  In  every  instance  the  car 
used  was  improperly  crowded.  He  was 
not  in  a  position  to  state  that  the  facts 
reported  in  the  papers  were  absolutely 
true;  but  he  thought  some  inquiry  ought 
to  be  made  into  them.  What  he  desired 
now  to  obtain  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
was  an  assurance,  in  the  event  of  injury 
being  done  to  the  horses,  or  where  there 
was  a  complaint  of  overloading  and 
damage  to  the  cars,  he  would  at  once 
cause  an  investigation  to  be  made,  and 
see  that  the  person  who  made  the  com- 
plaint was  properly  compensated.  He 
presumed  that,  as  far  as  the  clause  moved 
by  his  hon.  Friend  was  concerned,  he 
could  scarcely  expect  the  last  part  of  it 
would  bo  inserted,  seeing  that  the  first 
portion  had  been  ruled  by  the  Chairman 
to  be  informal.  All  he  desired  was  that 
an  assurance  should  be  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  whenever  a 
compulsory  seizure  of  cars  was  made, 
and  it  could  be  proved  that  the  horses 
had  been  driven  im fairly  and  the  pro- 
perty damaged,  the  owners  of  the  cars 
should  have  a  claim  for  compensation. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  giving  an  assurance  to  that 
effect,  inasmuch  as  that  is  the  principle 
upon  which  the  War  Office  has  already 
acted. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  assurance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  altogether  satisfac- 
tory, as  it  only  went  to  a  certain  length. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  promised 
that  compensation  would  be  made  in  all 
cases  in  which  it  could  be  shown  that 
the  horses  or  cars  had  been  unfairly 
treated.  In  such  cases,  of  course,  the 
owners  would  be  entitled  to  be  paid  for 
the  damage  done ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  no  provision  whatever 
for  the  unfortunate  horses.  It  was,  un- 
fortunately, the  custom  in  Ireland,  when 
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eTictinns  were  to  be  canied  out,  to  drive 
the  horses  over  heavy  roads,  at  an  un- 
reasonable pace  and  for  an  unreasonable 
dtetando.  In  fact,  the  amount  of  crueltv 
perpetrated  in  this  way  was  very  much 
in  excess  of  anything  that  had  takea 
place  in  the  cases  which  had  been  cited 
in  the  House  as  instances  of  cruelty  to 
animals. 

Mr.CHILDERS:  Of  course,  I  cannot 
undertake  to  compensate  horses;  but  I 
will  see  that  justice  is  done  to  owners, 
where  exceptional  arrangements  have  to 
be  made. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  his  object  in 
moving  the  clause  was  to  obtain  an 
assurance  that  the  owners  would  be 
compensated  for  any  injury  inflicted 
upon  them.  He  had  every  confidence, 
after  the  statement  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
when  a  well-founded  complaint  was 
made  to  him  the  owners  would  receive 
due  compensation ;  and  he  would  there- 
fore, wiUi  the  leave  of  the  Committee, 
withdraw  the  clause. 

Motion,  by  leave,  irithdraicn. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Mr.  8£XT0N  said,  be  had  now  to 
move  a  clause  relating  to  the  liability 
of  a  soldier  to  maintain  his  wife  and 
children.  He  proposed  in  page  3,  after 
Clause  5,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause : — 
(Liability  of  soldiera  to  maintain  wife  &nd 
children.) 

"  ^Vhereas  it  is  deeirable  that  the  liability  of 
a  soldier  or  &larine  to  mnintain  bis  wife  and 
children  should  be  rest  nnd  better  defined,  and 
it  is  expodient  to  provide  fer  the  eame :  Be  it 
therefore  enacted,  as  foUowB; — 

"  That  section  U5  of  •  The  Army  Act,  1881,' 
shall  be  construed— 

"  ^1.)  Ab  tbaugh  the  word '  ehall '  stood  in  the 
plaoo  o(  '  may '  in  aub-sectioa  2,  Clause  6  : 

"  {i  )  As  though  all  tho  words  after  '  com- 
manding officer  of  such  soldier,'  in  sub-section 
3,  were  omitted." 

The  object  of  the  clause  was  to  interpret 
the  145th  section  of  the  Act  of  1881  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  compel  a  soldier  to 
maintain  bis  wife  and  children,  whether 
such  children  were  bom  in  wedlock  or 
otherwise.  The  existing  law  was,  in  his 
(Mr.  Sexton's)  opinion,  seriously  defec- 
tive. Several  years  had  passed  since 
B  clause  was  inserted  in  the  Mutiny  Act, 
declaring  that  every  soldier  belonging 
to  tho  Regular  Forces  was  liable  to  coa- 
tribute  to  the  maintenance  of  his  wife 
Mr.  Biggar 


and  children  to  the  same  extent  as  a 
civilian.  But  although  several  years 
had  passed  since  that  provision,  deolar- 
ing  that  the  soldier  should  be  made  liable 
for  the  first  of  his  natural  obligations, 
was  inserted,  it  was  nevertheless  the  fact 
that  the  provieion  had  been  rendered 
altogether  nugatory  by  the  stipulations 
with  which  it  was  surrounded.  It  had 
been  stated,  that  in  the  first  parochial 
year  following  the  insertion  of  this  pro- 
vision in  the  Mutiny  Act,  the  total 
amount  paid  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  the  wives  and  children  of 
soldiers,  and  towards  the  maintenance 
of  children  whose  mothers  were  not 
married,  amounted  to  £1,500.  He  had 
since  learned,  however,  that  this  state- 
ment was  altogether  inaccurate  ;  and  he 
was  informed  by  a  leading  member  of 
an  association  which  took  an  interest  in 
the  question  that  the  total  amount  paid 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  the  firat 
parochial  year,  instead  of  being  £),S00, 
was  only  £58.  He  thought  that  fact 
was  amply  sufficient  in  itself  to  show 
that  the  provieion  which  had  been  in- 
serted  in  the  Act,  which  professed  to 
place  a  soldier  on  the  same  level  as  & 
civilian,  had  totally  failed.  He  Tonld 
explain  in  a  few  words  what  the  present 
position  of  a  soldier  was.  If  a  man  de- 
serted  his  wife  and  children  and  enlisted 
into  Her  Majesty's  Army,  what  steps 
had  the  wife  to  take  in  order  to  obtain 
proper  support  for  herself  and  family. 
In  the  first  place,  she  was  obliged  to  go 
to  the  Union  and  obtain  relief ;  and  thea 
she  was  required  to  procure  a  aunimons 
to  be  served  on  her  husband's  com- 
manding officer,  wherever  he  might 
happen  to  be.  It  was  a  shameful  net 
that  the  organization  of  the  British 
Army  was  conducted  in  such  a  vay 
that  before  a  man  became  liable  to  these 
obligations  care  was  taken  to  remora 
him  from  the  town  in  which  he  was 
likely  to  become  liable,  before  the  woman 
could  take  any  steps  to  assert  her  rights. 
But  that  was  not  all.  The  wife  had,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  go  to  the  workhoase ; 
in  the  second  place,  to  apply  to  the  Board 
of  Guardians  for  a  summons  against  the 
commanding  officer;  in  the  third,  she 
was  required  to  serve  the  summons  at 
the  place  where  the  soldier  was  quar- 
tered ;  and,  fourthly,  she  was  required 
to  deposit  with  the  summons  a  sum  of 
money  sufficient  to  take  the  soldier  tiom 
the  place  where  he  was  quartered  to  the 
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place  where  the  case  was  to  be  heard, 
and  then  to  take  him  back  ag^in.     In 
the  case  of  a  mother  who  was  not  the 
wife,    the    same   regulations   were   en- 
forced.    She  had  to   apply  for  a  sum- 
mons to   be   served   on   the  command- 
ing officer  of  the  soldier  wherever  he 
happened  to  be  quartered,  and  to  deposit 
a   sam   of    money  sufficient    to  bring 
him  to  the  place  of  hearing  and  take 
him  back  again.     The  Committee  would 
•ee  that  such  a  requirement  amounted, 
in  many  cases,  to  a  total  abnegation  of 
justice.     He  was  informed  that  the  effect 
of  the  regulation  was  to  make  it  neces- 
sary for  a  poor  woman  who   had  any 
claim  upon  a  soldier  to  deposit  a  sum  of 
money  that  was  never  less  than  £2,  and 
wbich  often  exceeded  that  sum.     A  poor 
woman  was  often  unable  to  procure  such 
anim ;  and  the  enforcement  of  the  regu- 
lation, therefore,  amounted   to   a  total 
denial  of  justice.    The  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
dropped  an  observation  on  the  second 
leaaing  of  the  Bill  which  seemed  to  have 
8ome  force — namely,  that  if  the  mere 
issne  of  a  summons  was  all  that  was 
required   to   bring  a   soldier  from  his 
quarters,  there  would  be  cases  of  collu- 
non  with  a  view  to  enabling  the  soldier 
to  desert.     Of  course,  that  danger  would 
exist;  but  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  thought  the 
Ksources  of  the  law  would  be  sufficient 
to  guard  against  it.     But  even  if  it  did 
occur,  was  it  to  be  said  that  because 
in  one  case    out  of   100  there    might 
be  collusion  between  a  soldier  and   a 
woman  in  order  to  enable  the  soldier  to 
desert  from  Her  Majesty's  Service,  that 
in  the  99  other  cases  defenceless  women 
luiving  a  legal  claim  upon  the  soldier 
should   be    deprived  of   the  moans  of 
Userting  their  claims  to  the  maintenance 
of  their  children  and  themselves  ?     He 
koped  the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  not 
tttempt  to  maintain  that  contention.     It 
Ittd  also  been  pointed  out  that  the  sol- 
dier, at  the  time  the  summons  was  served, 
might  be  with  his  regiment  ordered  for 
foreign  service.     He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did 
not  tnink  the  mere  fact  that  the  man 
was  ordered  for  foreign  service  should 
amount  to  a  plenary  indulgence.   Surely 
tiie  Service  of  the  Queen  had  not  come 
to  such  a  pass  that  every  individual  sol- 
dier under  orders  for  foreign   service 
must  be  protected  against  his  civil  lia- 
bilities.    If  any  class  of  Her  Majesty's 


subjects  deserved  commiseration  at  the 
hands  of  the  Committee  it  was  these  un- 
fortunate  women,    whether  they    were 
wives  or  otherwise,  who  were  abandoned 
by  the  men  who  were  morally  bound  to 
protect  and  maintain  them.     He  should 
be  surprised  if  the  Government,  desiring 
and  affecting  as  they  did  to  be  considered 
a  moral  Government,  should  take  upon 
themselves  to  say  that  HerMajesty'sArmy 
was  to  bo  a  refuge  for  every  abandoned 
man  who  desired  to  desert  those  who 
had  a  natural  claim  upon  him.     He  did 
not  address  this  complaint  in  particular 
to  right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  in  Office. 
The  matter  was  not  new  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  there   were  more  than 
one  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentleman  sit- 
ting on  the  Treasury  Bench  who  had,  on 
a  previous  occasion,  voted  for  an  Amend- 
ment identical  with  that  which  he  was 
about  to  submit  to  the  Committee.     It 
was,  therefore,  no  new  afiPair.     Among 
those  who  had  already  supported  a  simi- 
lar Amendment  were  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  TMr.  Dodson), 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Fawcett),  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor   General  for  England 
(SirFarrer  HerschoU),  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haverfordwest  (Lord  Ken- 
sington), and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr. 
Mundella).     All  of  those  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  already  voted  for 
the  Amendment,  and  he  trusted  that  he 
should  have  their  support  on  the  present 
occasion.      When,    however,    a   woman 
had  gone  through  all  the  various  pre- 
liminary stages  which  he  had  described — 
after  she  had  gone  into  the  workhouse, 
obtained  a  summons,  and  deposited  a 
sum  of  money  necessary  to   bring  the 
soldier  to  the  place  where  the  case  was 
to  be  heard,  and  take  him  back  again, 
she  could  then  obtain  in  her  favour  a 
reduction  of  the  soldier's  pay.     But  even 
then  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  was  interposed,  and  she 
was  likely  to  be  deprived  of  the  small 
sum  awarded  to  her.     The  Act  of  Par- 
liament said  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
*'  may,"  at  his  discretion  and  good  plea- 
sure, order  a  portion   of  the  pay  not 
exceeding  6rf.  per  day  in  the  case  of  a  ser- 
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peant  or  non-oommiRsioned  officer  above 
the  rank  of  an  ordinary  soldier,  and  of 
8</.  a  day  in  the  case  of  a  private,  to  be  ap- 
propriated in  liquidation  of  the  woman's 
claim,  **in  such  manner  as  the  Secretary 
of  State  may  think  fit.**  It  was  unne- 
cessary to  point  out  to  the  Committee 
that  the  sum  authorized  to  be  deducted 
from  the  pay  of  the  soldier  was  in  all 
conscience  small  enough  without  the  in- 
terposition of  any  discretionary  power 
on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
In  the  case  of  non-commissioned  officers 
and  sergeants  it  was  only  6(f.,  and  of  a 
private  3</.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  presumed 
that  these  sums  were  fixed  upon,  in  the 
first  instance,  because  they  were  sums 
which  could  be  deducted  from  the  pay 
of  these  persons  without  disorganizing 
the  internal  economy  of  the  regiment  to 
which  they  belonged  or  interfering  with 
the  efficiency  of  the  Army.  Nobody  would 
be  prepared  to  eay  that  when  a  soldier 
had  left  his  wife  and  children  destitute, 
or  a  mother  and  child,  although  the 
mother  might  not  happen  to  be  his  wife 
— nobody  would  say  that  in  such  a  case 
the  payment  of  M,  a-day  by  a  non- 
commissioned officer  and  Zd,  by  a  private 
was  too  much  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining them.  What  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
claimed  was  this — that  when  the  woman 
had  laboriously  put  the  law  into  opera- 
tion, and  obtained  a  decree  from  a 
regularly  constituted  tribunal  for  this 
miserable  sum,  she  should  not  be  further 
embarrassed  and  handicapped  by  the 
exercise  of  the  discretionary  power  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  His  first  Amend- 
ment— for  there  were  really  two  con- 
tained in  the  clause  he  was  about  to 
submit — was  to  abolish  the  discretionary 
powers  of  the  Secretary  of  State ;  to 
render  the  provisions  of  the  Act  honest 
instead  of  illusory,  and  to  do  away  with 
a  discretion  which,  if  really  exercised  at 
all,  could  only  be  interposed  between  a 
Boldier  and  his  natural  obligations  and 
liabilities.  The  second  provision  con- 
tained in  the  clause  was  to  abolish  the 
regulations  which  obliged  a  mother,  on 
obtaining  a  summons,  to  deposit  a  sum 
of  money  necessary  to  defray  the  cost  of 
bringing  the  soldier  to  the  place  where 
the  case  was  to  be  heard  and  taking 
him  back  again.  He  based  the  clause 
upon  the  broad  ground  that  a  soldier, 
as  well  as  a  civilian,  if  he  rendered  him- 
self liable  to  the  law  for  the  maintenance 
of  a  woman  and  child,  who  were  among 
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the  most  helpless  classes  known  to  the 
law,   the    public    funds,    if   necessary, 
should  be  used  in  conveying  the  soldier 
to  the  place  where  he  was  called  upon 
to  answer  for  his  default.     It  was  in- 
tolerable, discreditable,  and  disgraceful 
to  a  country  like  this  that  military  dis- 
cipline should  be  used  to  shelter  a  man 
from  claims  against  him  which  the  law 
would  sternly  require  him  to  answer  if 
he  were  a  civilian.    He  took  his  ground 
upon  the  language  of  the  Statute,  which 
said  that  a  soldier  should  be   equally 
liable  with  a  civilian ;  but  he  contended 
that,  as  the  Act  now  stood,  he  was  not 
equally  liable.     He  asked  that  this  de* 
lusive  discretionary  power    should   be 
removed.     A  regiment  could   not  lose 
much  by  the  temporary  loss  of  the  ser- 
vices of  such  a  man.     If  it  were  neces- 
sary to  alter  the  Regulations  of  the  War 
Office,  and  to  make  a  rule  that  when  a 
soldier  upon  whom  such  a  claim  was 
made  was  ordered  upon  foreign  service, 
he  should  not,  as  at  present,  obtain  prac- 
tical immunity  by  going   abroad,  but 
should  be  detained  to  answer  the  charge, 
and  should  follow  his  regiment  by  an- 
other steamer,  or  be  drafted,  if  neces- 
sary,  into   another  regiment.     At  any 
rate,  let  justice  be  done  to  the  woman 
and  her  children  wherever  they  might 
be   scattered.     This  was  not   an  Irish 
question  ;  Irishmen  formed  only  a  com- 
paratively small  portion  of  the  British 
Army,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  of 
that  infinitesimally  small  proportion  any 
large  number  ever  deserted  their  wives 
and  children.      It  was   essentially    an 
English  question,  and  he   now  moved 
the  insertion  of  the  new  clause,  leaving* 
it  for   the  English  Members   and  the 
Government  to  say  how  it  was  to  be 
dealt  with. 

New  Clause  {Mr,  Sexton)  hrought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Clause  be  read   a    second 

time." 

The  judge  ADVOCATE  GENE- 
RAL (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  said,  the 
clause  proposed,  as  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Sexton)  had  pointed  out,  really 
involved  two  different  Amendments.  The 
first  related  to  the  exercise  of  a  dis- 
cretion by  the  Secretary  of  State.  The 
hon.  Member  had  complained  of  the 
very  small  amount  of  money  paid  over 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  under  this 
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section  of  the  Act  of  Parliament;  but 
he  seemed  to  forget  that  that  was  owing 
to  the  peculiar  conditions  under  which 
alone  the  liability  could  arise.  The  cases 
of   nnrecomized  marriages  were  very 
rare  indeed,  and  for  this  reason.  When 
a  man  desired  to  enlist  in  the  Army  and 
was  attested,  he  was  asked,  in  his  attesta- 
tion paper,  if  he  was  a  married  or  a 
siogle  man  ;  and  if  he  replied  that  he 
was  married  he  was  not  accepted.    If 
he  stated  that  he  was  single,  when  in 
reality  he  was   married,    he    rendered 
himself  liable  to  be  proceeded  against 
nnder  the  33rd    section  of  the  Army 
Act;    and    he   might  be  sentenced   to 
two   years'    imprisonment    with    hard 
labour.    The  result  was  that  exceed- 
ingly  few  married  men    entered    the 
Serfice;  and  as  the  bulk  of  the  men 
▼ho  entered  the  Army  were  unmarried 
men,   no    large    claim    in    respect  of 
legitimate  children  could  arise.      The 
proTieion  in  relation  to  the  wives  and 
children    of    soldiers    was    introduced 
into  the    Act    by    Lord    Cardwell    in 
1871,    after    the    most    careful    consi- 
deration ;  and  Lord  Cardwell  addressed 
Umself  to  the  subject  with  the  express 
iesire  of  arranging  matters  in  such  a  way 
u  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  Service, 
tnd,  at  the  same  time,  to  do  justice  to  the 
ioldiers'  families,  and  those  who  might 
h»Te  a  claim  upon  them.    The  first  sec- 
tion of  the  Army  Act  which  the  hou. 
Uember  sought  to  amend  was  the  145th, 
which  gave  a  discretionary  power  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.     He  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  did  not  see  how  they  were  to 
do  away  with  the  exercise  of  this  discre- 
tionary power  altogether.    Ho  had  never 
yet  heard  of  any  complaint  having  been 
made  against  the  exercise  of  the  power  ; 
•nd  that  being  so,  to  do  away  with  all 
discretion  whatever,  and  to  tie  up  the 
l^nda  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  uiuko 
jtunperative  on  him  to  make  an  order 
^  every  case,  would  be  most  objection- 
able.   There  could  not  be  the  slightest 
douht  that  wherever  an  order  ought  to  be 
^e  it  would  be  made.     So  much  with 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
Ws  Amendment.      In  regard   to  the 
second  question  raised  by  the  clause,  the 
W.  Member  must  surely  bo  aware  that, 
for  a  purpose  like  this,  there  existed  a 
^  difference  between  a  soldier  and  a 
<^Tilian.     In  the  case  of  a  civilian,  the 
Unher  and  mother  of  the    child   pro- 
bftbly  resided  in  tho  samo  parish,  and 


there  would  be  nothing  to  take  tho  father 
away.  But  in  the  case  of  a  soldier,  he 
might  be  ordered  with  his  regiment  to 
the  furthest  part  of  the  Kingdom,  or 
perhaps  out  of  the  country  altogether. 
If,  therefore,  some  woman  took  out  a 
summons  for  the  making  of  an  affilia- 
tion order  upon  him,  he  would  be  obliged 
to  go  all  the  way  at  his  own  expense,  or 
at  the  expense  of  the  public,  when  it 
might  not  be  certain  that  the  charge  was 
well  founded.  Anyone  who  had  any 
experience  of  magisterial  inquiries  knew 
that  these  cases  were  constantly  trumped 
up  ;  and  it  was  necessary  to  require  the 
woman  to  deposit  what  might  be  looked 
upon  as  caution  money  as  a  proof  of  the 
bona  Jldes  of  her  claim.  In  common 
justice  to  the  soldier  and  for  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Service,  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  some  such  pro- 
vision as  this  should  be  maintained 
with  the  view  of  preventing  unfounded 
charges  from  being  recklessly  made. 
For  these  reasons  he  should  certainly 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BIGGAK  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  tho  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Judge  Advocate  General  alto- 
gether failed  to  meet  the  case  established 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton).  The  case  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  a  most  rational  one.  The 
law,  as  it  stood  at  present,  amounted  to 
this — all  that  a  woman  could  get  from 
a  private  soldier  was  3d.  a-day,  which 
amounted  to  a  little  over  £4  lOs,  a-year, 
or  6d.  a-day  from  a  sergeant  or  non- 
commissioned officer,  which  amounted 
to  a  little  more  than  £9  a-year.  The 
amount  was  so  exceedingly  small  that  a 
person  must  be  in  a  very  poor  position 
in  life  to  make  it  worth  while  to  obtain 
it ;  and  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that 
she  would  have  sufficient  means  at  her 
command  to  enable  hor  to  deposit  the 
sum  of  money  which  the  law  now  re- 
quired her  to  deposit.  Therefore,  un- 
less tho  Government  were  prepared  to 
contend  that  tho  woman  should  have  no 
redress  at  all,  it  was  most  desirable  that 
the  law  should  be  altered.  He  would 
suggest  that,  instead  of  a  sum  of  mouoy 
being  required  to  be  lodged  by  the 
woman  upon  instituting  proceedings,  it 
should  be  competent  for  the  preliminary 
Court — namely,  the  magistrate — to  re- 
ceive evidence  from  tho  soldier  in  the 
shape  of  an  affidavit,  which  the  Court 
I  might  consider  for  what  it  was  worth. 
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If  the  Court  were  of  opinion  that  an 
order  should  be  made,  and  the  soldier 
still  disputed  the  claim  and  thought  he 
could  establish  a  stronger  case,  then  let 
him  attend  the  place  of  hearing  at  his 
own  expense.  It  certainly  appeared  to 
him  that  if  a  wife  made  a  claim  for  the 
maintenance  and  support  of  herself  and 
her  children,  she  should  not  be  required, 
as  a  preliminary  step,  to  deposit  a  large 
sum  of  money,  especially  when  it  was 
taken  into  consideration  that,  after  all,  it 
was  competent  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  refuse  his  assent  to  the  judgment  of 
the  magistrate.  Certainly,  if  tlie  money 
were  actually  deposited  by  the  woman, 
it  should  be  in  the  power  of  the  magis- 
trate who  heard  the  case  to  deliver  a 
final  judgment  without  the  Secretary  of 
State  having  any  discretionary  voice  in 
the  matter.  At  present  the  woman  was 
placed  in  a  most  unfortunate  position. 
She  had  not  only  to  make  out  her  case 
and  establish  lier  claim  imder  circum- 
stances of  extreme  hardship  and  diffi- 
culty, but  she  was  liable  to  have  any 
judgment  in  her  favour  revised  by  a 
tribunal  before  which  she  could  not  be 
heard.  It  appeared  to  him,  as  the  mat- 
ter now  stood,  that  the  provision  made 
on  behalf  of  the  woman  was  entirely 
illusory,  and  that  she  was  altogether 
without  the  power  of  obtaining  redress. 
There  was  nothing  whatever,  as  far  as 
he  was  able  to  see,  to  justify  the  opposi- 
tion which  was  given  to  the  clause  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Judge  Advocate  General. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  was  quite 
aware  that  on  former  occasions,  when 
this  question  had  been  brought  before 
the  House,  tliere  was  a  feeling  on  that 
side  in  the  direction  of  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton).  But  it  did  seem  to  him, 
upon  the  present  occasion,  that  the  form 
in  which  the  proposal  was  now  made 
was  such  that  it  was  quite  impossible 
for  them  to  accept  it.  There  were  two 
distinct  propositions  contained  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  first  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
reasonable  one.  He  thought  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  word  "shall"  for  **may," 
in  the  1 45th  section  of  the  Army  Act, 
would  be  altogether  an  improvement. 
He  differed  from  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  that 
the  effect  of  the  alteration  of  this  word 
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would  be  to  leave  the  Secretary  of  State 
without  discretion  in  the  matter.  The 
Secretary  of  State  would  still  have  a 
wide  discretion,  and  the  Committ-ee  must 
bear  in  mind  that  the  action  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  did  not  take  place  until 
after  the  matter  had  been  before  a  judi- 
cial tribunal.  Before  the  matter  could 
come  under  the  notice  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  at  all  there  must  be  some  order 
or  decree  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Common  Law  for  the  payment  by  a 
soldier  or  a  non-commissioned  officer 
belonging  to  the  Regular  Forces  for  the 
maintenance  of  his  wife  or  child,  or  of 
any  bastard  child,  of  which  he  was  the 
father.  When  the  case  was  decided  ac- 
cording to  the  legal  requirements  the 
order  was  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who  had  power  to  direct  it  to  be  en- 
forced, and  to  make  a  reduction  from  the 
pay  of  the  soldier  for  the  support  of  his 
wife  and  legitimate  or  illegitimate  chil- 
dren. Then  the  Act  went  on  to  say  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  may  — 

"Order  a  portion  of  the  soldier's  pay,  not 
exceeding  a  certain  amount,  to  be  appropriated 
for  this  purpose.** 

It  therefore  seemed  to  him  that  a  dis- 
cretionary  power    would    still    remain 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  in  this  way. 
The  word  ** shall"  in  the  place  of  **may" 
would  only  require  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  make  such  an  order  as,  in  his  judg- 
ment, would  be  necessary  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case ;  and,  therefore, 
there  was  clearly  a  discretionary  power 
to  settle  the    amount  within    the  very 
small  sum  fixed  by  the  Act.     Supposingi 
in  the  very  improbable  case  that    the 
circumstances  were  such  as   to  induce 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  make  a  small 
order,  it  was  clearly  within  his  power, 
under  the  clause,  to  make  a  very  small 
order  indeed.    But,  while  that  appeared 
to   bo   perfectly  reasonable,  he   under- 
stood that  the  Secretary  of  State  under- 
took that  this  particular  point  should  be 
reconsidered  before  the  introduction  of 
the  next  Continuation  Bill.     He  had  no 
doubt,  in  his  own  mind,  that  practically 
the  Secretary  of  State  did,  under  such 
circumstances,  make  an  order,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  matter  might    safely  be 
left  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  pre- 
sent year  after  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place,  with  the  understanding  that 
ho  would  consider  the  propriety  of  mak- 
ing a  change  next  Session.    With  re- 
gard to  the  other  part  of  the  Amend- 
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ment,  he  mu8t  say  that,  in  its  present 
form,  it  was  quite   impossible  for  the 
Oommittee  to  assent  to  it.     If  they  were 
to  allow  a  soldier  stationed  at  a  consider- 
able distance,  on  an  ex  parte  statement, 
to  be  broufifht  up  at  his  own  cost  to  de- 
fend himself  against  such  a  claim,  every- 
one would  see  that,  under  such  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  altogether  unfair  to 
place  the  soldier  altogether  at  the  mercy 
of  any  woman   who  chose  to  prefer  a 
eharge  against  him.     He  believed  there 
voold  be  very  great  difficulty  in  alter- 
ing the  law  in  that  respect;   and,  al- 
though he  had  every  desire  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  hon.  Member  for   Sligo 
(Mr.    Sexton),    if    the    hon.    Member 
pressed  that  part  of  the  Amendment  to 
a  division  he  should  feel  bound  to  vote 
against  him.    At  the  same  time  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  "War  would  carry  out  the 
intention  which  had   been  announced, 
ind  that  he  would  deal  with  the  matter 
on  a  future  occasion. 

Me,  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
it  had  been  his  duty  in  former  times,  on 
WTeral  occasions,  when  this  question 
was  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lei- 
cester (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor),  whom  he  saw 
opposite,  to  consider  it ;  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  he  might  be  allowed  to 
«y  a  few  words.  In  regard  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bamley  (Mr.  Eylands),  he  hardly 
Agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  that 
there  was  any  material  difference  be- 
tween the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  and  that 
which  was  formerly  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester.  Before  the  new 
Army  Act  was  passed,  the  law  was  ad- 
ministered under  the  Mutiny  Act  and 
nnder  the  Articles  of  War  ;  and  if  hon. 
Members  would  read  the  provisions  coii- 
tiined  in  those  Acts  together,  thoy  would 
find  that  they  did  not  differ  very  mate- 
rially from  the  present  proposal.  It  was 
Quite  clear,  therefore,  that  liis  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  was 
only  anxious  to  find  some  salve  to  apply 
to  his  conscience  for  the  vote  he  was 
about  to  give ;  and  as  it  was  not  the 
first  time  that  such  a  thing  had  been 
done,  he  presumed  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  follow  his  ordinary  practice.  He 
wished,  however,  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Judge  Advocate  General  (Mr. 


Osborne  Morgan)  had  omitted  to  state  one 
of  the  most  material  objections  to  the 
present  proposal,  and  one  which  he 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  had  always 
brought  forward  in  times  past.  In 
his  opinion  it  was  the  most  material 
objection  of  all — namely,  that  if  any 
provision  of  this  kind  became  law,  it 
would  interfere  with  the  well-recognized 
principle  that  the  Crown  had  absolute 
power  and  command  over  the  Army  and 
over  the  soldiers'  pay.  No  doubt,  when 
the  money  was  voted,  the  Crown  could 
not  apply  it  to  its  own  use,  or  to  any 
other  purpose  than  paying  the  soldier  ; 
and  as  the  soldier,  who  had  the  primary 
and  original  claim  to  that  pay,  could  not 
proceed  against  the  Crown  or  against 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  regard  to  it,  so 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible,  and  con- 
trary to  all  reason,  that  secondary  claims, 
such  as  that  of  a  wife  or  child,  whether 
legitimate  or  illegitimate,  should  be 
allowed  to  prevail.  Moreover,  he  could 
himself  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
when  he  held  the  position  now  occupied 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, he  took  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  by 
personal  inquiry  at  the  War  Office,  to 
ascertain  whether  any  injustice  what- 
ever was  committed  towards  these 
women  ;  and  the  opinion  of  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  then  at  the  head 
of  the  War  Office  (Colonel  Stanley)  was 
that,  whenever  there  was  the  case  of  a 
wife  not  of  a  bad  character,  the  War 
Office  almost  invariably  made  an  order 
in  her  favour,  without  there  being  any 
necessity  at  all  that  she  should  take  out 
a  summons,  or  attempt  by  legal  means 
to  enforce  her  claim.  That  was  cer- 
tainly the  case  during  the  period  he 
held  the  Office,  and  he  had  never  heard 
any  complaint  of  a  substantial  kind. 
Indeed,  he  had  never  heard  of  any  com- 
plaint whatever.  Therefore  it  seemed 
to  him  that  when  the  system  was  work- 
ing so  well  it  was  undesirable  to  inter- 
fere with  it.  He  remembered  that  on  a 
former  occasion  he  was  ruled  out  of 
Order  for  referring  to  a  second  Amend- 
ment before  it  had  been  proposed;  and, 
therefore,  he  should  bo  only  right  in 
adhering  strictly  to  the  Rules  of  Debate, 
especially  at  a  time  like  the  present,  by 
reserving  any  observations  on  the  second 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo.  But  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  if 
the  existing  power  was  enlarged  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member, 
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it  would,  in  his  opinion,  lead  to  a  great 
deal  of  fraud  on  the  part,  not  only  of 
women,  but  of  soldiers.  The  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
was  of  considerable  interest  and  im- 
portance, and  one  which  it  was  highly 
desirable  to  have  settled  once  for  all ; 
and,  that  being  so,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  was  entitled  to  the  thanks  of 
the  Committee  for  bringing  the  matter 
to  an  issue,  and  affording  them  the  satis- 
faction of  knowing  what  was  the  real 
opinion  of  the  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  with  regard  to  it. 
The  reference  which  had  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  to  a  number  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  voted  on  a  former  occa- 
sion when  the  Bill  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee he  regarded  as  very  interesting ; 
and  the  point  which  it  illustrated  was, 
he  thought,  most  important,  as  showing 
the  opinions  held  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  Benches  on  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to.  He  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck) 
had  himself  looked  into  the  list,  and 
found  that  there  were  1 3  Members  of 
the  present  Government  who  voted  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor)  when  he  last  proposed  to  amend 
this  clause  of  the  Act,  and  amongst 
them  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General, 
who  voted  on  both  divisions,  and  by  his 
vote  seemed  to  have  dissented  from  the 
great  Constitutional  doctrine  that  the 
Crown  had  absolute  command  of  the 
soldiers'  pay.  It  was  to  be  regretted 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  was  not  then  in  his  place,  be- 
cause, otherwise,  the  Committee  might 
have  listened  to  a  recantation  of  the 
opinion  which  he  formerly  held,  and  the 
reasons  which  induced  him  to  alter  his 
views.  He  (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck) 
would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  referring  in  detail  to 
the  other  Members  of  the  Government 
who  voted  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  beyond 
mentioning  that  amongst  them  was  one 
noble  Lord  who  acted  as  Political  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  and  another 
who  otherwise  assisted  in  that  Depart- 
ment. With  the  exception  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  who  was  always  sound  in  his 
doctrines  and  logical  in  his  arguments, 

Mr.  Oavmduh  £enUnck 


there  was  no  other  Member  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  who  voted  against  the 
Amendment.  He  trusted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  would  proceed  to  a 
division,  and  that  the  result  would  show 
that  Members  of  the  Cabinet  were 
united  upon  this  question. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  said,  he  thanked 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
for  having  brought  forward  his  Amend- 
ments on  the  present  occasion.  He  (Mr. 
P.  A.  Taylor)  had  himself  taken  great 
pains  with  the  subject,  and  had  brought 
forward  a  similar  Amendment  in  pre- 
vious years.  He  had  not  done  so  that 
year,  because  so  many  promises  had 
been  made  on  the  subject  by  Ministers 
that  he  really  believed  the  obnoxious 
clauses  would  be  removed.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  contended  that  it  was 
always  usual  to  place  discretion  in  the 
hands  of  magistrates  and  other  officers. 
But  in  this  case  discretion  should  only 
have  relation  to  the  fact.  If  the  money 
was  proved  to  be  due  from  the  soldier, 
it  could  not  be  within  the  discretion  of 
the  officer  to  say  he  should  be  exempted 
from  its  payment.  From  a  Return  which 
he  had  obtained,  it  appeared  that  in 
1874  only  £58  Os.  lid,  was  paid  under 
Clause  107  of  the  Mutiny  Act.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
hardly  correct  in  accounting  for  this  by 
the  small  number  of  cases  that  arose, 
for  it  appeared  by  the  same  Return  that 
629  women,  the  wives  of  soldiers,  and 
1,241  young  persons  who  were  their 
children  were  in  receipt  of  parochial 
relief,  a  fact  which  in  itself  was  suffi- 
cient to  show  how  difficult  it  was  for 
women  to  get  any  effectual  remedy. 
In  the  year  1837,  a  clause  was  in* 
serted  in  the  Mutiny  Act,  declaring 
absolutely  the  non-obligation  of  the 
soldier  for  the  maintenance  of  his 
wife  and  children.  But  public  atten- 
tion became  aroused,  and  was  directed 
to  the  matter;  and  about  the  year  1872 
the  then  Minister  of  War  (Mr.  (}ard- 
well)  promised  that  the  clause  should 
be  expunged.  That  was  actually  done  ; 
but  the  alteration  was  made  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  render  utterly  nugatory 
the  nominal  advantage  which  had  been 
gained.  He  feared  that  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  those  Benches  were 
becoming  very  moderate  in  their  libe- 
rality ;  and  not  only  did  things  appear 
to  move  very  slowly,  but,  from  the  arga- 
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ments  which  Lad  been  advanced  on  that 
tide  of  the  House,  it  would  seem  that 
they  were  likely  to  become  retrogressive. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bum- 
ley  (Mr.   By  lands),  for  instance,   now 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  second 
Amendment  of   the  hon.   Member  for 
Sligo  went  too  far,  and  was  unreason- 
able; yet  that  Amendment  was  iden- 
tically the  same  that  he  had  supported 
when  he  (Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  brought  it 
finrward  some  years  ago,  and  its  object 
was  to  repeal  a  qualification  which  Earl 
CStims  declared  in  the  House  of  Lords 
Tendered  the  provision  absolutely  nuga- 
tory.   He  (Mr.   P.   A.  Taylor)  should 
npport  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Sexton),  who,  he  trusted, 
would  proceed  to  a  division. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  had  already 
expressed  the  opinion,  on  a  former  occa- 
aum,  that  this  subject  was  well  worthy 
of  careful  consideration  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  In  his  opinion,  as  at 
present  advised,  there  ought  to  be  some 
aiflcretion  given  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  who  was  responsible  for  the  Army; 
but,  notwithstanding  that  opinion,  as 
he  had  before  said,  the  subject  was  a 
Tery  fair  one  for  inquiry,  and  he  could 

E anise  that  it  should  be  carefully 
ked  into  at  the  War  Office,  and  the 
lesolt  stated  to  the  House  in  the  course 
of  the  year. 

Mn.  SEXTON  said,  he  would  admit 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  met  this 
natter  in  a  spirit  of  courtesy  and  con- 
ciliation. Nevertheless,  having  regard 
to  the  many  futile  efforts  that  had  been 
iB^e  to  restore  considerations  of  hu- 
oumity  to  the  Act,  and  the  many  pledges 
vhich  had  been  given  by  right  hon. 
Oentlemen  formerly  occupying  the  posi- 
tiou  of  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  he 
vaa  obliged  to  confess  that  he  regarded 
^  promises  made  in  connection  with 
the  Act  with  a  considerable  amount  of 
^)prehension.  He  certainly  could  not 
jongratulate  the  hon.  Member  for  Burn- 
«y  (Mr.  Bylands)  upon  the  speech  he 
had  just  delivered,  in  which  he  became 
the  advocate  of  the  Govemmont  in  re- 
jjtingthe  claims  of  women  and  children. 
|he  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  P. 
\  Taylor),  on  the  other  hand,  had  dealt 
^th  this  matter  as  might  have  been 
^pected  ;  for  they  all  knew  that  no 
*arty  considerations,  or  the  mere  fact 
tbat  he  now  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side 


of  the  House,  could  change  the  aspect 
of  the  case  in  his  mind.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  had  defended  the  discretion 
given  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
on  the  ground  that  some  discretion  must 
be  given ;  but  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  would 
point  out  that  some  discretion  would 
still  rest  with  the  Secretary  of  State, 
even  if  his  (Mr.  Sexton's)  Amendment 
were  adopted.  Was  it  just  to  say  that 
because  the  magistrate  had  discretionary 
power,  and  because  it  had  been  exer- 
cised in  favour  of  the  applicant  upon 
public  grounds,  another  discretion  hav- 
ing reference  to  military  discipline  must 
be  likewise  piled  up  upon  the  appeal  of 
the  woman?  The  discretion  of  the  magis- 
trate was  relevant  to  the  case ;  but  that 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  was  not  so.  He 
proposed  that  the  word  **  may  "  should 
be  struck  out  and  the  word  ''shall" 
substituted.  That  proposal  still  left  it 
to  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  fix  the  amount  to  be  paid  by 
the  soldier.  It  did  not  say  that  he  should 
order  the  payment  of  6(/.  or  of  d(/.  per 
day;  it  meant  simply  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  should  do  something;  and 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  claimed  that  his  discre- 
tion remained  complete,  inasmuch  as  he 
could,  if  necessary,  cut  down  the  amount 
to  \d.  For  those  reasons  he  appealed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  not  to  allow  the 
present  opportunity  to  pass  without 
taking  some  practical  action  in  the 
matter.  He  was  obliged  to  express  his 
surprise  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bum- 
ley  should  discover  such  a  difference  be- 
tween the  present  Amendment  and  that 
which  he  supported  two  years  ago.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  Amendments  were 
identical;  and  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  was  a  proof  of  the 
inutility  of  opposing  the  principles  of 
justice  and  humanity  to  the  interests  of 
Party  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Had 
the  hon.  Member  still  sat  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  he  would, 
no  doubt,  have  been  the  foremost  cham- 
pion of  the  cause,  and  would  have  de- 
scribed the  wrongs  of  these  unfortunate 
women  and  children  in  language  sufficient 
to  stir  the  hearts  of  the  most  fossil  Tories. 
Although  13  Members  of  the  present 
Government,  when  they  were  in  Opposi- 
tion, had  voted  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Act,  they  could  now  only  oppose  the 
charge  of  vagueness  to  this  demand  for 
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justice.  The  right  hon.  aod  learned 
Jndge  Advocate  Oeneral  defended  the 
deposit  of  the  soldieru'  expenses  on  the 
ground  that  many  cases  were  trumped 
up,  and  that  the  result  of  the  summons 
was  uncertain.  But  that  applied  to  all 
charges,  and  it  was  imposaibls  to  say 
whether  anybody  was  guilty  or  not 
until  the  case  was  finished.  Were  they 
to  be  tflld  that  because  one  dishonest 
woman  in  100  might  make  a  claim 
against  a  soldier,  as  wife  or  otherwise, 
for  some  contribution,  90  honest  women 
were  to  be  shut  out  from  redress  ?  With 
regard  to  the  removal  of  soldiers  before 
they  became  liable,  he  maintained  that 
this  shameful  practice  ought  to  be  put 
an  end  to ;  that  the  Queen's  Service  oould 
very  well  afford  to  do  without  the  assist- 
ance of  such  men  for  a  month  or  two; 
and  that  where  a  man  bad  deserted  a 
woman  be  should  be  kept  in  the  country 
until  his  case  was  disposed  of.  In  con- 
clusion, he  could  not  but  express  regret 
that  the  change  from  one  side  of  the 
House  to  the  other  had  wrought  such  an 
alteration  in  the  opinions  of  right  hon. 
Qentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  support  the  hon.  Member  for 
oligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  in  his  endeavour  to 
amend  the  Act.  According  to  bis  read- 
ing of  the  section,  it  must  appear,  in  the 
first  place,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  that  the  soldier 
had  deserted,  or  left  without  reasonable 
cause,  bis  wife,  or  children  under  14 
years  of  age.  It  might  seem  a  very 
small  matter  to  retain  the  word  "  may  " 
in  tbo  clause  ;  hut  the  word  "  shall  "  in 
this  case  would  make  all  the  differenco, 
and  its  adoption  would  convey  to  a  great 
many  people  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  matter  certain  evidence  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  act  upon  thi 
view  that  justice  should  be  an  imperative 
demand  upon  the  Secretary  of  State,  to 
the  full  extent  which  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment allowed.  For  these  reasons  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo. 

Question  put. 

The   Commitlte    4iviM  : — Ayes  49  ; 
Majority  67.— (Div.   List, 


No.  I 


3.) 


House  r»tum»d. 

Bill  reporhd ;  as  amended,  to  be  c 
sidered  Th-morrow. 
Mr.  Sexlott 


SOVTU     AFEICA    (ZULULAXDl-CETE- 

WAYO  (RELEASE  KROM  CAPTIVITY). 

MOTION  FOB  A»  ADDRESS. 

Mb.  GOEST,  in  rising  to  move — 
"That  an  humble  AddroBs  be  presented  lo 
Her  Majeaty,  praying  that  Uar  Majesty  will 
be  gracicinBly  ploaaed  to  release  Cetewayo,  the 
Zulu  EtDg,  from  the  unjust  captivity  in  which 
he  is  now  held," 

said,  he  felt  quite  sure  that  the  Qovern- 
ment  would  understand  him  when  he 
stated  that  he  did  not  bring  forward  this 
Motion  with  the  inteution  of  inaugurat- 
ing any  Party  attack  on  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  South  Africa,  for  on  the 
question  of  the  Zulu  War  he  had  always 
been  a  supporter  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. He  might  even  say  that  he  be- 
lieved there  was  no  difference  between 
the  two  great  Parties  in  the  State  in  re- 
ference to  this  policy,  because  neither 
the  Conservative  nor  the  Liberal  Paitj 
would  maintain  the  justice  of  the  War 
which  was  waged  against  the  Zulua 
The  late  Government  did  everything  to 
stop  it,  and  refused  the  reinforcements 
which  were  asked  for  by  Sir  Bartle 
Frere  for  the  purpose  of  commencing 
the  War,  and  sent  himdireot  InstructioBt 
on  thesubject ;  but  he  was,  unfortunately, 
so  anxious  to  carry  out  his  policy  that 
he  commenced  the  war  before  he  bad 
received  the  Instructions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  There  was  no  one 
in  that  House  who  would  defend  the 
celebrated  Ultimatum  which  he  sent  to 
the  Zulu  King — an  Ultimatum  which,  in 
the  first  place,  he  had  no  right  to  send; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  one  of  which  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  fulfil  the  condi> 
tiona.  Moreover,  the  Ultimatum  did  not 
reach  the  Zulu  King  before  the  War 
commenced,  so  as  to  allow  him  to  fulfil 
the  conditions  of  it,  or  even  to  consider 
it,  though  it  had  reached  John  Dunn; 
and  there  was  no  doubt  that  it  was 
merely  devised  for  the  purpose  of  throw- 
ing dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  philanthropic 
public  at  home.  In  the  debate  which 
took  place  in  1879  no  one  attempted  to 
defend  the  j  ustice  of  the  war ;  and  he  did 
not  think  the  position  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment could  be  better  summed  np 
than  in  the  vorda  of  the  right  hon.  Gea- 
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tleman  the  Member  for  East  Gloucestor- 
■hire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach).  On  the 
2drd  of  January,  1879,  that  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  who  was  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  wrote  to  Sir 
BarUe  Frere,  saying — 

**  The  terms  which  we  have  dictated  to  the 
Zola  King  are  evidently  such  aa  he  cannot  re- 
fme  even  at  the  risk  of  war.*' 

After  such  a  statement  as  that  no  Mi- 
nister could  say  that  the  War  waged  was 
just     He  did  not  propose  to  trouble 
diem  with  an  argument  to  show  that 
that  War  was  unjust ;  but  he  thought  he 
should  be  assisting  the  House  to  under- 
stand the  present  aspect  of  the  question 
if  he  were  to  point  out  two  fallacies  which 
were  asserted  and  generally  received  in 
1879.  The  first  was  that  the  Zulu  King, 
at  the  time  of  the  War,  had  framed  an 
intention  to  invade  the  Colony  of  Natal. 
The  report  of  that  intention  created  quite 
a  panic  in  Natal,  and  he  believed  that 
ilmost  every  Native  war  had  its  origin 
in  a  senseless  panic  of  that  kind.   It  was 
a  curious  fact  that  the  alarm  was  most 
intense  at  the  greatest  distance  from  the 
boandary.     Sir  Bartle  Frere  had  stated 
that  farms  of  the  Dutch  and  English 
settlers  on  the  boundary  were  deserted 
inconsequence  of  fear  of  the  Zulus.  But 
tbere  could  bo  no  doubt  that  the  real 
cause  of  that  desertion  was  want    of 
water.      That  had  been  proved  by  a 
gentleman  who  was  travelling  in   the 
country  at  the  time,  who  had  also  shown 
conclusively  that  it  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Zulu  King  to  invade  the 
Colony.  Even  after  the  disastrous  battle 
of  Isandlana  Cetewayo  had  no  intention 
of  invading  Natal,  though,  if  he  had 
done  so,  a  most  dreadful  disaster  would 
luive  befallen  that  Colony.     The  Zulu 
operations  after  that  battle  were  limited 
to  an  attack  upon  Borke's  Drift;  and 
even  that  attack  was  undertaken  against 
the  will  and  against  the  direct  order  of 
the  King,  who  would  have  killed  the 
leader  of  the  force  which  made  it  had  he 
not  been  a  Prince.  Everybody  recollected 
the  story  of  the  waggoners,    fugitives 
&om  Isandlana,  who,  having  crossed  the 
Bu£Eialo    Biver,   fell  exhausted   on   the 
Natal  shore.     The  Zulus  who  pursued 
them  followed  them  across  the  river,  and 
were  about  to  kill  them,  when  their  offi- 
cers compelled  them  to  retire,   as  the 
King  had  given  no  orders  that  Natal 
should  be  invaded.    The  fact  was  that 
there  never  had  been  any  invasion  of 


the  Colony  of  Natal  until  the  25th  of 
June,  when  an  attack  was  made  on  the 
Colony  in  retaliation  for  a  great  number 
of  raids  which  had  been  made  upon 
Zululand  by  the  orders  of  Lord  Chelms- 
ford, and  against  the  orders  of  Sir  Henry 
Bulwer  and  of  the  Executive  Council  of 
Natal.  All  these  facts  were  convincing 
proofs  that  it  never  had  been  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Zulu  King  to  invade  Natal. 
The  second  fallacy  which  the  events  of 
the  Zulu  War  had  entirely  exploded  was 
that  the  Zulu  King  was  a  cruel  tyrant, 
who  had  so  misgoverned  his  country  that 
he  was  hated  by  his  people,  who  wished 
to  get  rid  of  him.  To  show  how  utterly 
this  idea  was  at  variance  with  the  truth 
ho  would  refer  to  The  Cape  Times  of  Sep- 
tember 11,  1879,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  when  the  Zulu  force  was  utterly 
broken  and  the  King  was  a  fugitive 
from  the  British  force,  which  was  hunt- 
ing for  him,  not  one  of  his  people  could 
be  induced,  either  by  fear  of  death,  of 
the  destruction  of  their  homes,  of  the 
loss  of  their  cattle,  or  by  the  offer  of  a 
large  bribe,  to  disclose  his  hiding  place. 
One  Zulu,  who  appeared  to  have  yielded 
to  the  inducements  and  the  threats  which 
had  been  held  out  to  him,  had  led  our 
forces  into  the  bush,  and  had  then  given 
them  the  slip.  These  facts  showed 
that,  so  far  from  hating  their  King 
and  from  regarding  him  as  a  cruel 
tyrant,  the  Zulus  were  devoted  to  him. 
What,  then,  was  the  position  in  which 
we  now  found  ourselves?  Here  was 
a  man  who,  according  to  the  ad- 
missions of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  had  done  no  wrong  in 
resisting  our  invasion  of  his  country  in 
the  course  of  a  war  which  had  been 
denounced  by  the  great  Liberal  Party 
as  wholly  unjust,  and  who  was  yet 
detained  in  a  sad  and  melancholy — ho 
would  not  say  a  cruel — captivity.  Could 
hon.  Members  realize  to  themselves 
what  this  captivity  meant  to  this  man  ? 
He  would  take  the  liberty  of  giving 
some  account  of  that  captivity  from  the 
small  book  published  by  Lady  Florence 
Dixie,  and  which  was  published  in  Sep- 
tember last.  The  statement  first  ap- 
peared in  the  columns  of  27ie  Morning 
Post  anonymously ;  but  everyone  knew 
by  whom  it  was  written.  When  visited 
by  Lady  Florence  Dixie,  she  remarked 
how  changed  he  was ;  his  features  had 
assumed  in  repose  a  sad  and  constrained 
expression,  while  his  face  had  become 
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wrinkled.  It  was  said  by  those  who 
were  about  him  that  he  was  fretting  a 
good  deal,  and  was  subject  to  long  fits  of 
depression.  **  A  little  longer  of  this," 
he  said,  ''and  I  shall  die."  He  also 
said  that  his  people  wished  to  have  him 
back  in  his  land,  where  his  heart  was, 
that  he  was  heart-sick  and  weary  of 
waiting,  and  he  asked — 

**Whon  will  England  be  just  and  let  me 
retam  ?  Do  they  think  that  because  I  am  a  Black 
man  I  cannot  feel,  or  that  I  suffer  the  less  by 
this  long  and  weary  captivity  P  England  has 
giren  the  Transvaal  back  to  the  Boers,  and 
Basutoland  back  to  the  Basutos,  and  all  are  free 
but  me.  ...  I  am  weary  and  sick  at  heart.  I 
have  applied  to  England,  who,  they  tell  mc,  is 
great  and  just,  and  I  have  applied  to  her  Queen, 
who  they  tell  me  is  merciful ;  but  my  prayer  is 
unheeded.*' 

That  was  the  position  in  which  we  kept 
a  man,  who,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  said,  was  perfectly  justified 
in  what  he  had  done.  He  had  been 
asked  what  arguments  he  relied  on  in 
demanding  the  release  of  Cetewayo  ;  but 
the  presumption  was  all  in  favour  of 
such  a  demand.  He,  however,  con- 
tended that  it  was  not  his  duty  to  show 
reasons  why  the  King  should  be  libe- 
rated;  but  that  he  ought  to  ask  the 
Government  what  arguments  they  were 
going  to  put  forward  to  show  that  he 
should  be  still  kept  in  prison.  He 
wished  particularly  to  call  attention  to 
this  point ;  and  he  would  assert  that  it 
was  for  the  Government  to  prove  that  it 
was  necessary  that  the  King  should  be 
kept  in  confinement.  It  was  said  that 
the  release  of  Cetewayo  would  spoil  the 
settlement  which  was  come  to  of  Zulu- 
land  ;  but  was  that  a  good  reason  for 
his  continued  captivity?  He  did  not 
quite  recognize  the  morality  of  keeping 
a  man  in  unjust  captivity  because  he 
might  interfere  with  a  policy  which  was 
being  pursued  elsewhere.  He  had  fan- 
cied, until  the  Papers  on  Zululand  were 
placed  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members, 
that  some  argument  would  be  used,  to 
the  effect  that  in  the  present  position  of 
Zululand  people  should  hesitate  before 
letting  loose  a  source  of  disturbance  like 
Cetewayo.  He  had,  therefore,  read  with 
interest  and  curiosity  the  Correspondence 
relating  to  the  affairs  of  Zululand  lately 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  At 
the  same  time,  he  would  warn  the  House 
that  those  Blue  Books  were,  in  a  great 
measure,  untrustworthy,  because  they 
never  contained  the  whole  truth.    He 

Mr.  Gortt 


did  not  attribute  to  the  officers  of  the 
Government  any  intention  of  wilfully 
falsifying  any  statements  which  had  been 
made ;  but  in  forwarding  documents  to 
the  Colonial  Office  there   was    neces- 
sarily a  selection  made.  In  the  selection 
nothing  favourable  .to  the  Government 
was  omitted  ;  but  sometimes  those  things 
which  were  unfavourable  were  left  out, 
and  the  most  favourable  view  was  put 
before  Parliament.     Taking  the  Blue 
Book  as  an  absolutely  true  statement  of 
affairs  as  they  were  at  present  in  Zulu- 
land,  he  would  venture  to  say  that  if  any 
man  would  read  it  through,  separating 
the  really  important  documents  it  con- 
tained from  the  mass  of  rubbish  in  which 
they  were  concealed,  he  would  come  to 
the  conclusion    that  there    existed    in 
Zululand  a  most  disgraceful  and  most 
alarming    condition    of  barbarity  and 
bloodshed,  and  that  in  the  midst  of  that 
bloodshed  the  British  Kesident  was  ab* 
solutely  incapable.     Two  or  three  par- 
ticulars  of  facts,  which  would  be  found 
in  the  Blue  Book,  would  show  the  condi- 
tion in  which  Zululand  was.     He  found 
that  in  two  districts  out  of  the   13  in 
which  Zululand  had  been  divided,  there 
had  been,  from  an  early  period,  quarrels 
between  the  Chiefs  appointed  to  rule 
over  those  districts  and  the  inhabitants. 
It  was  singular  that   the  malcontents 
and  the  disaffected  against  the  Govern- 
ment were  in  the  one  case  the  man  who 
had  been  Cetewayo's  Chief  Induna,  or 
Prime  Minister,  and  in  the  other  case 
his  brother,  or  half-brother.  Those  men 
appeared  to  have  acted  with  such  severitj 
that  even  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  appeared  to 
have  thought  it  was  far  beyond  what 
ought  to  have  been  inflicted.     In  the 
despatch  dated  May  30th,   1881  (page 
30),  Mr.  Osborne,  the  British  Resident 
in  Zululand,  said,  with  reference  to  the 
punishment  inflicted  upon  some  of  the 
malcontents,   that  he  was  certain  the 
seizures,  to  the  extent  to  which  they  had 
been  made,  wore  out  of  proportion  to  the 
gravity  or  nature  of    the  offences  for 
which  the  punishment  had  been  inflicted. 
That  was  tho  sort  of  treatment  to  which 
the  Chiefs  whom  we  had  established  had 
been   subjecting  their  fellow-creatures. 
In  those  two  cases  the  High  Commis- 
sioner, Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  himself,  had 
inquired  into  the  history  of  the  events, 
and  had  decreed   that  the  two   Chiefs 
should  restore   one-third  of  the  cattle 
which  they  had  taken  from  the  people. 
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Up  to    the  present  day    that  distinct 
jadgment  and  order  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
had  never  been  fulfilled  by  either  of  the 
two  Chiefs  in  question  ;  and  one  of  the 
Chiefs,  according  to  the  Keport  of  the 
British  Resident,  evidently  did  not  in- 
tend to  fulfil  them.     So  much  for  the 
respect  felt  by  the  Chiefs  towards  the 
GoTemment  which  had  appointed  them. 
Again,  a  stranger  recently  made  his  ap- 
pearance in  one  of  the  districts  in  the 
character  of  a  usurper.     The  Chief  in 
possession  abandonea  his  territory  to  the 
new  comer,  and  took  refuge  with  John 
Dunn,  who  proposed  to  interfere  in  order 
to  reinstate  him.     Both  the   Secretary 
of  State  in  Downing  Street  and  the  High 
Commissioner  peremptorily  forbade  John 
Dann  to  interfere.     Nevertheless,  John 
Dann  collected  an  army  and  marched 
into  the  disputed  territory,  completely 
destroying  the  forces  of  the   usurper, 
who  had  agreed  to  submit  his  claim  to 
the  decision  of  the  Kesident,  and  cap- 
taring  a  large  number  of  women  and 
eattle.    Some  women  also,  it  appeared, 
were  killed.     All  this,  apparently,  was 
done  in  defiance  of  official  instructions 
to  the  contrary.     A  few  days  previously 
—that  was  to  say,  on  July  26  of  last 
year — John  Dunn,  it  was  true,  had  a 
eonversation  with  the  Kesident,  as  the 
tesult   of    which  the  latter  agreed   to 
"advise"  the  other  Chiefs  to  ** assist  " 
in  ejecting  the  usurper.     It  would  be 
interesting  to  know  whether  any  record 
of  that  conversation  had  been  sent  to  the 
Colonial  Office.     The  presumption  was 
that  John  Dunn  flatly  told  the  Resident 
he  would  not  obey  orders.  At  all  events, 
two  days  afterwards,  the  Kesideut  did 
adyise  the  other  Chiefs  to  act ;  and  as  no 
one  had  a  force  ready  but  John  Dunn 
the  work  fell  entirely  to  him,  with  what 
'otult  they  heard  from  the  Natives  sent 
kythe  Resident  to  watch  the  proceed- 
ings.   Such  of  the  captured  women  as 
W  relatives   to    ransom    them    were 
allowed  to    be  ransomed ;    the  others 
'omained  the  property  of  their  captors, 
l^hat  was  the  sort  of  thing  done  under 
the  protection  of  the  British  Government 
b  Zululand !     The  cattle    taken   were 
OAoatly  divided   among  the   victors,    a 
Iftrge    number   being  appropriated   by 
John  Dunn  himself.  That  was  the  story 
told  by  the  messenger  whom  the  Resi- 
dent had  sent,  and  who  would  naturally 
not  make  the  situation   worse   than  it 
vaa.    Then  he  said  that  in  the  course 


of  conversation  afterwards  Dunn  re- 
marked that  the  people  of  Zululand 
would  in  future  pay  no  regard  to  the 
Kesident,  because  he  only  talked,  and 
never  did  anything.  Here,  then,  was 
the  Chief  Dunn,  whom  we  had  set  up, 
deliberately  despising  the  orders  of  the 
Government,  marching  into  the  disturbed 
territory,  attacking  the  Chief,  capturing 
women  and  cattle,  distributing  them 
as  he  liked  among  the  people,  and  say- 
ing that  the  Eesident  was  nobody.  Was 
it  surprising,  then,  that  this  man  Dunn 
should  announce  his  intention  of  annex- 
ing the  territory  and  saying  that  the 
British  Kesident  had  ordered  him  to 
take  charge  of  it  ?  But  that  was  not  all. 
A  traitor — one  of  Cetewayo's  brothers — 
who  had  come  over  to  us  in  the  course 
of  the  War,  and  who  was  chosen  as  the 
Chief  over  one  of  the  territories,  attacked 
a  neighbouring  tribe  against  the  distinct 
orders  of  the  British  Kesident,  and  de- 
stroyed every  male  that  could  be  laid 
hold  of,  and  some  women.  A  woman 
described  what  had  been  done.  She 
said  that  the  Chief  arrived  at  the  kraal 
at  sunset,  and  seized  the  cattle.  The 
women  fled.  When  they  had  gone  a 
certain  distance  they  met  three  armed 
men,  who  at  once  charged  towards  them. 
The  women  ran,  but  were  soon  over- 
taken, and  three  of  them  were  stabbed 
to  death.  Here  was  a  Chief,  under  our 
protection,  and  who,  but  for  our  protec- 
tion, would  not  have  been  able  to  do  it, 
stabbing  women  to  death.  And  now  it 
appeared  that  the  Boers  were  making 
a  settlement  in  Zululand,  and  refusing 
to  go  away  when  directed  to  do  so  by 
the  Kesident  of  the  British  Government. 
On  the  19th  of  September,  1881,  two 
messengers  came  to  the  British  Kesi- 
dency  and  said  that  they  were  sent  by 
their  Chief  to  inform  the  Kesident  that 
the  Boers  were  located  in  his  territory, 
and  positively  refused  to  go  away  in 
obedience  to  his  orders.  The  Boers  said 
if  the  Chief  sent  any  more  messengers 
ordering  them  away  they  would  shoot 
them.  The  Boers  had  built  three  houses, 
and  it  was  expected  that  more  Boers 
would  follow.  Nor  were  the  Boers  with- 
out excuse.  In  a  despatch  written  on 
the  16th  of  last  January  to  the  British 
Kesident  at  Pretoria,  the  Boer  Govern- 
ment said  that  in  order  to  prevent  fur- 
ther bloodshed  and  disorder  in  Zululand 
they  begged  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  release  Cetewayo.     They  added  that 
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a  number  of  Zulus  had  been  driven 
within  their  borders,  and  they  could  not 
force  them  back  without  exposing  them 
to  a  bloody  death.  Here,  then,  we  had 
the  Government  of  the  Transvaal,  which 
we  had  reproached  for  its  inhumanity, 
retorting  the  charge  upon  us,  and  point- 
ing to  the  murders  committed  by  a  Chief 
whom  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
placed  in  power.  He  had  not  half  ex- 
hausted the  description  of  disorder  and 
bloodshed  contained  in  the  Blue  Book  ; 
but  he  thought  he  had  said  enough  to 
lead  the  House  to  question  whether  the 
present  condition  of  Zululand  was  satis- 
factory. What  he  wanted  to  point  out 
was  that  the  present  condition  of  that 
country  afforded  no  excuse  for  the  de- 
tention of  Cetewayo.  If  we  left  the 
people  of  Zululand  to  themselves,  and 
washed  our  hands  of  any  connection 
with  the  country,  we  might  say  that 
we  were  not  in  fault ;  but  by  keeping 
Cetewayo  a  captive  we  were  interfering 
in  the  most  positive  manner  with  the 
affairs  of  Zululand.  He  did  not  enter 
into  the  question  whether,  if  Cetewayo 
came  back,  he  would  be  at  once  accepted 
by  the  people.  If  he  had  no  following 
in  the  country,  clearly  no  harm  would 
be  done  by  setting  him  free.  But  if  his 
freedom  would  lead  to  his  immediate  re- 
storation, then  our  keeping  him  in  cap- 
tivity was  a  manifest  interference  with 
the  affairs  of  Zululand.  There  were  two 
grounds  upon  which  we  might  go.  Wo 
might  either  wash  our  hands  of  the 
whole  business,  and  then  we  should  in- 
cur no  responsibility  ;  or,  if  we  took 
responsibility  upon  ourselves,  then  we 
should  put  a  stop  to  the  effusion  of 
blood  that  was  going  on.  Let  us  either 
cease  to  interfere  at  all,  or  let  our  inter- 
ference be  such  as  would  put  an  end  to 
bloodshed  and  disorder.  All  our  autho- 
rities were  in  favour  either  of  restoring 
Cetewayo  or  of  annexing  Zululand  to 
the  British  Crown.  Lord  Chelmsford  said 
that  the  settlement  we  had  made  would 
be  vain.  Our  Resident  said  it  was  neces- 
sary that  Zululand  should  have  one 
head.  He  pointed,  probably,  to  annexa- 
tion. Bishop  Douglas  and  Mr.  Robert- 
son, while  opposed  to  the  restoration  of 
Cetewayo,  were  in  favour  of  annexation. 
He  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
if  resolved  to  keep  Cetewayo  in  captivity, 
would  say  why  they  did  so.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Resolution  of  which  ho  had 
given  Notice. 


Mb.  W.  fowler,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said  he  wished  to  show  by  his 
action  with  regard  to  it  that  this  was  in 
no  sense  a  Party  question,  but  simply 
an  act  of  justice.    The  real  question 
they  had  to  consider  in  connection  with 
that  matter  was  the  one  which  the  Zulu 
King  himself  had  set  forth  in  the  re- 
markable letter  that   he  wrote  to  the 
Queen,  which  no  one  could  read  without 
emotion,   and  in  which  he  wished  to 
know  what  he  had  done  to  justify  his 
being  imprisoned  for  so  long  a  period. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  owned  that 
he  had  never  yet  been  able  to  answer 
that  question  satisfactorily.    In  the  Blue 
Books  he  found  a  great  many  state- 
ments, but  no  evidence  that  Cetewayo 
had  done  anything  to  justify  his  im- 
prisonment.    Much  depended    on  the 
way  in  which  they  viewed  the  charac- 
ter of  that  man,  and  on  whether  they 
thought  he  could  be  trusted  or  not.     In 
a  clear  and  admirable  letter,  written  by 
the  Dean  of  Maritzburg  immediately 
after  the  War,  speaking  of  the  Zulus,  the 
Dean  said  that  they  never  went  to  war 
with  us ;  that  they  had  always  been  ex- 
cellent neighbours ;  that  Cetewayo  had 
defended  his  country  bravely  and  had 
committed  no  excesses;   that   the  War 
had  been  ours,  not  his;   that  he  had 
never   overrun  Natal,   and  had  never 
shown  any  disposition  to  do  so,  and  that 
we  were  stronger  than  wo   had   been 
willing  to  allow.    A  great  deal  had  been 
said    about    the    military   ambition  of 
Cetewayo,  and  the  only  argument  which 
Lord  Chelmsford  used  in  his  recent  let- 
ter to  the  papers  against  the  restoration 
of  Cetewayo  was  that  we  should  have  a 
restoration  of  the  Army  of  Cetewayo, 
and  that  Army  would  be  a  standing 
menace  to  Natal  and  that  part  of  South 
Africa.     But  what  was  it  that  had  led 
largely  to  the  military  ambition  of  Cete- 
wayo ?    It  was  our  vacillation,  and  the 
vicinity  and   the  action  of  the  Boers. 
That  was  no  fault  of  Cetewayo  ;  he  was 
very  anxious  in  regard  to  the  Boers; 
but  he  had  never  shown  a  disposition  to 
attack  us,  nor  did  he  attack  the  Boers, 
because  we  persuaded  him  not  to  do  so. 
Therefore,  with  regard  to  military  am- 
bition, it  was  a  strange  argument  to  be 
used  by  European  Powers.     Why,  they 
were  in  far  more  danger  from  the  vici- 
nity of  France  and  Germany  than  from 
anjrthing  Cetewayo  could   do.     It  was 
said  that  Cetewayo  was  cruel  and  violent. 
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He  had  seen  a  great  many  anonymous 
statements  to  that  effect,  but  no  evi- 
dence. He  was  regarded  as  a  firm 
Baler,  but  not  as  a  cruel  one ;  and,  in 
his  letter,  he  said  that  the  great  com- 

Elaint  against  him  was  that  he  was  not 
alf  as  firm  as  his  father.     All  the  evi- 
dence went  to  show  that  the  people  loved 
him  as  a  Buler,  and  looked  upon  him 
with  the  greatest  possible  affection,  as 
was   strikingly  shown  by  the  way  in 
which    they    concealed  him    when    he 
was    attacked    and    pursued    by    our 
troops.    Anything  more  miserable  than 
the  story  of  the  way  he  was  caught 
could     not    be     conceived.     An    hon. 
Member    sitting   beside   him   (Mr.  W. 
Fowler)    had   visited    the   country   six 
years  ago,  and  his  impression  was  that 
it  was  very  quiet  and  peaceable.     Then, 
again,  the  man  who  was  described  as  a 
savage  had  evinced  remarkable  forbear- 
ance in  the  hour  of  victory.     After  the 
battle    of   Isandlana,   he    might    have 
swept   Natal  of  every  White  man  in 
the  place;  but  he  did  not.     And  why 
was  that?     Because,  as  he  told  them, 
he  did   not   feel   himself  an  enemy  of 
England,  or  want  to  quarrel  with  her, 
nor  did  he  wish  to  destroy  the  White 
people.      All    through   he   had   shown 
g^d  faith  to  us,  and  even  when  he  had 
tiie  opportunity  he  did  not  use  his  power 
to  punish  or  injure  White  people.     As 
to  the  character  of  the  King«  there  was 
one  incident  which  should  be  mentioned. 
One  of  the  officers  who  had  the  custody 
of  Cetewayo  was  killed  in  the  Transvaal 
War,  and  when  the  King  heard  of  it 
he  ate  no  food  for   a  whole  week,  so 
much  was  he  affected  by  the  loss.     His 
conduct   as  a   prisoner,  moreover,  had 
been  extremely  dignified,  and  worthy  of 
a  man  of  far  higher  origin.  The  opinions 
they   had    heard  from   the   Bishop  of 
Natal,  who  had  had  great  experience  of 
the  Native  races,  as  to  the  character  of 
Cetewayo,  could  be  placed  against  those 
of  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  Sir  Evelyn  Wood, 
and  others,  who  did  not  know  him  half 
10  well.     As  regarded  the  settlement  of 
the  country,   he  fully  appreciated  the 
argument  that  it  was  unwise  to  unsettle 
a  settlement.     There  were  13  Kings  at 
present,  instead  of  one,  and  if  that  really 
was  a  settlement,  he  should  be  very  much 
disposed  to   hesitate  before  interfering 
witn  it.    But  was  it  a  settlement  ?    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  had 
ihown  that  it  was  not,  but  only  confu* 


sion;  and  the  Government  might  have 
expected  confusion  when  they  set  up  13 
persons  in  place  of  one.  Last  summer 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  had  a  meeting  of  the 
Chiefs,  and  shortly  afterwards  there 
were  most  serious  disturbances,  and  the 
terrible  massacre  to  which  ^q  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite  had  referred. 
Great  cruelty  had  been  inflicted  on  those 
who  desired  to  have  the  Zulu  King  back. 
In  Zululand,  under  Cetewayo,  there  was, 
no  doubt,  a  great  Army ;  but  the  state 
of  the  country  was  one  of  comparative 
quiet.  The  King  was  not  all  that  we 
might  desire;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  did 
not  interfere  with  us  ;  and,  although  we 
professed  to  be  very  much  afraid  of  him, 
the  best  evidence  he  could  find  was  that 
the  fear  was  needless.  Sir  Henry  Bul- 
wer  said  he  did  not  consider  there  was 
the  slightest  ground  for  it.  On  the 
other  hand.  Lord  Kimberley,  in  his  In- 
structions to  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  on  his 
new  appointment,  spoke  in  terms  of  en- 
tire dissatisfaction  with  the  present  state 
of  things  in  Zululand.  On  that  point  he 
might  read  the  following  passage  from  a 
letter,  dated  October  27,  1881,  from  the 
Rev.  R.  Robertson,  of  Zululand: — 

"You  have  heard,  no  doubt,  of  the  recent 
slaughter  of  the  Abaqulusi.  I  am  told  that  it 
was  greater  than  that  of  Isandlana.  I  fear  there 
will  be  more  yet.  In  fact.  I  am  expecting 
every  day  to  hear  that  the  Usutu  (Cetewayo's 
own  tribe)  have  broken  out.  Tlieir  patience  has 
been  sorely  tried,  and  it  needs  just  a  little 
more  provocation  to  bring  about  another  crash. 
Maduna  is  strong  enough  to  make  mincemeat 
of  Uamu  and  Zibebu  any  day.  What  he  will 
end  in  doing  I  know  not.'* 

If  we  relied  on  the  different  Kinglets 
we  had  set  over  the  country  we  should 
rely  on  a  broken  reed.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  we  depended  on  Cetewayo,  we 
should,  at  all  events,  depend  on  a  King 
who  had  had  universal  authority  over 
Zululand,  and  not  on  the  half-breed  Chief 
who  had  been  placed  over  a  large  part 
of  that  territory,  and  who  had  applied 
to  the  Government  to  be  made  supreme 
Chief,  an  application  which  had  been, 
happily,  refused.  It  seemed  that  these 
Chiefs  had  broken  all  the  conditions 
on  which  they  entered  into  power. 
Two  of  those  conditions  were  that  they 
were  not  to  go  to  war  with  each  other, 
and  that  they  were  not  to  have  guns. 
It  was  quite  evident  that  John  Dunn 
had  guns.  The  Correspondent  of  The 
Daily  Neuoe^  writing  from  Maritzburg, 
stated  that  to  leave  things  as  they  were 
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in  Zululand  was  impossible;  that  the 
ultimate  outcome  of  the  present  situa- 
tion, unless  something  was  done  to  cure 
it,  was  a  combination  between  two  or 
more  of  the  most  powerful  Chiefs  to  ex- 
terminate the  others ;  and  there  were 
only  two  ways  out  of  the  difficulty — 
either  the  country  must  be  placed  under 
British  rule,  according  to  Lord  Kimber- 
ley*8  original  intention,  or  Cet^wayo 
must  be  sent  back.  He  (Mr.  W.  Fowler) 
believed  that  if  Cetewayo  were  permitted 
to  return  to  Zululand  the  power  of  the 
other  Chieftains  would  disappear  like 
dew,  and  that  he  would  be  restored 
rapidly  to  full  control  over  the  country, 
for  his  character  was  such  that  if  we 
placed  him  in  power  he  would  do  right 
to  his  people.  One  great  argument 
used  by  Lord  Chelmsford  was  that  if 
we  restored  Cetewayo  there  would  be  a 
danger  of  a  renewal  of  the  Zulu  War. 
But  if  we  restored  him  we  could  restore 
him  on  such  conditions  as  would  make 
it  safe  that  nothing  of  the  kind  should 
occur.  At  present  we  had  a  Besident 
in  Zululand,  and  we  could  have  a  Resi- 
dent there  then  after  restoring  Cetewayo ; 
and,  at  any  rate,  we  might  try  to  restore 
order  through  him.  He  saw  an  argu- 
ment the  other  day  that  we  must  not 
put  Zululand  back  again  into  the  un- 
mitigated barbarism  in  which  it  was 
under  Cetewayo.  He  denied  that  there 
was  unmitigated  barbarism  under  Cete- 
wayo. He  believed  that  Cetewayo*s  rule 
was  a  remarkably  mitigated  barbarism, 
because  it  was  a  barbarism  under  the 
control  of  an  eminently  intelligent  Euler 
of  remarkable  powers,  used,  as  far  as 
he  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  could  discover,  with 
judgment  and  discretion.  They  were  told 
there  was  great  danger  of  further  un- 
settlement.  He  could  not  see  how  any 
unsettlement  could  be  greater  than  the 
present  one.  Lord  Kimberley  fully  ad- 
mitted that  in  his  despatch.  He,  further, 
did  not  believe  there  was  anything  in 
the  argument  that,  as  we  had  made  an 
enemy  of  Cetewayo,  it  would  be  dan- 
gerous to  release  him,  for  Cetewayo  not 
only  was  not  vindictive,  but  had  ex- 
pressed his  strong  wish  to  be  on  friendly 
terms  with  England.  Only  a  few  months 
ago  a  gentleman  in  Cape  Town  went  to 
see  Cetewayo,  who  said  that  he  had 
always  been  English,  that  his  father 
had  been  English,  that  he  (Cetewayo) 
was  now  more  English  than  ever,  for 
the  English  had  spared  his  life,  and 

Mr.  }f\  FQwhr 


if  the  English  restored  him  to  power 
he  would  never  fight  against  England. 
Cetewayo  had  felt  the  power  of  Eng- 
land, and  he  would  not  be  the  man  to 
fight  with  her  again.  Another  argument 
against  Cetewayo's  restoration  to  power 
was  that  we  should  have  to  make  com- 
pensation to  the  existing  Kings.  He 
did  not  think  that  because  the  Govern- 
ment had  that  difficulty  to  get  out  of 
was  a  reason  for  keeping  the  King  in 
captivity.  It  was  our  fault  if  the  power 
had  been  given  to  men  unfit  to  use  it, 
and  we  must  settle  the  matter  in  the 
best  way  possible.  It  was  said  that  the 
public  opinion  of  Natal  would  be  very 
much  against  a  restoration  of  Cetewayo. 
He  had  seen  all  sorts  of  statements 
on  that  question.  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley, 
speaking  of  the  public  opinion  of  NataJ, 
said,  on  the  13th  of  February,  1880— 

*'  Their  desire  is  to  annex  Zululand  to  Her 
Majesty's  South  African  Dominions,  if  not  by 
a  straightforward  declaration  to  that  effect,  at 
least  by  imposing  taxation  on  the  Zulu  people, 
by  placing  British  magistrates  in  every  district 
of  the  country,  and  by  making  Her  Majesty's 
authority  paramount." 

If  that  was  the  opinion  of  Natal,  he  did 
not  think  we  should  much  regard  it. 
There  was  another  argument  used  against 
a  restoration  of  Cetewayo  to  power,  and 
that  was  that  he  was  a  nigger ;  but 
surely  we  ought  to  do  justice  to  this 
man,  whether  he  was  black  or  white. 
There  were,  however,  some  English 
people  who  thought  it  was  not  of  much 
consequence  what  happened  to  a  nigger. 
He  did  not  think  that  in  modem  history 
there  were  to  be  found  more  than  two 
cases  like  this — one  was  the  case  of 
Napoleon,  and  the  other  that  of  Tous- 
saiut  L'Ouverture.  If  Cetewayo  could  be 
trusted — as  those  who  knew  him  well 
would  testify — he  ought  no  longer  to  be 
detained ;  and  the  Government  should 
at  once  accede  to  all  that  was  asked  for 
on  his  account — namely,  to  liberate  him, 
and  to  give  to  him  the  common  rights 
of  the  commonest  man.  The  more  he 
had  investigated  this  matter  the  more 
he  was  convinced  there  was  no  proof 
that  this  man  deserved  the  great  and 
cruel  punishment  that  had  been  inflicted 
on  him — a  punishment  that  was  more 
severe  to  him  than  it  would  be  to  an 
ordinary  Englishman.  The  punishment 
was  also  severe  because  the  Government 
had  degraded  him  by  turning  him  out 
of  his  Monarchy  and  putting  him  into 
a  prison.     He  had  done  nothing  against 
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grave  and  serious  character,  but  it  is  a 
dififerent  one  from  that  which  the  case 
would  present,  if,  as  my  hon.  Friend 
supposes,  ho  were  locked  up  in  prison. 
Let  us  consider  the  chief  points  which 
have  been  made  in  the  two  speeches  we 
have  heard.  It  has  been  truly  said  by 
the  Mover  of  this  Motion  that  this  is  no 
Party  question.  I  frankly  own  that  I 
am  glad  that  such  a  strong  sympathy  with 
this  individual  does  exist  in  this  House, 
and  that  it  is  not  confined  to  one  side  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Qorst)  has  founded 
himself  in  some  degree  upon  the  injus- 
tice of  the  Zulu  War,  which,  he  says,  is 
admitted  by  both  sides  of  the  House.  I 
know  not  whether  that  is  so,  though  I 
am  afraid  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man is,  perhaps,  a  little  precipitate  in 
that  assumption.  At  any  rate,  I  am  not 
here  to  dispute  the  justice  or  the  injus- 
tice of  the  Zulu  War,  though  I  have  seen 
no  cause  to  alter  my  opinion  upon  that 
subject ;  but  I  do  not  wish  to  dwell  upon 
it  at  this  moment — first,  because  it  tends 
to  introduce  into  this  discussion  topics  of 
difference  which  we  are  willing  to  avoid  ; 
and,  secondly,  because  it  is  not  the  ques- 
tion. Whether  the  Zulu  War  was  just 
or  unjust  is  not  and  cannot  be,  in  point 
of  right,  the  governing  consideration  in 
our  minds  with  respect  to  the  course  we 
are  now  taking  with  regard  to  Cetewayo. 
Our  business  is  to  be  governed  by  the 
interests  of  South  Africa,  and  especially 
of  Zululand  ;  and  nothing  will  justify  us 
in  diverting  our  view  from  the  ques- 
tion of  what  is  best  to  be  done  in  the 
present  state  of  the  facts,  and  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  our  information  with  re- 
ference to  the  interests  of  that  country. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  the  War  was  unjust,  and  my 
answer  is  that,  agreeing  with  him,  1 
hold  that  that  is  not  the  point  wo  have 
now  before  us,  and  that  we  must  look 
to  considerations  of  a  different  order. 
He  has  also  dwelt  very  much  upon  an- 
other point,  which  I  am  not  here  to  con- 
test. If  I  were  here  to  contest  it,  I 
should  be  speaking  in  entire  contradic- 
tion to  the  despatches  which  have  been 
sent  out  by  the  Government — namely, 
that  the  present  condition  of  Zulu- 
land  cannot  be  regarded  as  satisfactory. 
Though  his  description  of  the  situation 
of  the  country  as  being  that  of  anarchy 
and  bloodshed  is,  perhaps,  not  perfectly 
accurate,  yet  that  regular  and  suitable 
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this  oountiT,  and  he  had  asked  what 
was  the  right  of  every  man — namely,  a 
trial;  and  if  we  did  not  release  him 
within  a  reasonable  time  we  should  not 
only  be  doing  him  ^eat  injustice,  but 
continuing  a  state  of  things  which  was 
a  disgrace. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  lliat  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  Her  l^Iajesty  will  be 
nadoiisly  pleased  to  release  Cetewayo,  the 
Zulu  King,  from  the  unjust  captivity  in  which 
he  is  now  held,"— (JTr.  Gursty) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words 

S^posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
estion." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  this  ques- 
tion having  been  brought  forward  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  that  you  do 
leave  the  Chair,  we  are  not  asked  to 
meet  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  by  a  direct  negative.  I  am  so 
Ua  glad  of  that,  because  there  is  no 
reason  why  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ahould  represent  themselves  as  being  at 
issue  with  him  upon  the  question  of 
principle  relating  to  the  matter  whicli 
he  has  brought  before  the  House.  The 
contention  I  shall  make  is  that  the 
interference  of  the  House  in  this  matter 
would  be  entirely  premature,  and  woidd 
lead  to  serious  mischief ;  that  the  facts 
are  not  ripe  for  decision,  even  by  the 
(Government,  much  less  are  they  ripe 
for  decision  by  the  interference  of  this 
House.  One  word  as  to  the  language 
used  by  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just 
sat  down,  which  is  to  a  certain  extent 
tostained  by  the  terms  of  tliis  Motion. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
moved  that  Cetewayo  ought  to  be  re- 
released  from  the  unjust  captivity  in 
which  he  is  held  ;  and  my  hon.  Friend 
who  followed  him  has  entreated  us 
to  release  him  from  prison,  and  no 
longer  to  permit  him  to  be  locked  up. 
I  will  not  deny  that  Cetewayo  is  under 
restraint ;  it  is,  perhaps,  questionable 
whether  he  is  detained  in  captivity,  but 
it  is  a  complete  inaccuracy  to  say  that 
he  is  in  prison,  or  that  he  is  locked  up. 
He  has  been  placed  upon  parole  within 
certain  local  limits — that  is  an  exactly 
true  description  of  his  present  condition. 
I  do  not  intend  to  represent  that  fact  as 
one  of  a  light  character  ;  it  is  a  fact  of  a 
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government  has  not  been  established 
there  is  undeniable,  and  that  the  results 
of  the  Zulu  War — quite  apart  from  the 
question  of  its  justice  orinjustice,  in  sub- 
stituting the  present  state  of  things  for 
the  rule  of  Cetewayo — have  been  unfor- 
tunate is  also,  in  my  opinion,  undeniable ; 
but  none  of  these  questions  are  before 
us.  The  question  before  us  is — *'  What 
is  the  best  to  be  done  for  the  perma- 
nent welfare  of  that  country?"  How 
does  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
meet  that  vitally  essential  point?  He 
proposes  to  us  this  dilemma  —  either 
Cetewayo  has  no  friends  at  all,  and  re- 
leasing him  will  thus  do  no  mischief, 
because  if  he  is  released  no  one  will 
care  for  him  ;  or,  possibly,  the  Zulus  are 
longing  for  his  restoration,  and,  in  that 
case,  his  restoration  is  the  best  thing 
that  could  happen.  I  think  it  is  im- 
possible for  anyone  to  contend  that  Cete- 
wayo has  no  friends  in  that  country.  If 
it  should  finally  appear  that  the  mass  of 
the  people  in  Zululand  are  for  Cete- 
wayo, so  that  something  like  unanimity 
should  prevail,  so  far  from  regarding 
him  as  an  enemy  of  England  and  wish- 
ing him  ill,  and  so  far  from  being  dis- 
posed to  take  anything  but  the  most 
favourable  course  that  the  welfare  of 
the  country  would  permit,  T  should  re- 
gard the  proof  of  that  fact  with  great 
pleasure ;  and  that  would  be  the  senti- 
ment of  my  Colleagues.  But,  besides 
those  two  propositions  which  have  been 
put  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
there  is  a  third,  which  is  much  more 
probable  than  the  proposition  that  Cete- 
wayo has  no  friends,  for  that  I  hold  to 
be  entirely  opposed  to  the  evidence  we 
have  now  before  us.  It  is  quite  evident 
that  he  has  friends ;  and  that  he  is,  or 
would  bo,  a  power  in  the  country  were 
he  free  to  take  whatever  measures  he 
pleased,  and  to  apply  his  own  personal 
energies  to  the  promotion  of  those  mea- 
sures. But,  supposing,  on  the  other 
hand,  that,  instead  of  an  unanimous  re- 
ception of  Cetewayo,  there  should  be  a 
serious  division  of  opinion,  is  it  right 
for  us,  until  we  have  taken  every  step  in 
our  power  to  obtain  the  best  informa- 
tion and  the  best  advice,  to  send  Cete- 
wayo into  the  country  with  the  moral 
certainty  we  possess  that  he  would  be  a 
power,  and  that  if  he  were  not  the  cause 
of  pacification  he  would  be  a  very  seri- 
ous cause  of  disturbance  and  bloodshed  ? 
Both  the  speeches  we  have  heard  tend 

Mr.  Gladstone 


to  rest  upon  an  undeniable  premiss — a 
conclusion  which  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  it.  Both  hon.  Gentlemen  say, 
justly  enough,  "  You  cannot  represent 
this  as  a  satisfactory  settlement."  No, 
Sir,  we  have  not  so  represented  it.  They 
say  the  authorities  are  opposed  to  it. 
They  are  opposed  to  it ;  but  they  are  not 
at  all  agreed  upon  the  alternative  to 
which  we  should  resort.  On  the  con- 
trary, there  is  a  most  serious  difference 
among  the  authorities  as  to  the  restora- 
tion of  Cetewayo.  We  are  not  justified 
in  setting  aside  the  opinion  of  the  autho- 
rities who  are  opposed  to  the  restora- 
tion, at  all  events,  until  we  have  satisfied 
ourselves  that  we  have  done  the  best  in 
our  power  to  acquaint  ourselves  with 
the  actual  condition  of  facts.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  most  fairly 
admitted  that  there  was  this  difference 
of  opinion,  and  that  there  are  those  who 
hold  that  the  annexation  of  Zululand  to 
the  British  Empire  is  the  proper  course 
to  be  adopted.  I,  for  one,  hope  that 
that  may  not  prove  to  be  the  case ;  but 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  we  should 
be  warranted  in  taking  a  course  which 
assumes  a  full  knowledge  of  the  facts, 
when  the  very  Papers  we  have  laid  upon 
the  Table  demonstrate  that  neither  we 
nor  the  House  are  in  full  possession  of 
the  facts.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  a 
patent  fact  that  we  have  done  the  best 
that  in  us  lies  to  obtain  the  very  best  in- 
formation in  our  power ;  wo  have  sent  to 
a  neighbouring  Colony  a  gentleman  in 
whose  judgment,  ability,  and  impar- 
tiality we  have  entire  confidence,  and  wo 
have  called  upon  liim  to  lose  no  time  in 
applying  his  mind  to  the  consideration 
of  the  affairs  of  Zululand.  We  have 
just  heard  of  his  arrival,  and  in  the 
course  of  a  few  weeks  we  hope  to  be  in 
possession  of  his  opinion.  We  look  to 
him — as  he  is  well  entitled,  from  his 
great  ability  and  experience,  to  be  re- 
garded— as  a  mediator  between  the  op- 
posing opinions  that  have  been  laid 
before  us.  My  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  made  very  light  of  the 
question,  whether  or  not  we  are  under 
any  obligations  to  the  13  Chiefs  who  are 
now  in  actual  or  nominal  possession  of 
Zululand.  But,  Sir,  these  obligations 
are  not  to  be  got  rid  of — at  all  events, 
without  something  like  definite  evidence 
as  to  the  unfaithfulness  or  the  incapacity 
of  those  Chiefs.  1  admit  that  two  cases 
have  been  quoted  \  but  it  would  be  i^b* 
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surd  to  say  that  those  1 3  men  are  to  be 
condemned  because  two  of  them  have 
proved  unfaithful  to  their  Government. 
It  may  be  that  the  others  are  unfaithful ; 
but  we  have  not  such  distinct  and  de- 
tailed evidence  and  responsible  judgment 
upon  that  point  as  is  absolutely  necessary 
to  warrant  us  in  coming  to  a  conclusion. 
I  may  point  out  that  the  Motion  is  in- 
complete as  well  as  premature.  It  puts 
one  alternative  before  us ;  but  it  may  be 
oar  duty  to  do  more  than  release  Cete- 
wayo.  To  release  him  is  simply  to  re- 
nounce all  responsibility  in  the  matter, 
and  to  leave  him  to  do  what  he  can 
towards  establishing  himself  or  towards 
distarbitfg  the  country,  and  to  wash  our 
hands  of  the  affair.  I  doubt  whether 
we  have  the  right,  in  the  present  state 
of  our  information,  to  take  that  course  ; 
but  it  is  quite  possible  that  we  may  find 
the  state  of  facts  to  be  such  that  we  may 
find  it  to  be  our  duty  to  release  Cete- 
wayo,  and  do  something  more — to  give 
him  the  moral  support  of  this  country  in 
replacing  him  in  his  position.  My  hon. 
Fnend  who  has  just  sat  down  has  indi- 
cated that  there  are  serious  difficulties 
in  this  matter.  He  admits  that  great 
objections  have  been  taken  to  the 
idea  of  a  restoration  of  Cetewayo  and 
his  army.  He  says  that  we  ought 
to  release  him  and  put  him  back ; 
but  put  him  back  upon  conditions — 
upon  condition  that  he  will  not  restore 
his  military  organization.  My  hon. 
Friend  asks  us  to  take  this  step  with- 
out evidence  from  our  own  responsible 
authorities  in  the  country.  I  say  it  would 
be  a  very  grave  resolution,  indeed,  to 
arrive  at  to  bind  ourselves  to  the  opinion 
expressed  by  my  hon.  Friend — an  opinion 
to  which  I  do  not  object,  but  which  I 
say  is  premature.  We  are  asked  to 
determine  to  release  Cetewayo  upon  con- 
dition that  he  will  not  reinstate  his  mili- 
tary organization,  and  if  that  condition 
is  broken  we  are  to  tell  him  that  we  shall 
invade  his  country  again.  I  do  think 
my  hon.  Friend,  upon  consideration,  will 
see  that  we  are  not  asking  too  much  in 
begging  him  to  refrain  from  pledging 
the  House  on  the  present  occasion  in  a 
manner  which  would  be  precipitate,  and 
might  be  dangerous  to  a  definite  opinion 
on  the  subject.  Suppose  the  House  gave 
a  judgment  adverse  to  Cetewayo.  I  am 
fflad  to  say  that  a  vote  aeainst  the 
Motion  would,  in  its  nature,  be  more  a 
Tote  for  the  Previous  Question  than  a 


vote  adverse  to  Cetewayo;  but  in  the 
country  it  would  bo  taken  as  a  vote  ad- 
verse to  Cetowayo.  I  should,  however, 
be  very  sorry  that  any  vote  adverse  to 
Cetewayo  should  be  placed  upon  record 
in  this  House.  I  should  regret  any 
vote  which  would  hamper  us  in  giving 
scope,  should  wo  find  facts  to  justify  it, 
to  the  views  entertained  by  my  noble 
Friend  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  and  which,  I  believe,  would  be 
found  almost  universal  in  this  House. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  if  I  were  to  con- 
template an  arrival  at  a  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Motion  which  has  just  been  made, 
I  cannot  anticipate  any  advantage  from 
such  a  result.  But  suppose  the  Motion 
is  carried,  and  tho  release  takes  place, 
I  do  not  seo  that  there  would  be  any 
relief  from  the  responsibility  which  we 
have  already  incurred.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  think  there  would  be  a  serious 
addition  to  that  responsibility.  But  it 
will  be  urged  that  we  are  asked  to  decide 
in  favour  of  non-interference,  and  are 
not  asked  to  commit  ourselves  to  a  fresh 
policy.  But  I  answer,  we  are  dealing 
with  facts  as  they  are ;  we  are  dealing 
with  a  state  of  facts  in  which  the  essen- 
tial circumstances  are  that  Cetewayo  is 
under  restraint,  and  that  an  alternative 
system  has  been  established  in  Zulu- 
land.  No  doubt,  that  system  is  unsatis- 
factory ;  but  we  are  endeavouring  to  get 
at  the  best  information  and  the  best 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  case.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  before  we  know 
tho  best  mode  of  dealing  with  it,  to  re- 
lease Cetewayo,  and  allow  to  pass  into 
Zululand  one  whose  presence  there 
might  entirely  fail  in  recalling  the  people 
to  their  allegiance — and  if  it  did  so  fail, 
it  would  be  a  new  cause  of  political  dis- 
turbance and  an  extensive  shedding 
of  human  blood — that  is  not  a  course 
which  the  House  can  wisely  or  justly  be 
called  upon  to  take.  I  do  not  think  that 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  go  further  into 
this  matter.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  that  he  declined  to  inquire 
whether  Cetewayo  would  be  accepted  by 
his  people  as  King  or  not.  If  he  de- 
clines that  inquiry,  I  beg  him  to  go 
a  little  further,  and  not  vote  for  his  own 
Motion ;  for  he  certainly  ought  not  to 
!  vote  for  his  own  Motion  unless  he  has 
satisfied  himself  as  to  that  inquiry.  If 
he  believes,  upon  evidence  which  we  do 
not  find  sufficient,  that  Cetewayo  will  be 
accepted,  he  may  consistently  proceed 
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with  Ills  Motion.  But  be  declines  to 
face  that  question.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler) 
says  he  will  be  accepted  as  King ;  but 
then  my  hon.  Friend  thinks  himself  in 
possession  of  evidence  which  Lord  Kim- 
berley  does  not  find  himself  in  possession 
of.  My  hon.  Friend  says  it  is  difficult 
to  find  out  the  sentiments  of  the  people, 
but  yet  that  they  would  accept  Cetewayo. 
My  hon.  Friend's  convictions  are  a 
matter  of  great  importance  to  himself 
undoubtedly,  and  ought  to  have  great 
weight  with  this  House.  But  until  we 
are  happy  enough  to  arrive  at  similar 
oonvictions  the  Government  will  not  be 
justified  in  taking  measures  for  putting 
such  convictions  into  effect.  I  venture 
to  hope  that  upon  information  of  this 
kind  we  shall  not  be  called  upon  to 
exhibit  a  variety  of  opinion  which  can  do 
no  good,  and  may  do  very  serious  evil, 
and  which,  at  any  rate,  would  lead  to 
the  opinion  that  we  are  substantially 
divided  upon  matters  as  to  which  I  was 
sanguine  enough  to  hope  there  was  a 
general  agreement.  I  do  not  question 
— although  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  has 
a  little  exaggerated  in  his  statements 
about  the  condition  of  Zululand — that 
the  new  settlement  has  done  nothing  as 
yet  towards  making  good  its  title  to  our 
approval.  I  may  refer  to  the  despatch 
of  my  noble  Friend  to  Sir  Henry  Bulwer 
of  the  2nd  of  February,  in  which  my 
noble  Friend  carefully  and  elaborately 
set  out  the  various  alternatives  which 
were  open  to  us,  and  suggested  inquiries 
conceived  in  the  largest  sense  into  the 
entire  subject.  That  course  of  inquiry 
is  one  that  has,  I  have  no  doubt,  by  this 
time  been  put  in  force,  and  I  hope  that 
no  long  time  will  elapse  before  we  shall 
probe  the  matter  to  the  bottom,  so  far 
as  it  admits  of  being  so  probed.  Then 
will  be  the  time  when  we  shall  be  in  a 
condition  to  arrive  at  a  judgment,  and 
to  act  upon  that  judgment ;  and  I  assure 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  House  that 
they  have  not  the  slightest  reason  to  fear 
that  when  that  time  arrives  we  shall 
approach  the  subject  under  the  influence 
of  any  adverse  prejudice  towards  the 

Eerson  on  whose  behalf  he  is  so  full  of 
enevolent  and  patriotic  intentions.  It 
is  impossible  to  think  of  the  situation  of 
Cetewayo  without  commiseration.  With- 
out any  desire  to  resuscitate  the  debates 
of  three  years  ago,  I  may  say  that  the 
public  opinion  of  the   country  is  that 

Mr,  Ghd^tom 


Cetewayo  has  claims  upon  our  oonsidera* 
tion.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  peace  and  welfare 
of  the  country  ought  to  be  the  dominant 
consideration.  We  hope  that  the  interests 
of  Zululand  itself  will  lead  in  the  same 
direction  as  the  sympathy  which  we  must 
all  feel  for  one  who  has  suffered  so  much. 
At  all  events,  the  spirit  in  which  we 
shall  approach  the  decision  of  the  ques- 
tion wiU  be  one  of  which  we  are  sure 
that  the  House  will  have  no  disposition 
and  no  cause  to  complain,  and  the  time 
at  which  we  shall  be  able  to  approach  it 
is,  we  trust,  very  near  at  hand. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) with  which  he  agreed.  This  was 
no  Party  question.  It  would  be  in  the 
recollection  of  many  hon.  Members  that 
in  1879,  in  the  debate  on  the  Zulu  War, 
he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  had  felt  himself 
compelled  to  differ  from  the  opinion  of, 
perhaps,  the  majority  of  those  with 
whom  he  ordinarily  acted,  and  that  he 
had  denounced  the  war  as  unjust  and  un- 
necessary. He  would  not  now  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  by  a  re-statement 
of  all  the  reasons  upon  which  he  arrived 
at  that  conclusion,  because,  as  was 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
the  question  of  the  justice  or  injustice 
of  the  Zulu  War  was  not  directly  before 
the  House ;  but  ho  would  briefly  refer 
to  one  principal  reason,  as  throwing 
some  light  upon  the  conduct  and  cha- 
racter of  Cetewayo,  which  formed  an  im- 
portant element  in  the  consideration  of 
the  question  now  before  the  House.  He 
showed  in  that  debate,  from  a  careful 
examination  of  all  the  proceeding^  of 
Cetewayo  from  the  time  he  succeeded 
Panda,  that,  with  the  exception  of  sud- 
den outbursts  of  temper,  Cetewayo  had 
been  uniformly  friendly  to  the  British 
nation.  He  constantly  sought  the  as- 
sistance and  advice  of  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Natal  and  of  8ir  Theophilus 
Shepstone  ;  and  he  did  what  many  who 
sought  advice  did  not  do — he  almost  in- 
variably took  that  advice,  though  often 
very  unpalatable  to  him.  Thus,  he  over 
and  over  again,  in  conformity  with  the 
advice  and  wishes  of  the  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor, restrained  his  own  strong  desire, 
and  that  of  his  Chiefs,  to  attack  the  Boers 
and  other  neighbouring  Tribes.  He  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  urged,  as  a  proof  of 
this  vieW|  that  Cetewayo  did  not  invado 
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Natal  when  it  was  douuded  of  troops,  and 
when  we  were  engaged  in  the  troubles 
of  the  Transkei  War ;  and  this  at  a  time 
when  we  were  asked  to  believe  that  he 
was  bitterly  hostile  to   us.      He  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  desired  to  express  his 
entire  concurrence  in  the  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Qiatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  Cetewayo  shortly  before   war 
was  declared.     There    was    no    doubt 
that  for  some  months  before  the  war 
Cetewayo  was  irritated  at  the  apparent 
unfairness  of  the  English  Government 
in  not  settling  the  boundaries  between 
Zalnland  and    the    Transvaal.      That 
irritation   was    not    unreasonable,    for 
he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  felt  bound  to 
admit   that    the    final  settlement  was 
imduly  delayed;   and  it  was  not  un- 
natural that  Cetewayo  should  believe 
that,  after  we  had  annexed  the  Trans- 
taal,  we  did   not  care  to  decide  the 
matter.  Again,  there  was  no  doubt  that 
Cetewayo  was  alarmed  and  uneasy  at 
the  movement  of   troops   towards  the 
Natal  Frontier — a  movement  which  Sir 
Heniy  Bulwer  had  strongly  deprecated 
as  likely  to  cause  that  very  alarm  and 
uneasiness  which  it  did,  in  fact,  create 
in  the  minds  of  Cetewayo  and  of  his 
Chiefs.    But  that  irritation  and  uneasi- 
ness could  have  been  removed  by  the 
exercise  of  a  little  tact  and  judgment. 
There  was  a  fair  opportunity  for  doing 
this  when    the  award,    by   which   the 
boundaries  were  defined,  was   sent  to 
Cetewayo.     But  what  was  done?    In- 
stead of  sending  that  award  as  a  mes- 
sage of  peace,  untrammelled  by  any  con- 
ditions, conditions  were  attached  to  it 
which  were   unfair  and   unreasonable. 
And  more  than  this.     With  the  award 
was  sent  an  ultimatum,  with  the  terms 
of  which  it  was  impossible  for  Cetewayo 
to  comply.      Acceptance  of  those  terms 
would  have  amounted  to  an  extinction 
of  Zulu  government  and  power,  and  to 
the  practical  dethronement  of  himself. 
It  followed,  from  what  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  had   said,  that  he   regretted 
the    necessity  —  perhaps    unavoidable 
after   war,  however  unjust,  had   com- 
menced— of  taking  Cetewayo  prisoner, 
and  of  detaining  him  as  a  prisoner  of 
war.      It  was  only  just  to  the  Cape 
Gbvemment  to  say  that,  acting  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  wishes  of  the  Im- 
perial Government,  they  had  done  all 
they  could  to  alleviate  his  captivity  and 


I  to  make  it  as  little  irksome  as  possible  ; 
and  he  should  be  glad  to  learn  that  any 
further  alleviation  could  be  granted,  or 
any  restrictions  removed,  consistently 
with  Cetewayo's  remaining  in  the  Cape 
Colony.  But  the  Eesolution  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  advo- 
cated an  immediate  release  without  any 
conditions ;  and  both  his  speech  and 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  W.  Fowler)  pointed  to  the  desira- 
bility of  his  being  restored  to  Zululand. 
Now,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  was  cer- 
tainly not  prepared  to  take  any  step  to- 
wards restoring  Cetewayo  to  Zululand, 
or  even  towards  settling  him  upon  any 
location  near  Zululand.  Whether,  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  war,  Cetewayo 
might  have  been  left  as  paramount 
Chief  under  certain  conditions,  and  with 
limitations  of  his  power,  he  would  not 
now  stop  to  inquire.  But  the  House 
was  now  asked  to  form  a  judgment  upon 
a  totally  different  state  of  things.  Zu- 
luland had  been  partitioned  out  among 
certain  Chiefs,  and  solemn  engagements 
had  been  entered  into  with  those  Chiefs, 
which  would  be  most  flagrantly  broken 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  were  of 
their  own  free  will  to  allow  Cetewayo 
to  return  to  power  in  that  country.  The 
whole  nature  of  the  arrangement  was 
inconsistent  with  such  return;  and,  if 
not  in  express  terms,  they  had  impliedly 
bound  themselves  not  to  adopt  such  a 
policy.  It  had  been  contended  that  the 
present  state  of  Zululand  was  deplor- 
able. Without  accepting  all  the  re- 
ports— many  made  by  Natives  on  hear- 
say— as  to  the  state  of  things  in  that 
country,  he  would  admit  it  to  be  pro- 
bable that  the  arrangement  made  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  war  had  not 
worked  in  an  altogether  satisfactory 
manner,  and  that  acts  of  bloodshed  and 
cruelty  had  been  perpetrated ;  but  suf- 
ficient timQ  had  not  yet  elapsed  to  satisfy 
us  that,  with  modifications,  that  arrange- 
ment might  not  practically  work  well. 
If  the  state  of  things  described  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  continued, 
it  would  undoubtedly  be  the  duty  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  interfere 
and  put  an  end  to  it — by  deposing  those 
Chiefs  who  behaved  in  this  outrageous 
manner ;  by  strengthening  the  hands  of 
the  British  Eesident;  and  by  appointing, 
if  necessary,  more  Besidents  and  Ma- 
gistrates. But  how  would  the  state  of 
Zululand  be  improved  by  the  return  of 
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Cetewayo  ?  He  would  ask  the  House  j 
to  consider  iu  what  capacity  Cetowayo 
could  be  restored.  Was  he  to  go  back 
as  paramount  Chief  ?  This  would  be  a 
clear  and  distinct  breach  of  our  engage- 
ments with  the  Chiefs,  by  which  we  had 
vested  in  them  certain  defined  powers. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  Cetewayo  could 
only  be  so  restored  at  the  unanimous 
desire  and  request  of  all  the  Chiefs — a 
contingency  which  had  not  happened, 
and  he  thought  was  not  very  likely  to 
happen  for  some  years  to  come,  if  at 
all.  Was  Cetewayo,  then,  to  return  as  a 
subordinate  Chief,  and  to  have  a  district 
allotted  to  him  ?  In  the  first  place,  no 
district  was  vacant,  and  we  could  not, 
consistently  with  our  engagements,  now 
insist  upon  a  forced  sub-division  of  a  dis- 
trict for  the  purpose  of  fixing  Cetewayo 
there.  And  even  if  there  were  a  vacancy, 
he  questioned  whether  we  could  properly 
appoint  Cetewayo  to  such  vacancy.  He 
was  not  sure  whether,  under  the  arrange- 
ment made  at  the  conclusion  of  the  war, 
a  Chief  had  the  right  to  appoint  his 
successor,  or  whether  such  right  was 
vested  in  the  people  of  the  district ;  but 
such  right,  whether  vested  in  the  Chief  or 
people,  would  be  infringed  by  the  forced 
appointment  of  Cotewaj'o  to  fill  the  va- 
cancy. And,  further,  he  would  ask  the 
House  to  consider  whether  it  would  not 
be  highly  undesirable  to  place  Cetewayo 
in  a  position  of  equality  with  Chiefs 
over  whom  he  so  lately  ruled  ?  If,  then, 
it  would  be  dangerous  to  restore  him  as 
paramount  Chief,  or  as  a  subordinate 
Chief,  would  it  be  less  dangerous  to 
allow  him  to  go  back  and  settle  there  as 
a  private  individual  ?  It  would  be  very 
difficult  to  prevent  him  from  plotting  to 
regain  power  if  he  were  so  inclined. 
There  were  now  in  Zululand  many  mem- 
bers of  his  family  and  household,  and 
many  who  held  high  position  under  him 
when  in  power,  who  were  disaffected, 
and  would  gladly  assist  him  to  regain 
that  power,  by  which  they  would  profit. 
Here  would  bo  one  source  of  danger. 
But  assuming  that  he  would  not  be  in- 
clined to  intrigue  for  power,  would  not 
his  mere  presence  in  the  country  tend  to 
intensify  any  quarrel  tliat  might  arise 
between  two  Chiefs,  and  to  increase  any 
disaffection  or  ill-feeling  that  might  arise 
between  any  Chief  and  his  followers?  He 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  would  have  hesitated 
to  have  pressed  so  strongly  this  oppo- 
sition to  Cetewayo's  return  to  Zululand 

Sir  Henry  Holland 


had  this  view  been  only  held  by  himself. 
But  he  must  remind  the  House  that  the 
people  of  Natal  had  most  strongly  pro- 
tested against  Cetewayo's  restoration ; 
and  great  attention  should  be  paid  to 
that  opinion,  as  the  people  of  that 
Colony  were  most  deeply  interested  in 
the  welfare  of  Zululand,  and  would  be 
most  directly  affected  by  disturbances 
there.  He  had  within  the  last  week 
also  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing  a 
letter  from  John  Dunn,  in  which  the 
danger  of  allowing  Cetewayo  to  return 
was  most  strongly  pressed.  Of  course, 
it  would  be  said  that  John  Dunn  was  an 
interested  party.  That  was  true,  but 
that  very  interest  made  him  alive  to  the 
danger ;  and  whatever  might  be  alleged 
of  John  Dunn,  no  one  could  deny  uat 
he  was  a  very  shrewd  observer,  and 
that  he  knew  the  Zulu  Natives  better, 
probably,  than  anyone  else  in  South 
Africa.  As  he  had  mentioned  the  name 
of  John  Dunn,  he  would  venture  to  say 
a  few  words  on  behalf  of  a  man  to  whom 
he  thought  scant  justice  had  been  done, 
and  who  certainly  had  been  assailed  that 
evening  in  very  strong  language.  John 
Dunn  rendered  most  loyal  and  important 
services  to  the  British  after  the  war 
broke  out.  Without  those  services  our 
success  must  have  been  delayed,  the 
war  must  have  been  prolonged,  and 
many  valuable  lives  must  have  been 
lost.  Upon  this  point  he  might,  with- 
out hesitation,  refer  to  the  evidence  of 
Lord  Chelmsford,  Major  General  Crea- 
lock,  and  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley,  and 
others  in  command.  John  Dunn  had 
been  accused  of  treachery  to  Cetewayo ; 
but  he  was  at  a  loss  to  see  upon  what 
grounds.  Before  the  war  John  Dunn 
had  used  all  his  great  influence  with 
Cetowayo  to  prevent  that  war.  When 
the  war  was  imminent,  or  just  after  it 
was  declared,  Cetewayo  informed  John 
Dunn  that  he  was  unable  to  protect  him, 
and,  therefore,  he  crossed  the  Frontier 
with  the  full  knowledge  of  Cetewayo, 
and  quite  openly,  Since  the  conclusion 
of  the  war  John  Dunn  had  governed  his 
district  with  great  ability  and  judgment. 
He  had  passed  Liquor  Laws  to  prevent 
the  introduction  of  spirits  into  his  dis- 
trict; he  had  facilitated  and  improved 
the  administration  of  justice ;  and  had 
introduced  a  simple  and  effective  Crimi- 
nal Code  based  on  the  Native  Laws. 
Not  only  this,  but  he  interfered  most 
usefully  when  a  quarrel  broke  out  be- 
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tireen  two  Chiefs ;  he  localized  that 
quarrel,  and  prevented  a  general  dis- 
turbance. Upon  tliis  point  they  had  the 
high  testimony  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood. 
Betuming  again  to  the  question  before 
the  House,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  de- 
sired to  state  one  more  reason  which 
should  make  the  House  pause  before 
passing  a  Resolution  in  favour  of  Cete- 
▼ayo's  return  to  Zululand.  They  must 
consider  the  character  of  Cetewayo. 
Now,  no  doubt,  since  he  had  been  in 
captivity,  he  had  given  expression  to 
many  dignified  and  humane  sentiments, 
though  ne  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  reports  of  his 
speeches  were  somewhat  highly  coloured, 
and  he  had  certainly  impressed  a  great 
many  people  in  his  favour.  But  dignity 
in  captivity  was  quite  consistent  with 
cruelty  when  in  power.  There  could  be 
no  question  that  Cetewayo  was  cruel 
vhen  in  power,  and  that  by  his  acts  he 
had  alienated  many  of  his  followers. 
Had  those  who  now  so  highly  praised 
him  forgotten  that  in  1876  he  coolly  put 
to  death  a  very  large  number  of  inno- 
cent young  persons  and  children,  an'd  thus 
drew  down  upon  himself  the  indignant 
snd  strong  remonstrances  and  rebukes 
of  Sir  Henry  Bulwer.  And  this  act 
he  committed  in  distinct  contravention 
of  most  solemn  promises  which  ho  openly 
made  with  Sir  Theophilus  Shepstono 
and  the  Zulu  people,  when  ho  was  pro- 
claimed King.  When  remonstrated  with, 
he  replied  by  a  letter,  in  which  he  said 
that  he  would  kiU — that  it  was  the  cus- 
tom of  his  nation,  and  that  his  people 
would  not  listen  to  him  unless  he  killed. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  it  was  not  a 
letter,  but  a  message. 

Sir  HENKY  HOLLAND:  At  all 
events,  those  were  the  actual  words  of 
the  Chief  who  delivered  the  message, 
and  they  were  never  denied  by  Cetewayo. 
Indeed,  the  only  defence  raised  for  them 
was  one  raised  in  this  House  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  James), 
in  1879,  that  they  were  attributable 
to  rum,  or  a  sudden  outburst  of  temper. 
He  would  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  security  we  could  havo  against 
a  return  of  like  acts  of  cruelty  if  wo 
replaced  Cetewayo  as  paramount  Chief. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  allow  him  to  refer  to  one  matter, 
very  directly  bearing  upon  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  but  to  which 
no  allusion  had  been  made.  A  few  days 


before  the  House  rose,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  the  Colonies,  in  reply  to  a  ques- 
tion put  by  him  (Sir  Henry  Holland),  an- 
nounced that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  decided  to  bring  Cetewayo  over  to 
this  country.  Now^e,|for  one,  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  re- 
consider that  decision.  He  could  not  see 
what  possible  good  could  arise  from  Cete- 
wayo's  coming  here ;  unless,  indeed,  it 
was  decided  that  he  should  be  restored 
to  Zululand.  In  that  case,  it  would  be 
desirable  that  he  should  go  back  fully 
impressed  with  a  sense  of  the  greatness, 
of  the  power,  and  of  the  resources  of 
England^  It  was,  doubtless,  for  this 
reason  that,  in  1 73 1 ,  Governor  Oglethorpe 
brought  over  from  the  newly-founded 
Colony  of  Georgia  several  Creek  Indian 
Chiefs,  whom  he  took  back  with  him 
after  their  visit  here.  And  the  address 
of  the  head  Chief,  when  presented  to 
the  King,  George  II.,  showed  that  he 
thoroughly  understood  the  position  and 
force  of  the  reason.  The  Chief  was  re- 
ported to  have  said — 

*'  This  day  I  sco  tho  majesty  of  your  face,  the 
greatness  of  your  house,  and  the  number  of  your 
people.  I  am  come  in  my  old  days.  Though  I 
cannot  expect  any  advantage  to  myself,  I  am 
come  for  the  good  of  the  children  of  all  tho 
Natives  of  tho  Jjower  and  Upper  Creeks,  that 
they  may  be  instructed  in  tho  knowledge  of  tho 
English  and  of  their  power.  O  great  King, 
whatever  word  you  shall  say  unto  me,  I  will  on 
my  return  faithfully  tell  them  to  all  the  Kings 
of  the  Creek  Natives." 

But  what  good  would  be  gained  by  im- 
pressing his  mind  with  a  sense  of  the 
greatness  of  this  country,  unless  he  was 
to  return  to  Zululand — a  step  which  he 
trusted  he  had  convinced  the  House 
would  be  highly  inexpedient  ?  It  had, 
indeed,  been  urged  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  plead  his  own  cause  here  in 
England.  But  with  whom  was  he  to  plead 
it  ?  With  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
or  with  the  people  of  England  ?  Surely 
not  with  the  former.  The  Government 
knew  all  the  bearings  of  tho  case,  and 
were  not  likely  to  alter  their  views  upon 
it  by  seeing  Cetewayo  in  person.  Was 
he  to  plead  with  the  people  at  public 
meetings  ?  Those  who  were  already  in- 
terested in  his  case  had  full  knowledge 
of  it  from  the  Papers  presented  to  Par- 
liament, and  from  the  very  full  reports 
of  the  many  interviews  that  he  had  had 
at  the  Cape,  and  they  could  gain  no 
further  information  by  statements  made 
in  public  through  an  interpreter.    As  to 
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the  rest  of  the  public,  they  would,  no 
doubt,  rush  to  see  him,  as  they  would  to 
see  Jumbo,  or  any  other  unusual  sight ; 
but  what  weight  would  their  opinion,  if 
favourable  to  Oetewayo,  have  with  the 
Government,  seeing  that  they  had  not 
studied  the  rights  of  the  case,  and  merely 
taken    his   statements  without   testing 
their  force  or  accuracy?  If,  indeed,  Oete- 
wayo had  signified  any  desire  to  settle 
down  in  this  country,  the  case  would  be 
different ;  and,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland), 
believing  as  he  did,  that  the  war  was 
unjust  and  that  his  detention  was  to  be 
regretted  though  unavoidable,  would  be 
disposed  to  meet  his  wishes  in  every 
way.     But  he  was  not  aware  that  Oete- 
wayo had  over  expressed  any  such  de- 
sire, and  the  Government  had  not  put  it 
forward  as  a  ground  for  their  decision. 
He  should,  therefore,  feel  bound  to  op- 
pose the  bringing  over  of  Oetewayo  to 
this  country,  because  no  good  could  come 
of  it,  unless  Oetewayo  were  to  be  restored 
to  Zululaud,  which  he  thought  would  be 
a  course  fraught  with  danger,  and  in- 
consistent with    the    engagements    we 
entered  into  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
war.     He  hoped  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  would  not  press 
the  Eesolution  to  a  division ;  but  if  he 
did,  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  would  be 
obliged  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  it  would,  perhaps, 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House  if 
he  said  at  once  that,  after  the  very  satis- 
factory statement  which  had  been  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  he  had  no  desire 
whatever  to  do  other  than  follow  the 
advice  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  on  this  occasion,  regarding 
him  as  his  Leader  in  this  matter.  If 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  advice,  he 
would  be  most  happy  to  do  so. 

Sir  DAVID  WEDDERBUEN  said, 
that,  after  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  there  remained  very  little  for  a 
friend  of  Cetewayo  to  say  in  this  House, 
and  he  would  only  allude  to  one  par- 
ticular point.  Having  very  recently 
returned  froni  South  Africa,  he  would 
say  a  few  words  upon  the  local  public 
opinion  on  this  matter,  and  he  would 
deprecate  its  being  misunderstood  in  any 
way  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who 
had  yet  to  form  a  final  opinion  on  this 
important  question.  If  they  went  to 
Cape  Colony,  they  would  find  that  the 
Cape  Colonists  considered  themselves  to 

Sir  Emry  HoUand 


!  be  a  good  way  off  from  Zululand,  and 
I  that  they  did  not  take  a  very  keen  or 
practical  interest  in  Zulu  affairs.      In 
fact,  if  Oetewayo  himself  did  not  happen 
to  be  a  captive  within  their  limits,  he 
thought  they  would    take    very    little 
interest  in  the  question  at  all ;  and  as 
far  as  he  could  gather  public  opinion 
there,  it  was  very  much  divided.     Some 
said,  "  Oh,  he  had  better  go  back  to  his 
own   country;"   and  others  seemed  to 
think  he  should  be  retained  in  prison. 
But  when  they  came  to  those  countries 
which  were  nearer  to    Zululand,   and 
which  were,  therefore,  more  closely  in- 
terested, they  found  opinion  among  the 
public  at  large  to  be  very  definitely  felt 
and    expressed.     To    begin    with    the 
Transvaal  Boers ;  it  was  evident  that 
they,  so  far  as  they  had  expressed  them- 
selves through  their  Government  and 
Epresentatives,  were  in  favour  of  the 
return  of  Oetewayo,  not  merely  of  his 
release,  but  of  his  restoration,  and  the 
ground  they  put  it  upon  was,   that  it 
would  be  a  pacific  and  peaceful  solution 
of  the  difficulty.    In  Natal  opinion  was 
somewhat  different.    While  he  was  in 
Natal  a  large  public  meeting  was  held 
at  Durban  to  discuss  the  question  of  the 
restoration  of  Cetewayo.    No  doubt,  by 
a  large  majority  it  was  decided  that  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  the  prosperity  of 
Natal  if  Oetewayo  were  restored;   but 
the  meeting  was  not  unanimous,  and  it 
had  been  undoubtedly  brought  together 
by  the   un-friends    of   Oetewayo,   and 
those  whom  he  might  call,  perhaps,  the 
friends  of   John   Dunn.      Apart  from 
this,  he  would  point  out  that  the  public 
opinion  of  meetings  such  as  that  held 
at  Durban  ought  not  greatly  to  influence 
Her  Majesty's  Government  or  the  de- 
cision of  this  House.    Meetings  in  such 
a  place  as  Durban  upon  general  political 
questions  would  be  as  worthy  of  respect 
and   attention,    and  perhaps   more   so, 
than  any  meetings  held  in  a  town  of  the 
same  size  in  this  country.     There  was 
an  intelligent  and  an  educated  public 
opinion,  no  doubt ;  but  if  they  came  to 
ask  how  much  those  gentlemen  who 
attended  a  meeting  of  that  sort  knew 
about  the  Zulus,  they  would  find  that 
their  knowledge  was  probably  limited  to 
acquaintance  with  a  few  who  had  come 
to  seek  service  in  the  town.     Not  one  in 
500  of  them  knew  anything  of  the  Zulu 
language,  of  the  Zulu  people,  or  of  their 
country.   If  they  consulted  those  few,  tbe 
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select  £^w,  who  had  travelled  through 
Zoluland,  who  were  familiar  with  the 
language,   and  had  obtained  a  certain 
amount  of  the  confidence  of  the  people, 
they  would  certainly  find  that  opinions 
differed   even   there.     No  doubt  many 
missionaries,  who  were  well  entitled  to 
speak,   deprecated    the    return  of   the 
King;  but  against  that  he  would  set 
the  opinions  of  many  others — he  should 
think,   on  the  whole,   the  majority  — 
though,  as  to  that,  he  was  perhaps  not 
able  to   speak  with    confidence  —  the 
opinion  of  many  others  that  the  return 
and  the  full  restoration — because  he  did 
not  think  the  mere  release  of  the  King 
would  be  a  satisfactory  way  of  dealing 
with  the  matter — that  the  restoration  of 
Cetewayo  would  tend  to  the  pacification 
of  the  country.    It  ought  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that  war,  as  it  had  hitherto  been 
eondacted  in  Natal,  had  no  great  terrors 
£>r  the  Colonists — indeed,  the  palmiest 
days  of  Natal  were  during  the  late  Zulu 
War.  Enormous  sums  of  Imperial  money 
were  spent  there.    Everybody  who  had 
anything  to  sell  got  about  double  price 
for  it.    Spirited  and   energetic  yoimg 
men  found  good  pay  and  employment 
as  Volunteers ;  and  he  would  venture 
to  assert  that  a  war  which  would  result 
in  the  annexation  of  Zululand  would 
be  an  exceedingly  popular  war  now  in 
Natal.    Therefore,  he  would  not  infer 
from  the  fact  that  the  population  of 
Natal  deprecated  Cetewayo' s  restoration 
that  on  that  ground  they  greatly  dreaded 
a  war.     Then,  as  had  been  justly  said 
by  an  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  Henry 
Holland),  the  Chief  John  Dunn  was  one 
of  those  who  thoroughly  understood  the 
afiairs  of  Zululand.     He  could  not  tell 
with  certainty  what  John  Dunn's  opinion 
was  as  to  his  probable  position  were  the 
rightful  Monarch  to  return.     He  only 
knew  that  he  had  been  taking  measures 
to  put  a  certain  amount  of  his  property 
beyond  the  reach  of  danger.     While  he 
was  in  the  Colony,  it  was  believed  that 
John  Dunn  had  brought  on  one  occa- 
sion  £5,000  to  place  in   the  bank   at 
Durban.     He  certainly  had  brought  a 
lai^  sum  of  money.     Ho  would  only 
infer  from  that  that   he  did  not  con- 
sider   his   position    there    a    very    se- 
cure or  permanent  one;  and,  from  all 
that  he  had  been  able  to  learn  from 
those  who  knew  the  Zulus  best,  what- 
ever other  matters  might  be  in  doubt, 
there  seemed  to  be  no  doubt  whatever  of 


the  steadfast  devotion  of  the  great  bulk 
of  the  Zulu  community  to  their  former 
King;  and  it  was  more  than  probable 
that  a  great  number  of  the  present 
Chiefs  would  at  once  resign  their  autho- 
rity into  his  hands  if  he  were  to  return 
with  the  moral  support  of  this  country. 
The  difficulty  with  some  of  them,  no 
doubt,  would  be  that  they  were  not  Zulus 
— one  was  a  Basuto,  and  another  was,  as 
they  well  knew,  a  Scotchman.  He  was 
inclined  to  think  that  in  their  case  it  was 
only  just  to  give  a  certain  amount  of  com- 
pensation. If  two  or  three  of  them  were 
compensated,  he  believed  the  others 
would  willingly  accept  Cetewayo.  He 
was  only  making  these  remarks  because 
he  had  had  some  means  of  ascertaining 
what  the  local  opinion  was;  and  he 
trusted  that  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  making  up  their  minds,  would  accept 
these  expressions  of  public  meetings 
with  some  caution,  and  that,  in  finding 
out  what  the  real  truth  was,  they  should 
only  consult  those  who  spoke  the  Zulu 
language,  and  were  familiar  with  the 
country. 

Mk.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  he  also 
had  been  to  South  Africa,  and  could 
confirm  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 
In  the  Blue  Book  issued  before  the 
House  rose  for  the  Holidays  there  was  a 
reference  to  a  despatch  to  the  British 
Resident  at  Pretoria.  He  wished  to  ask 
whether  that  despatch  could  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  ?  He  listened 
with  gratification  to  the  remarks  which 
fell  from  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
thought  the  course  recommended  was 
the  best  they  could  pursue.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  the  Prime  Minister  speak 
with  a  kindly  feeling  towards  the  unfor- 
tunate Monarch.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  his  case  into  their  con- 
sideration. It  seemed  to  him  that  there 
were  only  three  courses  to  adopt  in 
dealing  with  Zululand.  They  could  re- 
store Cetewayo.  They  could  adopt  the 
suggestion  advocated  by  John  Dunn, 
and  nominate  him  paramount  Chief  or 
King  of  Zululand.  They  could  adopt  the 
plan  advocated  by  Mr.  Osborne,  our 
Resident  Minister,  and  annex  the  coun- 
try. He  thought  they  might  dismiss 
the  last-named  course,  although  it  was 
advocated  by  so  high  an  authority.  He 
did  not  apprehend  that  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  annex  Zululand.  That 
course  had  been  repudiated  by  the  late 
Gt>vemment,  he  believed;    and  it  had 
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been  equally  repudiated  by  the  present 
Government.  If  submitted  to  that  House, 
he  was  convinced  it  would  meet  with 
little  support.  A  point  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  the  justice  duo  to  the  13 
Kinglets  established  by  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley.  It  appeared  to  him,  after  a 
perusal  of  the  Papers,  that  the  settle- 
ment of  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  had  com- 
pletely broken  down.  The  setting  up  of 
these  13  Kinglets  had  turned  out  a  great 
mistake.  To  introduce  anarchy  into  the 
country  was  unworthy  of  England,  of 
its  honour  and  its  name.  The  principle 
of  the  present  system  must  come  to  an 
end.  It  was  evident  that  John  Dunn 
thought  that  the  best  course  would  be 
to  appoint  him  paramount  Chief — in 
other  words,  King.  He  (Mr.  K.  N. 
Fowler)  strongly  deprecated  making 
John  Dunn  paramount  Chief.  Whatever 
were  Cetewayo's  faults,  he  preferred  a 
native  Zulu  to  a  renegade  Englishman 
or  Scotchman— for  he  understood  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  David  Wedderburn) 
claimed  John  Dunn  as  a  Scotchman.  At 
all  events,  he  preferred  Cetewayo  to  a 
renegade  Britisher — a  man  who  had  re- 
nounced the  virtues  of  civilization.  He 
thought  the  best  proof  of  Cetewayo's 
friendly  disposition  towards  England, 
and  the  absence  of  any  intention  on  his 
part  to  invade  our  Colony,  was  the  fact 
of  his  abstaining  from  any  attempt  at 
attack  when  Natal  lay  at  his  mercy  after 
the  battle  of  Isandula.  He  had  heard 
many  stories  in  Natal  of  how  Lord 
Chelmsford  frightened  the  Colonists  by 
leaving  his  Army  after  Isandula,  and 
coming  down  to  superintend  the  fortifica- 
tion of  Maritzburg  and  Durban.  But, 
whatever  the  faults  of  Cetewayo  were,  he 
acted  on  the  principle  of  defending  his  own 
country.  Cetewayo  informed  him,  at  an 
interview  he  had  with  him,  that  he  and 
his  family  wished  to  maintain  friendly 
relations  with  England.  Those  relations 
commenced  some  50  years  ago,  when  his 
Predecessor  rescued  a  British  ship  on 
the  Coast  of  Natfd.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  deprecated  bringing  Cetewayo 
to  this  country.  He  could  not  agree 
with  him.  Considering  the  injustice 
which  had  been  done  to  the  unfortunate 
man,  it  was  only  right  that  they  should 
accede  to  his  wishes,  and  g^ve  him  an 
opportunity  of  laying  his  Petition  before 
the  Queen  and  Government  of  thiscoim- 
try.     By  bringing  Cetewayo  over  to  this 
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country,  the  Government  would  pursue 
a  wise  course,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 
carried  out.  The  best  course,  in  his 
opinion,  would  be  the  restoration  of  this 
unfortunate  Prince  to  his  native  country, 
and  then  they  would  get  rid  of  the  an- 
archy which  at  present  prevailed  there. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

FIRES  IN  THEATRES  (PREVENTION). 

BESOLUTION. 

Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND,  in  rising 
to  move — 

"That  in  view  of  the  great  danger  to  the 
Theatre-going  public  from  the  insufficiency  of 
powers  under  existing  Acts  relating  to  Theatres, 
and  the  laxity  with  which  such  powers,  con- 
ferred by  various  Acts  of  Parliament,  have  been 
exercised,  and  that  any  day,  unless  some  steps 
are  taken  to  insure  proper  exits  and  necessary 
api)liances  against  fire,  a  calamity  mav  happen 
which  may  cause  as  terrific  a  loss  of  life  as  that 
which  lately  occurred  at  the  Ring  Theatre  at 
Vienna,  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
investigate  the  state  of  the  exits  and  what  ap- 
pliances exist  for  the  prevention  or  extinction 
of  fires  in  Theatres  and  Music  HaUs,  and  to 
report  the  result  of  their  investigations  and 
recommendations  thereon,*' 

said,  that  the  frightful  calamity  which 
occurred  at  Vienna,  by  which  700  lives 
were  sacrificed,  succeeding  the  catas- 
trophe at  Nice,  where  300  lives  were 
lost,  naturally  led  him  to  consider  whe- 
ther the  theatres  of  England  were  liable 
to  these  calamities  from  fire.  In  look- 
ing into  the  subject  he  found,  so  far  as 
London  alone  was  concerned,  that  there 
were  472  places  of  amusement.  The 
great  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the 
subject  consisted  in  the  confiictine 
jurisdictions  in  which  they  were  placed. 
They  had  first  the  Crown,  under  which 
there  were  two  Patent  theatres,  hold- 
ing about  8,000  persons ;  secondly,  they 
had  the  Lord  Chamberlain,  who  had 
under  him  45  theatres,  holding  80,000 
persons;  thirdly,  they  had  the  Divisional 
Magistrates,  with  10  theatres,  holding 
31,800;  fourthly,  the  Middlesex  Magis- 
trates, with  347  music  halls,  holding 
136,700;  fifthly,  they  had  the  Surrey 
Magistrates,  with  61  music  halls,  holding 
32,800  persons;  sixthly,  they  had  the  City 
of  London  Magistrates,  with  two  music 
halls,  holding  1,400  persons ;  and,  lastly, 
they  had  five  unlicensed  places  of  amuse- 
ment, holding  about  5,000 — making 
472  places  of  amusement,  holding  about 
300,000  persons.    They  had  no  less  than 
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aix  diifereiit  jurisdictions,  and,  to  make 
the  confusion  even  worse  confounded, 
there  was  the  authority  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  overriding  some 
of  these  authorities,  and  another  autho- 
rity— that  of  the  Home  Secretary — was 
also  brought  in.  He  thought  it  was 
perfectly  scandalous  that  the  law  should 
be  in  such  a  state  that  even  the  autho- 
rities themselves  probably  did  not  know 
their  own  powers,  and  tnat  one  autho- 
rity could  be  pitted  against  another,  and 
all  put  at  defiance  by  anybodv  whose 
interest  it  was  to  do  so.  As  he  said, 
300,000  people  could  be  accommodated 
ia  these  places  of  amusement,  and  pro- 
bably on  Saturday  and  Monday  nights 
this  number  wa§  nearly  reached.  The 
subject  was  one,  therefore,  whioh  con- 
cerned a  large  class  of  Her  Majesty's 
nibjects.  To  bring  the  matter  practi- 
cally before  the  House,  he  might  say 
that  it  concerned  1,500,000  of  the 
people  of  London  alone  each  week. 
He  thought  it  was  shameful  that  people 
ihould  be  allowed  to  go  to  our  theatres, 
not  only  unprotected,  but  without  the 
■lightest  knowledge  of  the  risks  which 
they  ran.  He  had  asked  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, in  view  of  the  great  danger  to  which 
the  public  were  exposed,  owing  to  the 
inadequacy  of  protection  against  fires  in 
theatres  and  music  halls,  whether  he 
would  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
matter  ?  The  Home  Secretary  had  re- 
plied that  special  legislation  had  taken 
place  in  1878,  and  that  the  Board  of 
Works  had  power  to  deal  with  the  old 
and  new  theatres.  He  (Mr.  Dixou- 
Hartland)  had  been  astonished  at  the 
answer;  because,  if  he  had  read  the 
Act  of  1878  aright,  the  powers  of  the 
Uetropolitan  Board  of  Works  were  in- 
Buf&cient  to  deal  with  the  old  theatres. 
He  had  then,  again,  turned  to  the 
Act,  and  had  found  that  the  only  part 
of  it  which  dealt  with  the  old  theatres 
was  in  Section  11.  There  it  said  that 
where  a  theatre  was  so  defective  in  its 
construction  as  to  be  dangerous  to  the 
public,  the  Board  might  order  the  de- 
feets  to  be  remedied,  provided  it  could 
be  done  at  a  moderate  expense.  There- 
fore, the  greater  the  risk  the  greater  the 
difficulty  of  providing  against  it,  for 
where  the  risk  was  great  the  structure 
must  be  very  defective,  and  the  cost  of 
improving  it  consequently  large;  and 
the  Boara  only  had  power  to  interfere 
when  the  expense  incurred  would  be 


moderate.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
principle  set  the  interests  of  the  owners 
and  managers  above  the  safety  of  the 
public ;  and  this  at  a  time  when  the  oc- 
cupation was  most  lucrative — when  now 
theatres  were  being  opened  every  day, 
and  when  the  nublio  were  paying  a 
larger  sum  for  admission  to  them  than 
had  ever  been  known  before.  The  prices 
of  admission  to  the  stalls  had  been  raised 
from  bs.  to  10#.  6d,  To  be  sure  he  (Mr. 
Dixon -Hartland)  bad  made  no  mistake, 
he  had  next  questioned  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  as 
to  his  powers,  and  the  answer  of  the 
hou.  Gentleman,  however  much  he  might 
decline  to  admit  it,  satisfied  every  rea- 
sonable person  that  his  Board  could  be 
put  at  defiance,  and  structural  defects 
could  only  bo  required  to  be  remedied 
if  they  could  be  done  at  a  moderate 
expense.  On  receiving  that  admis- 
sion, which,  in  his  (Mr.  Dixon-Hart- 
land's)  opinion,  was  an  adnussion  that 
the  Board  had  no  powers,  he  had,  on 
January  16,  again  questioned  the  Home 
Secretary  on  the  subject,  and  from  the 
answer  given  he  had  been  satisfied  that 
the  Home  Secretary  was  not  satisfied 
with  the  powers  which  he  possessed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
neither  he  nor  any  other  authority  had 
power  to  close  any  theatre,  however  dan- 
gerous to  the  public.  He  only  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  not  have  the  misfortune  to  be  in  a 
London  theatre  if  it  should  happen  to 
catch  fire,  else  he  was  afraid  that  he 
should  never  have  the  honour  of  receiving 
an  answer  from  him  on  the  question  he 
was  then  referring  to,  or  upon  any  other 
question.  The  Board  of  Works  was  a 
body  which  had  shown  a  great  public 
spirit,  and  had  done  a  great  deal  of  work 
of  great  public  merit.  But  it  was  also 
a  body  very  jealous  of  its  authority  and 
whenever  it  had  any  power  to  take  steps 
it  took  them.  Therefore,  he  (Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland)  wished  to  know  why  they  had 
not  taken  action  upon  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1878  if  tney  had  not  been  per- 
fectly aware  that  the  powers  it  had  con- 
ferred upon  them  were  valueless  ?  Since 
they  had  received  the  Home  Secretary's 
letter  last  Christmas,  they  had,  however, 
made  the  rapid  and  astounding  progress 
of  appointing  two  Deputy  Inspectors  at 
a  salary  of  three  guineas  per  week  each, 
and  of  also,  on  the  13th  January,  in- 
structing their  Fire  Brigade  Committee 
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to  make  a  Report  on  Drury  Lane,  Covent 
Garden,  the  Gaiety,  the  Vaudeville,  the 
Strand,  the  Lyceum,  and  the  Opera 
Oomique.  No  Report,  however,  was 
ordered  on  a  well-known  underground 
theatre — on  a  theatre  which  could  only 
be  approached,  so  far  as  the  public 
were  concerned,  through  a  private 
house — and  on  another  theatre  built  en- 
tirely of  wood,  and  which  were,  no 
doubt,  three  of  the  most  dangerous 
structures  in  the  Metropolis.  The  order 
to  Report  upon  the  theatres  had  been 

S'ven  on  January  13;  but  on  the  20th 
arch  —  two  months  afterwards  —  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  had  been  obliged  to  con- 
fess that  he  had  not  received  the  Re- 
port. That  Report  had  only  been  re- 
ceived by  the  Home  Secretary  two  or 
three  days  before  the  House  rose  for 
the  Easter  Recess;  and  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Home  Secretary,  had 
said  that  it  was  of  such  a  serious 
character  that  he  must  decline  to  give 
its  contents  before  the  Home  Secretary 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  consulting 
the  Lord  Chamberlain  upon  the  sub- 
ject. Having  brought  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House  and  the  country,  he 
had  considered  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
become  practically  and  personally  ac- 
quainted with  the  state  of  the  theatres  in 
London ;  and  had,  therefore,  by  the  kind 
exertions  of  a  gentleman  well  known  in 
matters  relating  to  the  extinction  of  fires 
in  London  (Captain  Shaw),  who  had  for- 
mulated the  best  rules  he  had  seen  for 
the  extinction  of  fires  in  theatres,  been 
enabled  to  visit  a  great  number  of 
theatres  and  music  halls.  He  regretted 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  had  not  been  with  him 
on  the  occasion  of  his  inspection,  be- 
cause it  would  have  been  probable  that 
that  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  altered 
the  opinion  that  he  appeared  to  possess, 
that  the  theatres  were  not  unsafe,  and 
would  have  found  that  many  of  our 
theatres,  in  cases  of  fire,  would  be 
perfect  death -traps.  From  what  he 
had  seen,  he  had  been  surprised  that 
accidents  had  not  more  frequently 
occurred,  partly  from  the  faults  of 
construction,  partly  from  the  materials 
used,  and  partly  from  the  necessity 
of  shifting  large  scenes  as  dry  as  tin- 
der in  the  midst  of  flaring  gaslights. 
To  those  dangers  should  be  added  the 

Mr.  Dixm-Hartland 


utter  carelessness  caused  by  the  fami- 
liarity with  danger,  which  had  been  well 
brought  before  the  public  by  Madame 
Marie  Roze-Mapleson,  in  a  letter  to  The 
Times,  in  which  she  had  said  that  many 
artists  went  behind  the  scenes  nightly  at 
the  risk  of  their  lives.  In  one  theatre 
that  he  had  inspected  he  had  found  a 
workman  reading  a  newspaper  by  a 
flaming  gaslight  close  by  the  scenes 
that  he  was  waiting  to  move.  When 
spoken  to  upon  the  subject,  the  man  bad 
merely  said  that  he  could  not  read  with 
a  shade  on  the  light,  and  had  taken  it  off. 
The  fireman  of  the  theatre  even  had  not 
seemed  to  think  that  there  was  anything 
unusual  in  the  practice.  As  it  was  im- 
possible to  do  away  with  carelessness,  it 
was  also  impossible  to  do  away  with 
accidents,  as  was  proved  by  the  fact 
that  between  1861  and  1877,  187 
theatres  had  been  destroyed  by  fire,  the 
number  so  destroyed  being  13  annu- 
ally— the  average  life  of  a  theatre  being 
under  23  years.  Even  in  that  day's 
paper  there  were  reports  of  the  destruc- 
tion by  fire  of  two  theatres.  The  sub- 
ject divided  itself  into  two  parts.  One 
was  the  safety  of  the  public,  and  the 
other  was  the  safety  of  the  house.  The 
safety  of  the  house  could  be  guarded 
by  properly-qualified  firemen,  from  any 
well-known  brigade,  always  at  their 
posts,  and  by  the  employment  of  hose 
and  hydrants  attached  to  the  main 
service.     The  proper    order    and    the 

E roper  inspection  of  the  apparatus  might 
e  left  very  much  to  the  owners  of  the 
house.  The  safety  of  the  public  was  a 
very  different  matter  indeed,  and  de- 
pended, in  his  opinion,  greatly  upon 
their  means  of  getting  away,  and  not 
upon  appliances  which,  as  a  rule,  were 
never  in  working  order  when  wanted. 
To  secure  the  safety  of  the  public  there 
should  be  proper  exits,  every  door  should 
be  unlocked  continuously  during  the 
performance,  and  every  door  snould 
open  outwards.  Every  part  of  the  house 
should,  in  his  opinion,  have  a  separate 
staircase,  and  no  two  parts  of  the  house 
should  be  served  by  the  same  stairs  so 
as  to  cause  a  block.  The  exits  ought  to 
be  opened  and  used  every  night,  so  as  to 
habituate  the  public  to  them ;  and  the 
result  would  be  that  the  public,  knowing 
that  they  could  leave  the  building  with 
perfect  ease  in  a  certain  number  of 
minutes,  would  cease  to  be  liable  to 
those  panics,  which  were  the  cause  of 
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neater   danger  in    theatres  than    fire  to  insure  proper  exits  and  necessary  appliances 

itself.     Proper  authorities  should  be  ap-  against  fire,  a  ^lamity  may  happen  which  may 

.    .   J    •     -^       ,,     ,   .,  .\  cause  as  tomfic  a  loss  of  uie  as  that  which 

pointed  to  see  that  the  necessa^  exits  y^^.    occurred  at  the  Ring  Theatre  at  Vienna, 

were  made,  and  theati-es  which  did  not  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to  investigate 

possess   them    should  be  closed,  as   in  the  state  of  the  cuts,  and  what  appliances  exist 

Rome,   St.   Petersburg,  Paris,  Vienna,  ^^J  the  prevention  ot  extinction  of   fires  in 

Marseilles,    and   other  cities.     All   In-  Theatres  and  Music  HaUs,  and  to  report  the 

^^7^         '        .   ,    J      I.      1 J   V  result  of  their  investigations  and  recommenda- 

ipectors    appointed    should  have   some  tions  thereon,"— (.Ifr.  Dixon-Hartland,) 

knowledge  of  their  work,  and  should  ^i^gtead  thereof, 
lee  that  the  exits   and  fire  appliances        ^        .  j       mi_        i.  j 

were  in  proper  order,  continuously  re-        Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

porting  direct  to  the  Home  Secretary,  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

He  was  told  that  he  was  raising  needless  Question. 

alarm  in  bringing  this  subject  before  the  g^^  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
House ;  but  when  it  was  known  that  ^^  entirely  recognized  the  importance 
two  of  the  largest  London  theatres  had  ^f  ^j^^  g^^j^t  ^j^ich  the  hon.  Member 
been  burnt  three  times,  and  one  four  ^^^d  brought  under  the  attention  of 
times,  he  did  not  believe  that  the  public  ^y^q  House,  and  thought  that  the  hon. 
would  think  that  was  the  case,  or  that  Member  had  performed  a  very  useful 
they  would  be  satisfied  unless  some  ^^y^  j^  devoting  consideration  to  this 
legislation  took  place  which  would  prac-  matter.  He  was  very  sorry  that  his 
bcally  make  them  safe.  At  present  no-  ^^^  ^TiQn^  the  Chairman  of  the  Metro- 
body  was  responsible  if  a  calamity  oc-  ^^^  g^^rd  of  Works  was  absent— 
OTpred.  Thoughhe  did  not  wish  to  make  j^^  ^^s  sure  from  a  want  of  knowledge 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Works  that  this  subject  was  going  to  be  brought 
or  the  Home  Secretary  criminally  re-  ^^  to-night.  But,  of  course,  the  hon. 
ymsible.  as  the  Viennese  were  trying  Member  know  very  weU  that  the  per- 
to  make  their  authorities,  stiU,  after  the  g^^g  primarily  responsible  in  this  matter 
question  had  been  brought  before  them  ^^^^  ^^^  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
m  a  practical  way,  he  thought  they  He  (Sir  WilUam  Harcourt)  had  stated 
wouldmcuravery  large  amount  of  moral  more  than  once  in  the  House  that  the 
wsponsibihty  if  no  notice  was  taken  of  powers  given  by  the  Act  of  1878,  if  they 
the  question  by  them.  Hon.  Members  ^^^^  ^g^^,  were  sufficient— and  until 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  had  ^^iQ  contrary  was  proved,  he  should  con- 
been  taunted  that  they  gave  up  too  ^^^^^0  to  be  of  that  opinion-to  enable 
much  of  their  time  to  the  consideration  ^^^  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to 
of  foreign  affairs,  and  that  they  did  not  jj^gig^  ^^  g^^j,  security  as  they  deemed  to 
bnng  forward  any  question  of  benefit  ^,3  necessary ;  and  he  had  stated  it  more 
to  the  people.  He  had  now  brought  than  once  in  that  House  that  it  was  use- 
forward  a  question  which  was  of  very  i^gg^  therefore,  to  pass  another  Act  when 
geat  importance  to  large  classes  of  Her  ^n  Act  already  existed  which,  if  pro- 
Majesty  s  subjects,  and  which  had  no  i  worked,  would  be  perfectly  effi- 
pohhcal  aspect  whatever;  and  he  called  cient.  What  was  wanted  was  not  a  new 
on  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House  ^^t,  but  the  efficient  working  of  the  one 
to  support  him  in  saying  that  some  legis-  ^t  present  existing.  The  1 1  th  section  of 
Ubon  should  take  place  before  we  were  ^.^^^t  Act  provided— 
Mme  morning  horror-stricken  at  the  loss       .,  r^^^  ^^^^         ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  p^^^  ^^ 

or  life  caused  by  a  fare  in  a  theatre.  The  putuc  resort  was  so  defective  in  its  structure 

hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the  that  special  danger  might  result  to  the  public, 

Besolution  of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  iii  every  such  case  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 

Mb.  WAETON  seconded  the  Kesolu-  ^p^^\  ^^\*\?  ^^^T""*^  °f  ^^^^.^  Chamber- 

fj  lain  and  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  if  such  struc- 

•  tural  defects  could  be  remedied  with  moderate 

Amendment  proposed,  expenditure,  might  require  the  owner  of  such 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  P^*^^  *^  7"^®  ^^^  alterations  as  might  be 

end  of  the  QuesUon,  in  order  to  add  the  words  ^f^??^-  ^  ''°''^^'  """'^  ^'^*'  ""  ''^' 

"in  view  of  the  great  danger  to  the  Theatre-  «^^*^i®  ^»°^®- 

gwng  public  from  the  insufficiency  of  powers         Mr.     DIXON  -  HARTLAND  :    With 

ttQder  existing  Acts  relating  to  Theatres,  and  ,,  jnojerate  '»  expenditure  ? 

the  laxitv  with  which  such  powers,  conferred  by         q      iittt  t  t  \  iV  tt  Ax>r«rkTTT>rr      ttt  ii 

various  Acta  of  Parliament,  have  been  exercised,         ^^^  \ViL.ljlAM  HAKUUUlCi  :    Well, 

wd  that  any  day,  unless  some  steps  are  tnken  he    thought    that     every     expenditure 
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would  be  regarded  as  moderate  which 
was  found  to  be  necessary  to  make  a 
theatre  safe ;  and,  therefore,  what  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  to  do, 
when  they  received  reports  with  refer- 
ence to  the  defects  of  a  theatre,  was  to 
call  upon  the  owner  of  such  theatre  to 
make  such  structural  alterations  in  the 
ediQco  as  were  deemed  essential  to  the 
security  of  the  public  from  fire.  If  the 
reasonableness  of  those  demands  were 
disputed,  the  question  then  went  to  arbi- 
tration. He  had  written  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  that,  having 
received  a  Eeport  with  reference  to  the 
theatres,  it  was  their  duty  to  make  such 
requisitions  upon  the  owners  of  the 
edifices  to  make  such  alterations  as, 
upon  the  advice  of  Captain  Shaw,  the 
Head  of  the  Fire  Brigade,  they  con- 
sidered necessary  ;  and  if  the  owners 
demurred,  then  let  them  go  to  arbitra- 
tion. The  arbitrator  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works.  The  arbitrator  would  decide 
whether  the  demand  was  reasonable  or 
not,  and  if  reasonable  the  owners  would 
be  bound  to  make  the  required  altera- 
tions imder  a  penalty  much  greater  than 
any  under  the  Act,  because  he  would  be 
bound  by  the  operation  of  public  opinion, 
which  would  prevent  anybody  going  into 
his  theatre  unless  he  complied  with  the 
conditions  of  the  arbitrator.  But  what 
he  maintained  was,  that  the  existing 
machinery  was  perfectly  eflPective  if  it 
were  only  properly  put  in  force.  It  was 
not  his  business  either  to  condemn  or 
defend  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
As  soon  as  this  subject  was  brought  to 
his  attention  by  the  calamity  at  Vienna, 
he  wrote  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  called  their  attention  to  the 
subject.  He  did  more  ;  he  saw  Captain 
Shaw  upon  it.  Captain  Shaw  said — 
**  Call  for  a  Report  from  me,  and  you 
will  see  what  I  think  about  it."  Ho 
accordingly  called  for  a  Report,  and  in- 
sisted that  there  should  be  a  Report 
upon  every  theatre  in  London,  in  order 
that  he  might  see  it  and  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  and  the  lessees 
of  the  theatres  should  see  it.  Reports 
had  been  made  with  regard  to  18 
theatres,  and  inspections  were  now  in 
progress  with  regard  to  the  rest,  pre- 
paratory to  being  reported  upon.  He 
had  written  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  say  that  the  Reports  should 
be  communicated  to  the  lessees  and  the 

Sir  fFtUia:j4  Uar court 


Lord  Chamberlain,  and  that  the  Board 
might  take  it  for  granted  that  the  con- 
sent of  the  Lord  Chamberlain  and  him- 
self would  be  given  to  any  alterations 
which,  under  the  advice  of  Captain 
Shaw,  were  deemed  to  be  necessary  for 
the  public  safety.  Therefore,  he  said 
that  this  matter  was  in  course  of  being 
dealt  with  as  quickly  and  as  efficiently 
as  possible,  because  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  knew  there  was  no  man  fitter 
on  this  subject  than  Captain  Shaw. 
Whether  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  had  been  remiss  or  not  was  not 
for  him  to  say;  but,  at  all  events,  it  was 
not  negligent  now.  It  had  been  called 
upon  publicly  to  put  these  Reports  in  the 
hands  of  the  owners  of  theatres,  and  he 
advised  the  House  to  leave  the  respon- 
sibility in  their  hands.  What  would 
happen  if  the  Motion  were  agreed  to  f " 
They  would  have  to  wait  for  some  new 
Act,  and  the  matter  would  be  taken  out 
of  the  hands  of  those  who  were  now 
dealing  with  it.  He  did  not  think  that 
would  be  for  the  public  advantage.  He 
thought  that  now  the  matter  was  being 
pressed  in  the  manner  he  had  men- 
tioned by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  now  that  the  Reports  had  been 
made,  now  that  they  had  been  com- 
municated to  the  lessees  of  theatres,  and 
that  they  knew  the  Reports  would  have 
to  be  acted  upon,  we  had  got  as  good  a 
security  for  the  safety  of  theatres  as  we 
were  likely  to  obtain.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  satisfied  with 
this  explanation,  and  would  not  press 
his  Amendment. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  was  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  De- 
partment when  he  recommended  that 
the  responsibility  ought,  if  possible,  to 
be  left  entirely  with  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  carry  out  the  recent 
Acts,  especially  as  their  attention  had 
been  called  so  urgently  and  distinctly  to 
the  powers  which  they  possessed  under 
the  Act  for  the  protection  of  the  public ; 
but  he  must  also,  at  the  same  time,  con- 
fess that  he  thought  he  should  like  to 
see  a  little  pressure  put  upon  them  to  do 
their  duty  with  regard  to  the  matter,  as 
to  which  they  knew  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  public  anxiety.  In  the  Act  of 
Parliament  to  which  reference  had  been 
made  there  were  so  many  things  referred 
to,  besides  that  of  the  construction  of 
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public  bnildings  in  the  Metropolis,  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  must  have  been 
hindered  in  dealing  with  that  question. 
He  supposed   they  might  separate  the 
responsibility,  to  a  certain  extent,  be- 
tween the  Metropolitan  Board  and  the 
Licensing  Authority,  because  there  was 
no  doubt  that  if  the  Lord  Chamberlain 
refused  to  grant  his  licence  where  there 
were  defective  safeguards  for  the  public, 
that  would  be  the  most  efficient  way  of 
patting  pressure  on  the  proprietors  of 
theatres.     Thus,  whilst  the  Metropolitan 
Board  were  taking  their  time  for  the 
inspection,  and  in  getting  the  required 
alterations  executed,  if  the  opinion  of 
the  Lord   Chamberlain  or  the   Home 
Secretary  was  that  the  public  were  in 
danger  in  any  particular  theatre,  then 
they  could  bring   the   authority    they 
possessed  into  force,  whereby  the  pro- 
tection to  the  public   would  be  more 
effective  than  by  the  dilatory  action  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board.     He  could  not 
but  think  that  the  Board  had  been  dila- 
tory in  the  matter ;  and  now  that  pro- 
minent attention  had  been  called  to  the 
nbject,  additional  responsibility  would 
rest  upon    them.      He    doubted  very 
much  whether  the  Board  had  ever  con- 
sidered that  the  recent  Act  had  vested 
them  with  great  and  novel  powers  until 
the  Beports  referred  to  by  tne  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
been  sent  to  them.     There  were  certain 
points  which  struck  the  Committee  which 
sat  on  the  question,  with  regard  to  ex- 
isting theatres  and  the  changes  required 
in  them.     One  was  that  there  should  be 
more  numerous  exits.     Although  it  was 
shown   that    many  theatres    possessed 
sufficient  exits  to  be  easily  emptied  in 
two  or  three  minutes,  yet  it  was  also 
shown  conclusively  that  the  public  were 
•bsolutely   ignorant  of  them  with   the 
exception  of    the   door  by  which  they 
entered.     When  the  inspection  by  the 
Lord  Chamberlain  was  made,  which  was 
always  made  with  notice,  every  entrance 
was  in  proper  order ;  but  on  other  occa- 
sions bars  and  other  obstructions  were 
placed  against  them,  which  prevented 
their  being  used  on  an  emergency.  That 
was   one    of    the    reasons    why    there 
should  be  a  more  constant  inspection 
of  theatres,   without  any  notice  being 

S'ven,  so  that  the  public  might  be  sure 
at  every  precaution  for  their  safety 
was  being  taken.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  remark   of   his   hon.    Friend  (Mr. 


Dixon-Hartland),  that  it  was  important 
that  the  public  should  be  made  aware 
that  the  exits  provided  were  sufficient, 
and  were  kept  in  such  a  condition  as  to 
be  available  on  a  moment's  notice  ;  and 
not,  as  was  usually  the  case,  fastened 
up  or  used  for  some  other  purpose  more 
convenient  to  the  lessee.  The  existing 
means  of  exit  should  be  generally  used, 
instead  of,  as  at  present,  the  public 
being  driven  to  one  or  two  of  the  main 
exits,  the  other  exits  being  kept  only 
for  occasions  of  danger.  The  result  of 
that  practice  was  that  the  public  were 
not  accustomed  to  the  various  exits,  and 
when  danger  occurred  and  panic  arose, 
and  when  the  audience  had  less  coolness 
and  were  less  capable  of  thinking  of 
what  ought  to  be  done,  they  naturally 
all  rushed  to  the  main  exit,  which  con- 
sequently became  blocked.  Those  were 
the  main  points  to  which  the  attention 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  should  be 
directed,  with  the  view  of  their  exercis- 
ing properly  their  duties  as  regarded 
them.  He  trusted  that  while  the  dis- 
cussion might  go  far  to  rouse  managers 
to  a  due  sense  of  their  duties  to  the 
public,  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  not  be  satisfied  with 
throwing  the  responsibility  on  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board,  but  that  he  would 
continue  to  urge  on  them  the  necessity 
of  using  the  powers  they  possessed,  and 
establishing  a  proper  system  of  inspec- 
tion, on  which  the  public  could  rely 
with  certainty.  The  safety  of  the  public 
required  that  no  time  should  be  lost  in 
ascertaining  what  the  dangers  really 
were,  and  putting  into  force  the  powers 
that  already  existed  under  the  Act,  and 
which  had  hitherto  been  so  much  neg- 
lected 

Mb!  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  said,  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  House  was  under  an 
obligation  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Evesham  (Mr.  Dixon- 
Hartland)  for  bringing  the  subject  so 
pointedly  before  its  attention.  But  he 
(Mr.  Co  wen)  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  confined  himself  too  much  to 
theatres.  It  was,  no  doubt,  important ; 
and,  whether  a  Committee  was  appointed 
or  not,  the  expressions  of  opinion  that 
had  been  elicited  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  could 
not  but  have  a  favourable  efi^ect  upon 
the  owners  and  lessees  of  Metropolitan 
theatres.  He  (Mr.  Cowen)  wished^  how- 
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ever,  to  say  that  there  were  other  places 
of  public  resort  the  means  for  entrance 
to  and  exit  from  which  were  just  as  de- 
ficient and  as  dangerous  as  in  theatres. 
The  construction  of  some  of  their  public 
halls  was  as  faulty  as  the  construction 
of  the  theatres ;  and  even  their  churches 
and  ohapels  were  not  free  from  difficul- 
ties and  dangers.  Doubtless,  the  acci- 
dent at  Vienna  was  a  serious  one  ;  but, 
if  he  recollected  right,  that  which  oc- 
curred in  the  church  ^t  Santiago  was  as 
disastrous,  and  even  more  painful,  and 
was  entirely  due  to  deficient  exit  accom- 
modation. He  had  had  unpleasant  ex- 
perience himself  as  to  the  difficulties  of 
getting  into  a  public  hall,  as  at  the  last 
Election  he  got  an  uncomfortable  squeeze 
in  crushing  into  a  crowded  meeting.  He 
would  urge,  therefore,  that,  as  regarded 
remedies,  attention  should  not  be  given 
to  one  description  of  public  buildings 
alone.  After  the  accident  at  Vienna, 
the  Provincial  authorities  in  the  North 
of  England  had  instituted  inquiries  as 
to  the  condition  of  the  theatres  within 
their  jurisdiction,  and  he  believed  that 
generally  the  reports  had  not  been  un- 
favourable. The  provision  for  letting 
an  audience  out  of  a  theatre  was  usually 
sufficient.  In  some  places  it  was  exces- 
sive —  more  than  was  required.  The 
chief  danger  arose  from  panic.  If  the 
people  would  simply  leave  the  theatres 
quietly,  there  was  scarcely  any  place 
that  would  not  allow  them  to  get  out 
easily.  It  was  panic  that  caused  the 
loss  of  life.  The  way  people  acted  in  a 
panic  was  most  extraordinary.  He  re- 
membered Mr.  Boucicault,  who  had  pro- 
bably bad  as  much  experience  in  thea- 
trical management  as  any  man  living, 
say  that  when  he  built  a  theatre  in  New 
York  he  made  unusual  provisions  for 
the  audience  leaving  along  both  sides  of 
the  building.  He  had  big  folding  doors 
placed,  and  on  them  painted  in  con- 
spicuous letters  the  announcement  that 
if  the  audience  simply  pressed  these 
doors  thoy  would  open,  and  ogress  would 
thus  be  obtained  without  difficulty.  Not- 
withstanding the  existence  of  these  doors 
and  the  announcement,  on  the  very  first 
occasion  of  a  panic  the  people  did  not 
avail  themselves  of  that  provision,  but 
crushed  out  at  the  ordinary  doors,  causing 
some  considerable  injury  and  some  loss 
of  life.  It  was  not  sufficient,  therefore, 
to  provide  means  of  exit.  These  should 
be  icgiilarly  used,  and  the  people  should 
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beoome  accustomed  to  their  nse.  People 
in  a  panic  were  always  selfish,  and  it 
was  all  but  impossible  to  provide  for  the 
unreasonable  exhibition  of  that  feeling. 
All  they  could  do  was  to  make  the  best 
provision  possible,  and  trust  to  the  good 
sense  of  the  public. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  reasons  g^ven  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
against  the  appointment  of  a  Committee, 
because  the  question  was  urgent,  and 
the  only  effect  of  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  would  be  to  postpone  the 
matter  for  a  year.  Long  before  the 
Vienna  catastrophe  there  was  a  dis- 
astrous fire  in  a  theatre  at  Nice,  and  it 
was  astonishing  to  him  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  let  such  a  ques- 
tion as  the  one  under  notice  slide,  as  it 
had  done,  until  the  Vienna  accident 
occurred,  when  they  found  that  four 
years  ago  an  Act  was  passed  which  con- 
ferred on  them  ample  powers  if  they 
would  only  put  them  into  force.  The 
Report  of  Captain  Shaw,  which  had 
been  referred  to,  mentioned  particularly 
eight  theatres.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  was 
naturally  reluctant  to  lay  that  Beport 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  because  he 
knew  that  if  he  did  so  those  eight 
theatres  would  be  empty  in  future.  He 
(Mr.  Macfarlane)  ventured  to  think  that 
if  the  public  in  this  City  realized  the 
risk  they  ran  when  they  went  out  to 
amuse  themselves  they  would  never  enter 
a  theatre.  To  show  what  little  attention 
was  paid  to  the  orders  of  the  Lord  Cham- 
berlain, he  might  refer  to  the  fact  that  a 
few  years  ago  it  was  the  custom  to  fill 
the  various  gangways  of  theatres  with 
chairs  for  the  accommodation  of  extra 
people.  But  be  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  called 
the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chamberlain 
to  the  dangerous  practice,  who  at  once 
issued  an  order  that  it  should  be  discon- 
tinued. But  what  was  the  effect  of  the 
Lord  Chamberlain's  order?  It  was  simply 
not  obeyed.  On  going  to  a  theatre  within 
a  week  after  the  prohibition  was  issued, 
the  stalls  being  full,  he  (Mr.  Macfarlane) 
was  offered  a  chair  in  the  gangway,  and, 
on  his  reminding  the  boxkeeper  that  the 
Lord  Chamberlain  had  forbidden  chairs 
to  be  placed  there,  the  man  simply 
laughed  and  did  no  more.  The  dangers 
were  due,  he  contended,  to  the  laxity  of 
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the  anthorities,  and,  first  of  all,  to  the 
Lord  Chamberlain.  If  the  latter  were 
to  suspend  the  licence  of  a  single  theatre 
for  the  space  of  six  months  on  account  of 
infraction  of  his  regulations,  he  believed 
fliat  all  structural  dangers  and  such 
obstacles  as  he  had  mentioned  would 
disappear  the  next  day.  The  fact  was 
that  an  idea  was  prevalent  that  the  sole 
datj  of  the  Lord  Chamberlain  was  to 
ragalate  the  length  of  the  skirts  of  the 
ladies  of  the  eorpg  d$  ballet,  and  that  he 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  look- 
ing after  the  safety  of  the  public.  The 
last  Act,  which  transferred  a  consider- 
able portion  of  the  authority  of  the 
Lord  Chamberlain  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  was  passed  in  1878, 
and  yet  they  were  only  now  discussing 
the  question  whether  that  Act  should  be 

Ct  in  force.  He  hoped  that  steps  would 
immediately  taken  to  insure  the 
safety  of  the  public  in  this  matter.  There 
was  no  way  of  allaying  panic  except  by 
convincing  the  public  mind  that  there 
were  efficient  means  of  escape.  He 
thought  the  assurances  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
were  sufficient,  and  hoped  the  Motion 
woald  not  be  pressed  to  a  division.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  suffi- 
cient powers  in  the  matter ;  and  it  was 
not  craditable  to  them  that  they  had  not 
put  them  in  force.  He  admitted  it  was 
hard  on  lessees  of  theatres,  who  were 
not  proprietors,  to  spend  a  lot  of  money 
on  structural  alterations,  and  thought  in 
aach  cases  the  owner  should  be  made 
the  responsible  person. 

Mb.  DIXON- HARTLAND  said,  that, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  he 
should  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion. If  no  steps,  however,  were  taken 
in  the  matter  by  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  he  should  be  obliged  to 
bring  it  forward  again. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

WOODS    AND    FORESTS  —  FIRES    IN 
WOOLMER    FOREST. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  who  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  call  at- 
tention to  damage  recently  caused  by 
fires  originating  on  the  Government 
property  in  Woolmer  Forest,  and  to 
move  a  Resolution  thereon,  said,   that 

YOL.  OOLXYIII.    [thuu)  sebuis.] 


he  would  not  then  detain  the  House  by 
going  into  the  subject.  The  fires  were 
said  to  be  caused  by  the  keepers  in 
charge  of  the  forest  settincc  fire  to  the 
heather  for  the  better  preservation  of 
the  game.  He  had  to  complain,  how- 
ever, that  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
subject,  which  had  been  moved  for  seven 
or  eight  weeks  ago,  had  not  yet  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  said,  he  must  apolo- 
gize for  not  having  hurried  on  the  print- 
ing of  the  Papers  in  question ;  but  he 
had  no  idea  that  there  was  any  particu- 
lar hurry  for  them,  and  the  demands  on 
the  printer  were  very  heavy.  Instruc- 
tions, however,  should  at  once  be  given 
that  they  should  be  taken  in  hand 
promptly. 

Main  Question,  '*That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agrefd  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY  ESTIMATES. 
Sttpply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,966,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Provisions,  Forage,  Fuel,  Transport,  and 
other  Services,  which   will  come  in  course  of 

Sayment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
ay  of  March  1883." 

Sir  EGBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY  said, 
he  thought  those  interested  in  the  Re- 
freshment Department  of  the  Army  Es- 
timates would  be  pleased  at  the  manner 
in  which  the  charges  were  presented  on 
this  occasion,  inasmuch  as  the  absolute 
expenditure  on  the  Services  was  shown. 
The  probability  was  that  some  economy 
would  result  from  the  new  system  which 
had  been  adopted.  As  he  understood 
it,  the  extra  receipts  which  had  hitherto 
been  handed  back  to  the  Exchequer, 
and  there,  so  far  as  the  Army  was  con- 
cerned, lost  sight  of,  would  now  be 
available,  under  the  direction  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Ohilders), 
for  promoting  such  minor  changes  as 
did  not,  perhaps,  form  part  of  the  Esti- 
mates, and  which  could  not  be  effected 
were  it  not  for  economies  brought  about. 
It  had  often  struck  him  that  the  officers 
of  our  Army  had  not  those  inducements 
to  study  economy  which  it  was  very  de- 
sirable they  should  have ;  and  this  was 
probably  due,  in  a  great  measure,  to  the 
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systom    which   had     been    in    vogue. 
Hitherto,    the   result  of  economies  ef- 
fected  had  been  handed  back  to  the 
Exchequer ;  therefore,  military  men  had 
had  no  particular  interest  in  studying 
economy ;  but,  under  the  present  system, 
if  general  officers  commanding  districts 
were  enabled  to  effect  certain  economies 
in  those  districts,  he  hoped  that,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  they  would  be  able  to  lay  out 
certain  sums  which  they  had  never  had 
the  opportunity  of  laying  out  before, 
and  the  non-application  of  which  had 
been,  in  the  past,  a  great  disadvantage 
to  the  Army.     He  trusted  they  might 
now  look  forward  to  the  period  when  the 
Army  was  passing  out  of  that  transition 
state  in  which  it  had  been  for  so  long. 
They  might  say  that  for  the  past   12 
years  the  Army  had  been  in  the  hands 
of   the  reformer.     Mr.   Card  well  first 
brought  forward  many  changes  which, 
as  was  well  enough  known,  were  not 
received  with  much  favour  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House ;  but  fol- 
lowing Mr.  Cardwell  came  Mr.  Hardy — 
the  present  LordCranbrook — who  stated, 
in  the  first  speech  he  delivered  as  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  that  at  that  period 
he  was  not  able  to  say  that  he  would  re- 
verse the  policy  of  his  Predecessor;  and,  on 
further  consideration,  he  announced  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  do  so.     Since 
that  three  Secretaries  of  State  had  had 
charge  of  the  War  Office ;  and  he  could 
say,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
in  no  case  had  there  been  anything  like 
what  they  might  call  a  serious  reversal 
of  policy.     His  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend   the    Member    for  North  Lan- 
cashire (Colonel  Stanley)  followed  after 
Mr.  Hardy  ;  and  he,  impressed  with  the 
belief  that  continuity  of  work  in  carry- 
ing out  the  system  was  of  the  utmost 
importance — although,    no    doubt,    he 
might  have  thought  that  many  things 
might  with  advantage  have  been  done 
in   a   different   way — went    on    in  the 
8[)irit  of    his  Predecessors  with   many 
changes,  improving  here  and  there;  but 
still  movinp:  in  the  one  direction.  With- 
out pretending  to  go  through  all  the  im- 
provements his  right   hon.    Friend   in- 
troduced, he  must  allude  to  one  vervad- 
vantageous  reform  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  effected  in  the  Pay  Depart- 
ment.    Tl)i»  had  )»een  a  matter  of  great 
difficulty.  They  remembered  that  at  one 
time  .it  was  thought  that  the  officers  of 
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the  Army,   capable  as  tiiey  no  doubt 
were  to  lead  our  soldiers,  were  not  suf- 
ficiently instructed  in  such  matters  to  be 
able  to  deal  satisfactorily  with  accounts; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  a 
different  view,  and  persevered  in  that 
view,   and  carried  out   a  considerable 
change  in  the  Department,  which  change 
he  (Sir  Eobert  Loyd  Lindsay)  hoped  to 
hear  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wai 
was  working  well.    For  his  own  part,  he 
believed  it  was  working  remarkably  well. 
He  was  assured  that  competent  officers 
now  had  charge  of   the  Pay  Depart- 
ment, and  were  performing  their  duties 
to  the  satisfaction  of   all  classes.    An- 
other reform    which    the    right    hon. 
and  gallant    Gentleman    the    Member 
for  North  Lancashire  carried  out,  and 
which  the  House  must  remember  hear- 
ing a   great  deal    about,    for    it  took 
considerable  interest  in  it  at  the  time, 
was  connected  with  the    Medical  De- 
partment.    The    subject    was    one    of 
great  difficulty,  and  at  that  time,  when 
these    difficulties    were    before   them, 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  find  medical 
men  to  enter  the  Army,  so  unpopular 
had  the  Service  become.  Now,  however, 
in  consequence  of  the  useful  reforms 
carried  out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
medical  gentlemen  readily  entered  the 
Army,  and  were  anxious  to  compete  at 
the  very  difficult  examinations  through 
which  Army  medical  officers  had  to  pass. 
These  were  two  points  on  which  great 
improvement  had  been  effected  by  his 
rignt  hon.  Friend.     He  would  allude  to 
another   proposal,    or    rather    scheme, 
which  was  formulated  at  the  War  Office 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  he 
must  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  considerable  cause  to  regret  being 
obliged  to  leave  the  War  Office  when  he 
did,  as  he  had  at  the  time  in  hand  some 
improvements  which,  if  they  had  been 
carried  out,  would  have  redounded  to 
the  credit  of  the  Administration.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  formulated   the 
scheme  which  had  subsequently  been  car- 
ried out  by  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  War ;  and  it  must  be  a  consolation  to 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  to  see  the 
plan  which  he  and  those  who  worked 
with   him  so  carefully  matured  carried 
out  so  fairly  and  loyally  by  his  Successor. 
It  seemed  to   him  (Sir    Hubert  Loyd 
Lindsay)  that  perhaps  the  most  import- 
ant point  which  was  raised  by  the  pr^ 
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sent  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in  the 
speech  which  he  delivered  just  previous 
to  the  Easter  Eecess,  was  that  which 
related  to  the  formation  of  a  First  Army 
Cbrps.  They  were  in  the  habit  in  that 
House  of  referring  to  the  opinion  of  the 
intelligent  foreigner ;  but  he  would  not 
go  beyond  quoting  the  opinion  of  the  in- 
telligent Englishman.  His  opinion  was 
this — not,  perhaps,  always  expressed, 
for  they  did  not  very  often  find  English- 
men taking  an  active  interest  in  the 
Army,  believing,  as  they  did,  that  every- 
thing wae  going  on  ei.iQothly — but  when 
the  opinion  of  the  intelligent  Englishman 
was  expressed,  it  was  this — that  for  the 
large  sum  which  was  annually  spent  on 
our  Army,  we  ought  to  have  one  fit  to 
take  the  field  at  a  week's  notice,  without 
disarran|2ring  and  dislocating  the  whole 
of  our  Home  system.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  in  coming  to  the  War  Office, 
had  observed  how  essential  it  was  that 
we  should  have  an  Army  of  this  kind,  and 
had  set  himself  the  task  of  giving  it  tu  us. 
He  had,  apparently,  advanced  a  consider- 
able distance  in  the  direction  of  afford- 
ing US  such  an  Army,  surmounting  all 
the  di£flculties  and  obstacles  which  stood 
in  his  way.  Now,  what  appeared  to  him 
(Sir  Robert  Loyd  Lindsay)  to  be  one  of 
these  difficulties,  and  perhaps  the  chief 
difficulty,  in  the  way  of  having  a  com- 
plete scheme  by  which  we  could  send 
the  troops  forward  without  dislocation, 
was  that  we  had  not  a  sufficient  number 
of  men ;  1 0,000  more  men  were  required. 
He  did  not,  on  this  occasion,  venture  to 
recommend  such  a  large  addition  as  that, 
or  any  addition  at  all ;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  if  we  had  for  our  Home 
Army  7 1  battalions  and  a  fixed  number 
of  men — without  taking  the  depots  into 
consideration,  42,000  men — if  the  men 
were  divided  equally  amongst  the  bat- 
talions, the  result  was  that  when  they 
were  ordered  on  service  not  one  of  them 
was  fit  to  take  the  field.  The  result  was 
tiiat  immediately  a  battalion  was  ordered 
on  service  it  had  to  be  made  up  to  its 
fall  strength,  and  the  method  that  had 
naturally  suggested  itself  of  doing  that 
was  by  volunteering.  As  to  the  system 
of  volunteering,  it  had  fallen  greatly 
into  discredit.  He  did  not  altogether 
disagree  with  its  use ;  but  it  was  objected 
to,  and  the  main  objection  taken  to  it 
was  this.  Supposing  volunteers  were 
ealled  for,  they  were  furnished  from  some 
other  regiment,  and  that  regiment  in  turn 


became  weakened,  and  probably,  a  little 
later,  that  regiment  itself  was  ordered  on 
service,  then  they  might  have  these  two 
regiments  serving  together,  the  result 
being  that  because  men  from  the  first 
had  gone  into  the  second  the  officers  of 
the  first  were  well  acquainted  with  the 
men  of  the  second,  as  they  had  served 
with  them,  but  were  not  acquainted 
with  the  men  of  their  own  regiment. 
But,  for  his  own  part,  he  thought  there 
were  great  advantages  in  volunteering, 
and  he  trusted  it  would  not  be  altogether 
dropped,  because  they  could  fairly  use 
it  as  a  proper  mode  of  strengthening 
their  companies,  and  they  might  take  it 
for  granted  that  it  was  not  unpopular. 
Twenty  shillings  was  about  the  sum  that 
represented  the  objection  which  a  lad 
had  to  changing  his  battalion.  For 
that  small  sum  of  20«.  a  soldier  was 
generally  perfectly  ready  to  go  into 
another  battalion.  Now,  this  necessity 
which  he  had  spoken  of  in  connection 
with  the  First  Army  Corps  would  not 
arise  in  a  great  emergency.  It  was  only 
in  a  small  war  that  it  arose,  because  in  a 
great  emergency  they  had  their  ma- 
chinery, which  was  well  understood — 
calling  out  the  Reserves  and  embodying 
the  Militia,  and  so  on.  But,  whether 
for  a  large  or  small  war,  he  hoped 
we  should  soon  be  able  to  say  that  we 
had  an  Army  Corps  fit  to  take  the  field 
at  a  week's  notice.  The  right  hon. 
Geutleman  proceeded  by  means  of  a 
sort  of  system  of  selection.  He  selected 
12  regiments  at  the  head  of  the  Eoster, 
or  rather  it  could  be  said  that  these 
regiments,  in  a  certain  sense,  selected 
themselves.  They  rose  by  a  gradual 
process  until  they  became  the  first  regi- 
ments on  the  Roster.  They  were  com- 
posed of  about  12,000  men,  and  these, 
with  the  eight  battalions  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean— making  about  18,000  men — 
and  the  three  battalions  of  Guards 
formed  the  First  Army  Corps.  Looking 
at  the  Return  **  The  Army  (Variation  of 
Numbers),"  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  placed  before  them,  a  very 
curious  similitude  occurred  to  his  mind. 
It  really  appeared  as  though  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  divided  his  71 
battalions  at  home  after  the  manner  in 
which  Dante  divided  the  spirits  of 
those  who  departed  into  another  world. 
Twelve  battalions  were  raised  to  a  most 
perfect  state — it  might  be  said  that  they 
were  in  a  state  of  beatitude.    But  then, 
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if  they  cast  an  eye  down  the  Keturn, 
they  found  37  battalions  which,  if  the 
others  were  in  the  Paradiso^  were  cer- 
tainly in  the  Inferno,  The  condition  of 
the  37  was  ai  unfortunate  as  that  of  the 
12  was  happy.  They  were  in  a  state  of 
attenuated  shadows.  Then,  as  an  inter- 
mediate state  between  these  two  con- 
ditions, they  came  to  2 1  battalions  which 
were  eminently  in  the  Purgatorio.  They 
were  rising  gradually  from  the  lower 
condition  until  they  could  venture  to 
hope  to  reach  the  higher  regions.  It 
seemed  to  him  rather  unfortunate  that 
whilst  there  were  only  12  battalions  in 
Paradifio  there  were  37  in  Inf«rno,  He 
would  venture  to  say  two  or  three  words 
about  these  37  battalions.  First,  as  to 
tlie  officers,  the  commanding  ofEcer  of 
each  was  really  in  a  very  unfortunate 
position.  Perhaps  he  had  looked  for- 
wai*d  all  his  life  to  the  time  when  he 
would  have  the  great  distinction  of  com- 
manding his  regiment ;  but,  unluckily  for 
him,  he  rose  just  at  the  time  his  regi- 
ment was  in  this  transition  state.  The 
battalion  would  rise  again  ;  but  then  his 
five  years  would  probably  have  elapsed, 
and  by  the  time  his  regiment  became 
complete  he  would  have  run  out  his 
period.  What  he  (Sir  Robert  Loyd 
Lindsay)  wished  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  consider  was,  what  could  be  done 
for  these  officers,  because,  undoubtedly, 
their  case  was  a  very  hard  one  ?  They 
deserved  that  some  means  should  be  found 
of  mitigating  the  hardship  of  their  con- 
dition. Their  duties  were  very  import- 
ant, and  the  officer  who  trained  a  young 
regiment  up  well  deserved  ail  the  credit 
that  could  possibly  be  given  to  him.  As 
to  the  regiments  themselves,  he  wished 
to  lay  some  stress  upon  this — that,  as  he 
had  said,  they  were  nothing  more  than 
shadowy  regiments  made  up  of  recruits. 
It  must  be  so — it  could  not  be  otherwise. 
They  were  not  merely  regiments  half 
made  up  of  recruits ;  but,  as  he  under- 
stood the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  would  be  more  than 
half  made  up  of  recruits.  By  far 
the  greater  part  of  the  regiments 
would  be  recruits  ;  therefore  nothing 
more  should  be  expected  of  them  than 
they  were  able  to  show,  which  would  be 
very  little.  We  should  make  up  our 
mindsto  considerthem  nothing  more  than 
nurseries  for  the  training  of  recruits; 
and,  above  all  things,  in  his  opinion, 
they  ought  not  to  be  sent  to  Aldershot 
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or  any  of  the  camps  where  they  con- 
stantly came  under  the  notice  of  their 
own  countrymen  and  of  foreigners. 
They  should  be  kept  as  much  as  pos- 
sible out  of  sight.  Obviously  the  proper 
place  for  these  regiments,  the  officers  of 
which  had  nothing  to  do  but  drill  a 
parcel  of  boys,  was  the  county  towns  to 
which  they  were  territorially  attached. 
Their  drill  would  be  nothing  more  than 
recruit  drill.  They  did  not  need  to  g^ 
through  the  higher  courses  of  tactics 
which  were  taught  at  Aldershot.  No- 
thing but  the  simplest  matter,  the  alpha- 
bet of  warfare,  would  be  taught  them  ; 
and  he  should,  therefore,  be  glad  to  see 
them  sent  to  their  own  localities.  This 
led  him  to  a  remark  he  wished  to  make 
in  regard  to  an  item  of  expenditure  in 
the  Estimates,  which,  he  observed,  re* 
lated  not  to  buildings,  but  to  repairs  at 
Aldershot.  He  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  at  Aldershot  and  at  Shomcliffe 
there  was  already  plenty  of  accommo- 
dation for  the  regiments  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  put  into  the  First 
Army  Corps ;  and,  if  that  were  so,  ob- 
viously what  should  now  be  done,  if 
further  money  was  to  be  expended, 
should  be  to  improve  the  barracks  dis- 
tributed throughout  the  county  towns, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  rendered 
efficient  for  the  purposes  for  which  they 
were  required.  Three  millions  of  money 
had  been  spent  on  these  depot  centres, 
and  still  they  were  not  in  that  condition 
in  which  they  ought  to  be.  A  slight 
further  expenditure  on  them,  however, 
would  make  them  fit  and  proper  places 
to  receive  the  territorial  regiments  that 
belonged  to  them.  It  was  not  proper  to 
run  the  two  things  together — the  Aider- 
shot  scheme  and  the  territorial  scheme, 
which  provided  that  regiments  were  to 
be  quartered  in  the  county  towns  amongst 
the  people  from  whom  they  were  re- 
cruited and  amongst  the  officers,  whom, 
he  trusted,  would  all  one  day  be  drawn 
from  the  counties  to  which  the  regiments 
they  joined  belonged.  He  hoped,  if  there 
was  further  expenditure  on  buildings,  it 
would  be  in  the  direction  he  had  indi- 
cated rather  than  on  the  improvement  of 
Aldershot,  which  they  knew  had  swal- 
lowed up  an  enormous  sum — much  more 
than  anyone  in  the  House  had  antici- 
pated. An  enormous  amount  had  been 
spent,  and,  to  his  mind,  mis-spent,  on 
Aldershot.  Aldershot  seemed  to  be  a 
place  fitted  for  a  camp  of  instructiooi 
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whore  troops  should  go  iu  the  summer 
months  and  have  instruction  in  the  open 
air — under  canvas  if  necessary.    Build- 
ings had  heen  erected  at  Aldershot,  as 
he  said,  at  enormous  expense,  and  fur- 
ther expenditure  was  going  on  there. 
This  was  the  place  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  fix   his  eye  on.     He 
ought  to  take    care    that    no    further 
amounts  were  spent  there.     On  the  con- 
trary,  he  should  rather  endeavour  to 
make  the  territorial  scheme  more  efficient 
by  rendering  the  barracks  fitted  for  the 
reception  of  battalions.    Passing  to  the 
Beport  which  was  made  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  by  the  officers  in  charge 
of  recruiting,  he  was  very  glad  to  see 
that  the  pledge  that  was  given  last  year 
^namely,  that  men  of  1 9  years  of  age, 
or  the  equivalent  of  19  years  of  age, 
should  be  the  only  men  enlisted  for  the 
future  in  the  Army,  had  been  carried  out, 
and  was  answering  as  well  as  could  be 
expected.     He  observed  that  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  was  sanguine  of  being  | 
able  to  say  some  day  that  he  would 
limit  the  age  to  20.     If  that  was  so, 
60  much  the   better;  but  we  must  re- 
member this — that  we  might  not  always 
be  able  to  recruit  as  readily  as  we  did 
now.    At  present  we  enlisted  between 
19,000  and  20,000  a-year ;  but  agricul- 
ture and  trade  were  a  little  slack  at  pre- 
sent, and  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  a 
day  might  come  when  we  might  not  be 
able  to  recruit  with  the  same  facility. 
He  hoped,  tlierefore,  that  nothing  would 
be  done  to  tie  the  hands  of  the  recruit- 
ing staff;    and    that    they    should  be 
allowed,  if  necessary,  to  take  the  men  as 
best  thev  could.     He  observed  that  the 
standard  of  height  was  rather  reduced, 
and  he  did   not  understand  how   that 
could  be,  whilst,  at  the  same  time,  the 
standard  of  age  was  increased.      One 
would  have  naturally  supposed  that  as 
they  took  men  of  older  years,   so  the 
stature  would  have  been  increased ;  or, 
at  any  rate,  that  it  would  not  have  been 
reduced.      Another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  in  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  Inspector  of  Kecruit- 
ing    was  that    which    related    to    the 
physique  of  the  recruits  who  came  into 
the  Army.    He  certainly  thought  it  was 
a  matter  for  congratulation  to  see  the 
remarkably  good  physique  of  our  troops 
compared  with  that  of  the  troops  of 
foreign  nations.     On  looking  at  the  Be- 
tuniy  he  saw  that  the  English  recruit,  as 


compared  with  the  French  recruit,  had 
the  advantage  in  height  of  about  3  inches, 
and  almost  a  similar  advantage  in  chest 
measurement.     Then  they  came  down  to 
Austria  and  Germany,  and  in  both  those 
countries  the  recruits  were  inferior  to  the 
English  recruits  by  about  2^  inches  in 
height,  and  the  same  in  chest  measure- 
ment.    That  was  a  point  which  ought 
to  be  noticed,  because  they  frequently 
heard  remarks  made  on  public  occasions 
as  to  the  miserable  condition  and  phy- 
sique of  the  British  recruit.    Statements 
of  that  kind  were  frequently  made  in  the 
Press,  and  were  available  to  anyone  who 
chose  to  cast  their  eye  over  them  ;  and 
when  such  a  reply  as  this  was  possible 
it  should  be  given.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  held  out  some  hopes  of  being 
able  to  do  something  for  the  Volunteers; 
but  he  did  not  find  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  that  he  proposed 
to  do  much  for  them  at  present.     He 
spoke  of  issuing  capes  to  them,  and  it 
was  to  be  hoped  that  would  be  done.   It 
was    really    most    essential  —  he    (Sir 
Robert    Loyd  Lindsay)  could  not  say 
how  important  he  deemed  it— that  pro- 
tection sliould  be  given  to  our  Volun- 
teers, who  had  been  exposed  from  time 
to  time  to  most  inclement  weather.     He 
was  surprised  they  had  not  frequently 
found  many  of  the  Volunteers  on  the 
sick  list,  in  consequence  of  the  way  they 
were  exposed.     He  understood  that  the 
Volunteers  were  to  be  brought,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  within  the  territorial  system; 
at  all  events,  the  names  of  certain  regi- 
ments would  appear  as  forming  the  fourth 
battalions  of  certain  territorial  districts. 
He  highly  approved  of  that  plan.  There 
was  no  more  territorial  force  in  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  Crown  ;  indeed,  he  thought 
it  was  the  most  territorial  force  ;  and  it 
was  very  desirable  that  we  should  be 
able  gradually  to  draw  the  Volunteers 
into  the  system.     Then,  with  regard  to 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
as  to  warrant  rank,  hon.  Members  were 
perfectly  satisfied.      Non-commissioned 
ofiicers  might  rise  to  have  their  names 
in   The  Army  lAU  associated  with  the 
names  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, the  Commander-in-Chief,  and  the 
many  distinguished    people    connected 
with  the  Army.     It  would,  he  was  sure, 
be  a  great  inducement  to  young  men  to 
join  the  Army  to  think  that  by  good 
conduct  they  could  rise  to  warrant  rank, 
and  have  their  names  in  The  Army  List. 
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But  lie  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
left  out  the  quartermaster  sergeants. 
That  was  an  unfortunate  omission,  as 
the  quartermaster  sergeant  was  a  most 
important  person,  as  they  all  knew.  He 
was  a  more  important  person  even  than 
the  sergeant  major;  not  at  home,  per- 
haps— the  sergeant  major  there  being 
an  officer,  it  was  desirable  to  magnify 
and  make  as  much  of  as  possible — but 
on  active  service.  The  quartermaster 
sergeant  had  charge  of  the  stores,  had 
to  face  many  difficulties,  and  was  thrown 
into  many  temptations.  His  position 
was  most  responsible,  and  it  would,  no 
doubt,  be  to  the  benefit  of  the  Service 
that:  he  should  be  included  in  warrant 
rank. 

CiENEKAL  Sir  GEOKGE  BALFOUR 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  doing 
his  best  to  give  effect  to  all  those  mea- 
sures which  were  calculated  to  be  to  the 
good  of  the  Army ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  doing  so  with  a  liberality 
which  could  not  fail  to  meet  with  suc- 
cess.    He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  deal  properly  and  liberally 
with  the  many  officers  who  suffered  by 
the   changes   in  their  military  system. 
It  was  heart-breaking,  in  many  instances, 
for  officers  who  were  in  the  prime  of 
life   to    be  now    put  aside  and  placed 
on  the   Hetlred   List.      He   hoped  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman    would    see   his 
way  to  compensate  those  officers  to  the 
utmost  extent.     Of  course,  the  officers 
who  entered  the  Army  hereafter  must 
take  the   chances  of  service  according 
to  the  new  rules.     Several  changes  of 
great  importance  had  been  made  in  the 
mode  in  which  the  Army  Estimates  were 
framed,  one  important  change  being  to 
nse  the  funds  derived  from  the  sale  of 
stores,  and  hitherto  paid  into  the  Ex- 
chequer as  Civil  Receipts,  in  diminution 
of  the  Army  Charges ;  but,  whilst  cor- 
dially approving  of  those  receipts  being 
80  used,   having  been  advocated  whilst 
employed  in  the  War  Office,  at  the  same 
time,   those  changes  deprived  them  of 
the  facility  of  comparing  the   present 
with  the  past  Army  Expenditure.     He 
was  perfectly  well  alive  to  the  financial 
dangers  and  difficulties  which  might  at- 
tend the  appropriation  of  the  extra  re- 
ceipts in  diminishing  the  expenditure  of 
the  Army ;  and  to  guard  against  abuse  it 
was  necessary  the  greatest  care  should 
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be  taken  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  as  well  as  by  the  Public  Accountfi 
Committee,  in  having  a  public  record 
made  of  all  the  extra  receipts  diatind 
from  the  Appropriation  in  Aid.  He 
was  not  yet  satisfied  that  they  had  taken 
all  the  possible  precautions  to  guard 
against  aouse ;  but  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  had  supplied  him 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  with  all  the  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  which  was  at  hifl 
command,  and  he  would  carefully  go 
into  the  matter  and  see  if  he  could  not 
make  some  acceptable  suggestions.  An- 
other change  haa  been  made  of  showing 
the  pay  drawn  by  Staff  officers  in  lump 
sums,  including  regimental  and  Staff  pay. 
That  was  a  right  course ;  but  it  wholly 
deprived  Members  of  the  power  of  com- 
paring the  p&st  payments  with  present 
payments.  There  was  one  point  to  which 
he  earnestly  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's attention  would  be  drawn,  and 
that  was  the  employment  of  our  Army 
in  Ireland.  He  looked  with  great  ap- 
prehension upon  the  present  employment 
of  troops  in  Ireland.  Judging  from  his 
experience  in  India,  nothing  had  tended 
more  to  produce  the  Mutiny  in  the  Ben- 
gal Army  than  the  employment  of  troops 
very  much  after  the  way  our  soldiers 
were  now  being  employed  in  Ireland. 
They  were  scattered  in  small  bodies, 
and  often  detached  under  young  subal- 
terns, and  they  were  charged  with  duties 
which  soldiers  ought  not  to  be  called 
on  to  perform.  Military  and  Constabu- 
lary duties  were  of  a  different  character, 
and  yet  our  soldiers  were  used  for  the 
duties  which  police  ought  to  perform. 
He  earnestly  hoped  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would,  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, withdraw  the  troops  from  Ireland, 
and  collect  them  in  places  where  the  dis- 
cipline might  be  properly  looked  after. 
He  could  not  express  in  words  too  strong 
the  danger  there  was  to  the  discipline  of 
the  Army  by  the  employment  of  soldiers 
in  the  manner  they  were  now  employed 
in  Ireland.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  also  desired  to  draw  attention. 
They  had  long  had  doubts  with  regard 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  troops  in  the  field 
in  the  matter  of  firing.  A  Committee 
had  inquired  into  the  subject,  but  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  had  never  been 
made  public;  indeed,  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  refused  to  make  it  publio. 
He  presumed  that  the  very  reason  which 
existed  to  prevent  the  publioation  of  the 
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Report  oufj^ht  to  induce  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  see  to  the  efficiency  of 
the  troops  in  regard  to  firing.     In  the 
interest  of  the  Army  one  essential  point 
¥•8  that  the  men  should  be  withdrawn 
from  every  duty  which  interfered  with 
their  efficient  training  as  soldiers — for 
instance,  every  guard  which  could   be 
dispensed  with  ought  to  be  done  away 
with,  because  it  was  well  that,  as  far  as 
possible,  soldiers  should  be  kept  together 
m  bodies,  and  day  by  day  subject  to 
military  training  under  their  regimental 
officers.     In  this  country  we  had  never 
attended   to  that  with  sufficient  care; 
hot  in  India,  when  he  (Sir  George  Bal- 
fimr)  had  the  honour  of  being  connected 
with  military  finance  there,  the  guard 
and  sentry  employment  of  every  kind  by 
which  soldiers  could  be  taken  away  from 
their  regiments  was,  with  the  approval 
of  Lord  Canning,  done  away  with.  Even 
the  ordinary  military  guards  for  Oom« 
nusBariat  and  other  Stores,  treasure,  and 
other  minor  purposes,  were  abolished, 
and  watchmen   employed,   wherever  it 
was  practicable.     Then,  as  regarded  the 
fermation  of  the  regiments  of  Cavalry 
and  Infantry.      First,   concerning    the 
Cafalry,  he  wished  to  point  out  that  12 
years  ago  a  very  important  change  was 
nuide  under  the  administration  of  Lord 
Hampton,  on  the  advice  of  the  late  Sir 
Hope  Qrant,  by  which  the  Cavalry  was 
formed  into  squadrons.    After  the  lapse 
of  two  years,    however,   Mr.   Cardwell 
thought  fit  to  change  the  system,  and 
to  retnm  to  the  troop  formation,  mainly 
Ott  account  of  the  difficulty  of  recon- 
ciling the  Purchase    system  with   the 
squadron  formation.     TJiat  difficulty  no 
longer  existed.    He  (Sir  George  Balfour) 
ipgretted    the  retrograde    step   at  the 
time,  and   he  reg^retted  it  now.      He 
^oald  not  at  present  express  any  opinion 
tt  to  the  recently  proposed  formation 
of  Cavalry  into  brigades ;  but  he  thought 
that  squadrons  ought  to  be  adopted  at 
ODce.     As  to  the  strength  and  ethcioncy 
of  battalions  being  improved,  as  sup- 
posed, by  organizing  that  body  in  coai- 
panies  10  in  number,  as  formerly,  and 
now  in  eight  companies,  he  thought  that 
a  blunder,  unless  each  company  had  at 
least  100  privates.     But  with  battalions 
of  800  privates  and  under,  he  thought 
a  six-company  formation  was  the  utmost 
that  ought  to  be  practised,  and  that, 
instead  of  having  small  companies  of  «^0 
or  40  men,  no  oompany  should  be  com- 


posed of  less  than  100  up  to  150  men. 
In  that  formation  there  would  then  be  a 
captain  and  three  subalterns  effective 
with  each  company,  and  the  Kegimental 
Establishment  should  provide  for  having 
the  officers  and  non-commissioned  officers 
needed  for  that  strength  thoroughly 
effective.  He  approved  of  all  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  Robert 
Loyd  Lindsay)  had  said  with  regard 
to  warrant  otficers,  and  he  was  proud 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
created  that  rank.  Whilst  at  the  War 
Office  that  rank  was  earnestly  urged ; 
but  the  opposition  of  the  Horse  Guards' 
Branch  prevented  its  creation.  But  by 
its  creation  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
effected  a  great  improvement  in  the 
Army  in  this  respect.  He  was  confident 
that  great  good  to  the  Army  would  re- 
sult from  the  formation  of  the  rank  of 
warrant  officers,  inasmuch  as  a  number 
of  young  men  would  now  be  induced 
to  enter  the  Army  who  would  not 
otherwise  think  of  doing  so.  There 
was  no  part  of  the  Indian  military 
system  that  had  been  of  so  much 
benefit  to  the  Army  as  the  creation  of 
warrant  officers.  At  the  time  when 
every  branch  of  the  Imperial  Army  was 
in  want  of  recruits,  the  Indian  Army 
obtained  an  unlimited  supply,  and  mainly 
because  promotion  to  warrant  rank 
could  be  secured.  He  spoke  from  expe- 
rience when  he  said  that  the  warrant 
officers  in  the  Indian  Army  had  behaved 
themselves  fully  as  well  as  the  commis- 
sioned officers.  He  would  even  go  so 
far  as  to  say  that  they  would  find  fewer 
courts  martial  in  regard  to  warrant  offi- 
cers than  in  respect  to  officers  of  the 
Army.  Any  distinction  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  make  with  regard 
to  warrant  officers  would  have  his  warm 
approval.  Another  subject  on  which  he 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  wished  to  speak 
was  in  connection  with  the  responsibi- 
lities and  division  of  work  at  the  War 
Office.  No  doubt  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  wholly  charged  with  every  duty; 
but  there  existed  a  division  of  work  of 
a  rather  curious  character.  Under  the 
present  system  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
the  Financial  Secretary,  and  the  Sur- 
veyor General  of  Ordnance  acted  under 
Orders  in  Council  issued  1 0  years  ago 
during  the  administration  of  Lord 
Cardwell.  Their  responsibilities  and 
duties  were  defined  by  those  Orders, 
which  ought  to  have  been  speoially  laid 
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before  Parliament  ia  a  direct  and  formal 
manner,  instead  of  becoming  known 
through  a  Select  Committee.  It  was 
fully  admitted  that  no  duties  assigned 
to  those  officers  by  the  Orders  in  Council 
could  be  performed  except  under  the  dis- 
tinct control  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
But  in  order  to  show  that  those  officers, 
charged,  as  they  were,  with  such  im- 
portant duties  in  this  special  and  formal 
manner,  had  an  appreciation  of  their 
duties,  and  that  they  did  attend  to  them, 
it  was  essentially  necessary  that  they 
should  be  required  to  present  an  annual 
Beport  on  all  the  heads  and  duties  de- 
tailed in  the  Orders  in  Council.  For 
instance,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  should  sub- 
mit  a  Report  concerning  the  whole  of  his 
Department  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  So,  also,  the  Suryeyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance  and  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  should  report  on  the  working  of 
the  seyeral  branches  assigned  to  them 
in  the  Orders;  and  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  turn,  would  be  enabled  to 
lay  a  full  and  ample  Statement  before 
the  House,  as  well  as  the  Beports  in 
question.  There  were  many  points  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  the 
Army  with  which  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in  his  Annual 
Statement,  to  deal.  Able  as  the  speeches 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were,  they 
were  usually  confined  to  generalities. 
The  Beports,  howeyer,  to  which  he  (Sir 
George  Balfour)  had  referred  would 
supply  a  great  deal  of  the  required  but 
omitted  information.  He  thought  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Judge  Adyo- 
cate  General  should  also  be  called  upon 
to  report  upon  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice m  the  Army,  and  generally  on  the 
working  of  the  Army  Act.  And  now 
he  would  a^k  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  if  he  would  be  good  enough,  when 
making  his  Statement  next  year,  to  com- 
pare the  present  expenditure  on  the 
Army  and  Nayy  with  the  expenditure 
under  those  heads  in  the  year  18t)9-70  ? 
In  the  latter  year  the  Army  Expendi- 
ture was  brought  down  to  less  than 
£14,000,000,  being  a  lower  sum  than  it 
had  stood  at  since  the  Crimean  War,  and 
since  that  time  it  had  been  increasing 
yearly,  and  now  it  was  upwards  of 
£  1 6,000,000.  Of  course,  if  they  wished 
to  haye  efficiency,  they  must  expect  to 
haye  a  heayy  expenditure;  but  still  he 
oould  not  help  linking  that  if  they 
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were  to  compare  the  details  of  the  pre 
sent  expenditure  with  that  of  1869-7C 
some  mode  could  be  shown  by  whie 
economy  might  be  effected.  The  rigli 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  he  was  goin 
to  make  some  saying  by  a  reduction  i 
the  number  of  general  officers.  He  (Si 
George  Balfour)  heartily  approved  of  tfa 
suggestion,  for  he  was  satisfied  a  smallc 
number  of  officers  of  this  rank  would  fa 
quite  competent  to  perform  the  neoeasar 
duties.  He  had  also  again  to  oomplai 
of  the  mode  in  which  the  military  expei 
diture  was  swollen  by  the  charges  o 
account  of  the  guns,  projectiles,  ammu 
nition,  and  warlike  stores  needed  fo 
the  Nayy.  In  the  present  Estimate 
the  sum  of  £616,000  was  charged  t 
the  Army,  which  really  belonged  to  tb 
Nayy.  That  was  a  higher  amount  fo 
their  Supplies  than  hitherto  charg^  i: 
any  year  before.  Surely  the  Navy  oouli 
take  that  expenditure  which  was  in 
curred  by  the  re-organizatiou  of  th 
Nayal  Ordnance  upon  their  own  shonl 
ders.  These  re-organizations  were  con 
stantly  occurring.  During  the  last  2 
years  there  had  been  four  or  five  Nava 
re-organizations  of  guns,  and  probabi; 
before  they  had  paid  the  money  necessar 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  pre 
sent  re-organization  they  would  haye  an 
other  re-organization,  so  that  there  woul< 
neyer  be  an  end  to  the  Army  militar 
expenditure  bearing  a  new  charge.  AJ 
these  changes  in  a  degree  flowed  fron 
the  erroneous  course  of  making  th) 
Army  Estimates  bear  the  cost  of  th< 
Nayal  Stores.  But  he  (Sir  George  Bal 
four)  was  fully  willing  to  admit  that  th* 
like  mistaken  course  was  followed  u 
making  the  Nayal  Estimates  bear  th 
cost  of  the  Transports  required  for  th 
Army.  Both  practices  caused  carelesa 
ness  in  regard  to  the  expenditure.  Ba 
as  he  saw  there  were  other  hon.  Mem 
bers  who  wished  to  take  part  in  th 
debate,  so  he  would  reserye  whateye 
else  he  was  inclined  to  say  till  a  futnr 
occasion. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  ther 
were  one  or  two  points  in  oonnectioi 
with  these  Estimates  upon  which,  wit! 
the  permission  of  the  Committee,  h 
would  like  to  address  a  few  obsenra 
tions  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thi 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  In  th< 
first  place,  he  would  remind  the  righ 
hon.  Gentleman  that  in  his  reeen 
Pontefiract  h%  mid  that  tin 
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eompulaory  retirement  of  officers  at  the 
earljage  of  40  was  an  evil  the  most 
dingerous  to  the  efficiency  of  our  offi- 
een  that  could  possibly  be  imagined ; 
ud  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  this  danger  was  not 
likely  to  occur  shortly  in  the  Brigade  of 
Guards  unless  steps  were  taken  speedily 
to  stop  the  present  stagnation  of  promo- 
tion which  prevailed  in  that  corps  ?  The 
eauees  of  that  stagnation  were  not  far  to 
leek.    When,  in  1871,  the  privileges  of 
the  Ooards  were  prospectively  abolished, 
the  intention  was  expressed  of  assimi- 
lating the  Guards  in  every  respect  to 
the  regiments  of  the  line ;  but,  in  One 
Tery  important  particular,  that  inten- 
tion had  never  been  fulfilled — namely, 
so  eecond  lieutenant  colonels  were  ap- 
pointed to  the  battalion  of  Guards,  as 
vas  the  case  in  the  Line ;   and,  conse- 
quently, promotion  which  would  result 
uom  those  appointments  was  seriously 
effected.     In  the  Line  two  lieutenant 
ooknek  retired  within  a  period  of  six 
years;  but  in  the  Guards  there  were 
onlj  two  retirements  in  eight  years.    It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  only  remedy 
for  this  evil  was  the  immediate  appoint- 
ment of  second  lieutenant  colonels  to 
the  battalion  of  Guards.     Certainly,  un- 
less some   steps  were  taken,  and  that 
speedily,  to  remove  the  present  block  of 
jnomotion,  the  professional  prospects  of 
many  promising  young  officers  who  en- 
tered the  Service  immediately  after  the 
privileges  of  the  Guards  were  abolished 
would  be  seriously  endangered.      He 
niade  this  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, not  so  much  in  the  interest  of 
the  officers  themselves,  but  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  efficiency  of  the  Brigade 
of  Guards,  which,  as  all  would  admit, 
ooght  to  be  maintained  so  long  as  the 
brigade  itself  was  maintained.    Passing 
to  the  important  subject  of  recruiting, 
he  heartily  congratulated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  large  number  of  re- 
cruits which  he  had  at  present  obtained. 
He  had  correspondents  in  the  recruitiug 
districts  who  fully  bore  out  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
that  respect.     What  was  the  cause  of 
this    sudden    development    of   martial 
ardour?     The  right  hon.   Gentleman, 
in  hie  speech  at  Pontefract,  attributed 
it  to  the  advantages  which  he  recently 
oonferred  on  the  non-commissioned  offi- 
oen.     He  (Colonel  Alexander)  did  not 
widi  to  underrate  in  any  way  those  ad- 


vantages. On  the  contrary,  he  thought 
that  in  conferring  them  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  established  a  lasting 
claim  to  the  gratitude  of  the  Army ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say,  for  the  information 
of  the  Committee,  that  the  Inspector 
General  of  Eecruiting,  in  his  Beport, 
assigned  other  reasons  for  the  excep- 
tionally large  influx  of  recruits  at  the 
present  time.  The  Inspector  General 
of  Eecruiting  said  that  the  result  was 
due  partly  to  the  lower  standard  of 
height  prevailing  in  the  Infantry,  and 
partly  to  the  localization  of  that  arm. 
Now,  it  did  appear  to  him  (Culonel 
Alexander)  somewhat  strange  that  in 
the  long  and  interesting  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  explaining 
the  Estimates— a  speech  to  which  he 
(Colonel  Alexander)  listened  with  the 
greatest  attention — the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman passed  by,  as  if  beneath  notice 
from  him,  the  fact  that  last  year  the 
standard  of  height  in  the  Infantry  was 
reduced  to  a  lower  point  than  it  had 
touched  at  any  period  since  the  year 
1870,  when  short  service  was  first  intro- 
duced. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  obtaining  such  a  large  number  of 
recruits — almost  more  than  he  wanted 
(as  Sir  John  Adye  boasted  at  the  Guild- 
hall)— why,  then,  by  reducing  the  stan- 
dard of  height,  did  he  disregard  the  ad- 
vice given  last  year  by  the  Inspector 
General,  who,  in  his  Beport,  said — 

''That  the  standard,  once  fixed,  ought  never 
to  be  disturbed,  and  that  the  conditions  of  re* 
cruiting  ought  always  to  be  as  simple  and  as 
permanent  as  possible." 

The  Inspector  General,  in  his  present  Be- 
port, took  very  good  care  not  to  revert  to 
this  extremely  inconvenient  subject;  but 
he  made  a  casual  remark  which  went 
far  to  explain  the  reasons  which  actuated 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  reducing 
the  standard  for  the  Infantry  last  year 
to  5  feet  4  inches.  The  Inspector  General 
remarked,  in  his  Beport,  that  the 
minimum  age  of  recruits  was  raised 
last  year  to  the  physical  equivalent  of 
19  years,  and  that  the  standard  of 
height  for  the  Infantry,  was  at  the  same 
time,  reduced  to  5  feet  4  inches.  Now, 
the  Committee  would  recollect  that  last 
year  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took 
great  credit  to  himself  for  raising  the 
minimum  of  age  to  what  he  called  the 
physical  equiv^ent  of  19  years,  adding 
that  he  hoped,  after  a  time,  to  make  the 
minimum  20  years.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  never  said  at  that  time  that  the 
carrying  out  of  his  scheme  would  involve 
a  reduction  of  one  inch  in  the  standard 
of  height  for  the  Infantry.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  evidently  felt  that  he 
owed  some  apology  for  making  this 
reduction  in  the  standard  of  height,  for 
the  Inspector  General  of  Becruiting,  in 
an  Appendix  to  his  Beport,  said  that, 
even  with  a  standard  of  5  feet  4  inches, 
our  Army  would  still  be  taller  than  any 
other  Army  in  Europe.  That  the  large 
influx  of  recruits  was  almost  entirely 
due  to  the  reduction  of  the  standard  of 
height  was  conclusively  proved  by  the 
remark  of  the  Inspector  General  that 
neither  for  the  Guardsmen  or  gunners 
of  the  Boyal  Artillery  the  recruiting 
came  up  to  the  standard  required,  be- 
cause both  for  the  Guards  and  gunners 
of  the  Eoyal  Artillery  superior  qualifi- 
cations were  required.  He  understood 
that  within  the  last  few  weeks  the  chest 
measurement  for  gunners  of  the  Boyal 
Artillery  had  actually  been  reduced 
from  35  to  34  inches.  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
talk  of  the  increasing  popularity  of  the 
Service;  but  if  the  Service  was  so 
popular  as  he  alleged  it  to  be,  how  did 
it  happen,  as  mentioned  by  the  Inspector 
General  in  his  Beport,  that  so  large  a 
number  of  men  purchased  their  discharge 
just  before  the  completion  of  their  period 
of  service?  Now,  in  his  Beport  last 
year,  the  Inspector  General  reckoned 
the  discharge  by  purchase  as  part  of 
the  waste  of  the  Army  ;  and  it  was  now 
proposed  to  diminish,  or  rather  to 
utilize,  this  waste  by  allowing  men  who 
would  otherwise  have  purchased  their 
discharge  to  pass  into  the  Beserve  after 
three  years'  service  with  the  Colours. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  this  artificial 
increase  of  the  Beserve  was  strongly  to 
be  condemned,  for  the  men  who  would 
thus  pass  prematurely  into  the  Beserve, 
and  who  would  otherwise  have  pur- 
chased their  discharge,  would,  in  his 
opinion,  and,  he  knew,  in  the  opinion  of 
many  competent  officers,  be  amongst  the 
discontented  spirits  of  the  Army,  and 
would  have,  moreover,  nine  years  in 
which  to  forget  the  little  they  had 
learnt.  He  was  surprised  to  see  in  Thft 
Times,  a  few  days  ago,  a  rumour — he 
believed  it  was  something  more  than  a 
rumour — that  a  certain  proportion  of 
the  First  Class  Army  Beserve  were  to 
receive  an  immediate  diaohavge  on  the 
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condition  of  taking  military  service  in 
South  Africa.  He  must  confess  it  passed 
his  comprehension  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  after  laboriously  building  up 
the  First  Class  Army  Beserve  at  the 
expense  of  the  active  Army,  could,  with 
so  little  consideration,  recklessly  disperse 
it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told 
the  Committee  that  he  was  getting  not 
only  more  men,  but  better  men,  and 
that  characters  were  now  required  with 
recruits.  He  was  very  much  astonished 
by  that  statement,  because  a  command- 
ing officer  of  Infantry  and  an  adjutant 
of  Cavalry  had  both  assured  him  thai 
under  no  circumstances  whatever  was  a 
character  required  with  a  recruit;  and 
the  commanding  officer  of  Infantry  had 
added  that,  under  such  circumstances, 
the  number  of  recruits  obtained  would 
have  been  infinitesimally  small.  The 
fact  was,  the  less  that  was  said  about 
character  the  better.  The  Police  OautU 
of  a  very  recent  date  contained  the 
names  of  no  fewer  than  319  deserters; 
and,  until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
succeeded  in  materially  reducing  that 
very  ominous  list,  it  was  absolutely  idle 
to  tisdk  of  a  better  class  of  men  now  per- 
vading the  ranks  of  the  Army.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  fox 
Hackney  (Mr.  John  Holms)  was  now 
gagged.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  iu 
the  last  Parliament  would  remembei 
how  eloquently  that  hon.  Member  used 
to  descant  upon  this  theme.  He  did  not 
deny  that  a  considerable  number  oi 
recruits  now  presented  themselves  foi 
enlistment,  and  it  was  said  that  the 
territorial  system  was  the  cause  oi 
the  increase.  The  Inspector  General, 
in  his  last  Beport,  admitted  that  there 
was  a  great  variation  in  the  recruiting 
capabilities  of  the  various  districts,  and 
that,  so  far,  the  territorial  system  had 
been  interfered  with  ;  and  he  expressed 
a  hope  that,  in  the  course  of  time, 
the  recruits  required  for  each  regiment 
would,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  be 
found  in  their  own  districts.  Except 
for  the  principle  that  ''hope  springs 
eternal  in  the  human  breast,"  the  foun- 
dation for  this  expectation  appeared  to 
him  extremely  slender,  for  surely  il 
was  obvious  that  in  maintaining  so  manj 
districts  varying  in  their  recruiting  capa* 
bilities  there  must  always  be  a  surplus 
in  one  district  and  a  deficit  in  another ; 
and  where  there  was  a  surplus,  that 
most  be  got  rid  of,  either  by  paaaiiig 
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men  prematurely  iuto  the  Kosorvts  ur 
by  traosferring  them  into  other  regi- 
ments.   The  Committee  would  Bee  that 
tto  latter  course  was  not  likely  to  con* 
dnoo  to  the  popularity  of  the  Service, 
for  men,  instead  of  heing  allowed  to 
nrre   in    their    own    local  regiments, 
would  be  forced  to  enlist  for  general 
Nnrice.    Would  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman do  much   better  to   get  rid  of 
tame  of  those  recruiting  districts?  What 
possible  use  could  there  be,  for  instance, 
m  maintaining  the  32nd  District,  which 
woduced  last  year  exactly  40  recruits  ? 
This  territorial  system  was    avowedly 
based  on  the  German  system ;  but  in 
Germany  the  conscription  was  the  key- 
lUme  of  the  arch,  and  without  conscrip- 
lion  the  territorial  system  was  like  the 
|lay  of  Hamlet  with   the  part  of  the 
rnnce  of  Denmark  omitted.   If  the  sys- 
tem was  the   success  which  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  asserted  it  was,  how  did 
it  bappen  that  no  fewer  than  20  terri- 
torial regiments,  including  theHegiment 
of  Pontefract,  were  now  without   any 
fourth  battalion,    while    one  regiment 
bid  neither  the  third  nor  fourth  batta- 
lion?    Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
erer  expect  to  raise  another  battalion  of 
Uilitia  in  Cornwall,  where,  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Cornwall 
(Sir  John  St.  Aubyn)  told  the  Militia 
Committee,    the    population    preferred 
either  the  Navy  or  the  ^larines  ?    The 
foflion  between  the  Line  and  the  Militia 
vai  little  more  than  nominal,  for  if  it 
were  real  officers  would  be  interchange- 
able.   He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  was  aware  that 
^Hamilton,  which,  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion he  had  put  last  year,  the  right 
W  Gentleman  had  prophesied  would 
be  the  great  recruiting  ground  for  Iligh- 
luders,  had  gained,  between  the  1st  of 
Joljr  last  year  and  the   Ist  of  January 
^\»  year,  exactly  five  Highland  recruits 
for  the  two  battalions  of  Highland  Line 
Infantry  ?    The  fact  was  that  Hamilton 
was  much  too  near  Glasgow,  and  Glon- 
oorse  too  near  Edinburgh,  to  make  those 
stations  of  any  practical  use  for  recruit- 
ing under  the  present  system.      One- 
third  of  our  Infantry  consisted  of  at- 
tenuated   battalions  of,    perhaps,    450 
men,  and  great  fault  was  often  found 
with  commanding  officers,  because  they 
did  not  like  these  attenuated  battalions. 
Bat  why  did  not  they  like  them  ?    Not 
beeauae,  as  was  alleged,  of  their  poor 


appearauco  on  parade,  or  because  of  the 
absence  of  the  "  pomp  and  circumstance 
of  war,"  but  because  those  attenuated 
battalions  offered  no  adequate  means  of 
instruction  to  officers  or  men.  A  gene- 
ral officer  commanding  a  district  had 
told  him  that,  with  two  of  its  battalions, 
he  could  not  place  more  than  80  men  on 
parade.  Our  case  was  very  much  like 
that  of  the  French  Army,  as  described 
a  few  months  ago  by  the  Correspondent 
of  The  Times,  who  stated  that  for  many 
months  to  come  tactical  instruction  in 
the  French  Army  would  be  practically 
in  abeyance,  for,  after  making  some 
necessary  deductions  for  sick,  guards, 
and  employed,  there  would  not  be  a 
dozen  men  per  company  for  parade. 
Before  Easter  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  in  each  of  the  71  batta- 
lions stationed  at  home  there  would 
be,  on  an  average,  270  recruits — in  other 
words,  that  nearly  one-half  of  the  forces 
available  at  home  must  always  consist, 
under  any  circumstances,  of  recruits. 
Even  at  the  risk  of  being  called  a  pessi- 
mist and  a  croaker,  he  could  not  help 
expressing  a  fear  that  we  should  suffer 
in  the  future,  as  we  had  suffered  before, 
from  the  fatal  youthfulnessofour  Army. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  denied  the  youth  of  the 
Army  which  was  defeated  last  year  by 
the  Boers  in  South  Africa  ;  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, at  Glasgow,  had  attributed  the 
defeat,  not  to  the  youth  of  the  men,  but 
to  a  mistake  committed  by  a  most  gal- 
lant but  unfortunate  commander.  Upon 
that  point  he  should  not  like  to  say 
much,  for  he  could  not  help  remember- 
ing a  short  time  ago  The  Times  stated 
that  without  promotion  by  selection  we 
must  inevitably  recur  to  the  military  im- 
becility of  former  days ;  but  he  would  ask 
whether  last  year  we  had  not  in  South 
Africa  the  pick  of  the  choicest  talent 
which  the  Staff  College  could  afford? 
Further,  he  would  ask  whether  any  of 
the  **  military  imbecility  "  displayed  in 
former  days  could  have  been  attended 
with  more  fatal  results  than  were  the 
battles  of  Laing's  Nek  and  Majuba 
Hill  ?  There  was  a  disposition  at  this 
moment  on  the  part  of  the  public  to 
believe  that  we  had  the  best  possible 
Army.  God  grant  that  the  public  might 
not  be  some  day  fatally  undeceived  ! 
But,  in  the  meantime,  if  our  Ministers 
prophesied  falsely,  they  were  entitled 
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to  take  refuge  in  the  plea    that    the 
people  loved  to  have  it  so. 

Colonel COLTHUKST  said,  he  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  those 
soldiers  who   were  entering  now  upon 
their   12th  year  of  service,  and  would 
suffer  great  hardship  through  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Queen's  Hegulations  of  last 
year.     From  a  Return  which  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  had  furnished  him  with, 
it  appeared  that  there  were  over  4,000 
private  soldiers  who  enlisted  in   1870, 
under  the  Act  of  1867,  who  were  now 
eligible  for  re-engagement.     The  Act  of 
1867  gave  these  men  the  privilege  of  re- 
engaging after  seven  years'  service.     It 
did  not  give  them  the  right  of  re-engage- 
ment ;  but  they  were  encouraged  to  do  so 
by  an  additional  \d,  a-day,  and,  from  his 
knowledge  and  experience,  he  could  say 
that  no  man  of  good  character  had  ever 
been  refused.   But  the  Act  of  1870  took 
away  the  privilege  of  re-engagement  after 
seven  years,  but  put  it  at  12  years,  and 
so  it  remained  until  the  issue  of  the 
Queen's  Regulations  last  year.  By  those 
Regulations  the  re-engagement  was  al- 
most absolutely  forbidden ;  it  was  only 
allowed  under  special  circumstances,  and 
each  of  such  cases  was  to  be  submitted 
to  the   Adjutant   General   for   his  ap- 
proval, accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  grounds  on  which  re-engagement 
was  recommended.     In  1880,  2,000  men 
were  re-engaged  ;    and,   therefore,    he 
assumed  that  of  the  4,300  who  were  now 
eligible,  or  would   have  been   eligible 
under  the  old  system,  somewhere  about 
one-half  wished  to  re-engage.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  assured  him  that 
he  would  construe  the  new  Regulations 
liberally,  and  he  was  certain  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  do  so  if  he  could. 
But  there  was  the  litera  ncripta  manet. 
There  were  the  words  of  the  Queen's 
Regulations,  upon  which  a  commanding 
officer  must  act,  and  commanding  officers 
might  not  take  aliberal  view  of  such  Regu- 
lations.    They  considered  that  they  were 
only  entitled  to  recommend  private  sol- 
diers for  re- engagement  when  there  were 
special  grounds  ;  when,  for  instance,  the 
soldier    was    an    artificer,   or  in  some 
other  way  useful.     The  system  of  not 
retaining  old  soldiers  was  a  bad  one; 
and  nearly  all  the  commanding  officers 
examined    before   Lord  Airey  s    Com- 
mittee had    agreed    that  25    per  cent 
of   these    men  should  be  re-engaged. 
After  this  year  there  would,  of  course, 
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only  be  soldiers  in  the  Army  who 
enlisted  under  the  Act  of  1870,  and, 
therefore,  enlisted  with  their  eyes  open ; 
but  those  men  who  enlisted  under 
the  Act  of  1867  were  entitled  to  some 
special  consideration  ;  and,  however 
favourably  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  consider  the  matter,  it  would  be 
of  little  use  to  them,  unless  he  would 
issue  an  Order,  or  in  some  other  way 
provide  that  these  men  should  be  treated 
exceptionally — that  they  should  be  re- 
engaged now,  if  they  would  have  been  re- 
engaged under  the  Regulations  prior  to 
1881.  The  new  Regulations  ought  not 
to  be  used  to  their  detriment.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  make  this  concession,  because  evevy 
one  of  these  men,  if  discharged  against 
their  will,  would  be  warning  beacons 
against  recruiting  in  the  districts  to 
which  they  went.  Men  who  went  to 
India  in  1870  had  no  chance  of  going 
to  the  Reserve,  and  after  serving  10 
years  in  India  they  were  now  to  be  sent 
adrift.  It  would  be  for  the  interest  of 
the  Service,  and  to  the  credit  of  the 
country,  if  the  nVht  hon.  Gentleman 
would  reconsider  this  matter. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL :  I  must  pre- 
face my  remarks  by  expressing  my  great 
regret  that  we  were  not  able  to  bring  on 
this  discussion  before  10  o'clock  to-night. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  quite  fair  in  the  case 
of  these  Army  Estimates,  in  which  there 
is  a  vast  sum  of  money  at  stake,  and 
upon  which  a  certain  number  of  Ghantle- 
men  come  down  at  a  certain  stated  hour 
to  discuss,  that  we  should  be  driven  to 
the  hour  of  1 0  o'clock  before  discussing 
them.  I  say  this  on  behalf  of  some  of 
my  absent  Friends,  particularly  in  regard 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot), 
who  is  unable  to  be  present  to-night. 
He  would  have  been  glad  of  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  several  of  the  im- 
portant matters  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  brought  forward.  I  must 
also  express  my  regret  that  I  do  not  see 
those  Liberal  Benches  on  the  opposite 
side  very  largely  filled.  There  are  Gen- 
tlemen on  that  side  of  strong  politics, 
and  with  a  keen  eye  to  reducing  as  far 
as  they  can,  in  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payer, the  great  expenditure  on  the 
Army.  I  do  not  see  in  his  place,  foi 
instance,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  or  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylaads). 
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Iho8e  Gentlemen,  so  far  as  my  expe- 
rience extends — and  on  the  question  of 
the  Army   Estimates   it    extends  over 
Dtny  years — have  always  been  in  their 
plices;  and  although  I  do  not  always 
l||;ree  with  them,  still  they  have  always 
npheld  the  interests  of  the  public,  so 
fa  as  financial  matters  are  concerned. 
I  was  much  disappointed  because  the 
Iwn.  and  gallant  Member  for  Kincar- 
dineshire (General  Sir  George  Balfour) 
did  not  touch  a  little  more   upon  the 
question  of  expenditure.     I  must  give 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  a 
great  deal   of  credit  for  the  clearness 
ind  facility  with  which  he  put  his  pro- 
posals   before  the  Committee;   at  the 
mne  time  I  observed  that  he  was  very 
ipologetic.     He  entered  into  a  long  dis- 
qaisition  in  order  to  compare  the  Esti- 
mates of  this  year  with  the  question  of 
population,  and  even  with  the  amounts 
leeeived  from  the  Wine  and  Malt  and 
Spirit  Duties  ;  and  he  produced  figures 
ihowing,  as  compared  with  the  popula- 
tion and  Bevenue,  we  were  paying  very 
much  less  for  our  Army  than  we  were 
25  years  ago.     I  will  not  follow  him  in 
i  matter  of  that  kind ;  but  I  will  go 
■imply  to  the  year  1880,  when  we  left 
Office.    lu  the  year   1880—1  take  the 
figures  he  gave  us — the  net  Expenditure 
was  £14.980,000.     What  is  the  Expen- 
diture this  year?     £15,468,000.     That 
IB  to  say,  an  increase  of  £500,000  upon 
the  amount  three  years  ago.     That  is  a 
▼eiy  serious  addition  in  three  years ;  and 
I  think  the  question  which  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  public  generally  have  to 
consider  is,  what  additional  value  have 
we  got  in  efficiency  for  this  larger  ex- 
penditure of  money?    I  have  made  a 
careful  computation,  from  which  I  will 
^Te  a  summary  of  the  number  of  men 
in  all  the  branches  of  the  Service  this 
jear  as  compared  with  the  number  in 
1880.    I  find  that  this  year  we   have 
2,671    fewer    Begular    soldiers,    6,036 
fever  Beserve  men — in  the  First  Class 
ArmyBeserve — and  26, 138  fewer  trained 
Militiamen  than  we  had  in  1880.     It  is 
true  that  we  have  2,000  more  Volunteers 
sod  about  109  more  Yeomanry.     Then, 
if  I  g^  further  and  consider  what  the 
military  necessities  of  the  moment  are — 
and  I  also  consider  the  fact  that  some- 
thing like  10,000  more  men  have  been 
required  for  Ireland  than  two  years  ago — 
it  makes  the  account  on  the  bad  side,  as 
Ux  as  regards  our  efficiency,  for  defen- 


sive purposes  very  much  worse.      1  find 
that  we  are  really  practically  weaker  in 
all  ranks  by  something  like  45,000  men 
this  year  than  we  were  in  1880,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  we  are  paying  something 
like  £500,000  more.     If  my  calculations 
are  at  all  correct,  I  must  say  that  that  is 
a  very  serious  indictment.     I  give  my 
right  hon.  Friend  a  great  deal  of  credit 
for  what  he  has  done  for  the  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  in    some   other 
ways  ;  but  still  the  expenditure  on  the 
Army  has  gone  on  gradually  increasing, 
while  the  number  of  men  is  diminishing. 
Then  I  come  to  one  portion  of  the  Ex- 
penditure which  I  shall  have  to  touch 
upon  again,  and  which  I  touched  upon 
last    year — namely,  the    Non-Effective 
Vote.     Last  year  I  never  got  any  ex- 
planation upon  this  matter,  although  I 
brought  it  forward  in  order  to  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  it.     I  will  repeat  now  what  I 
read  last  year,  but  which  was  not  ex- 
plained,    in   1880-1   the  Non-Effective 
Vote  amounted  to £2.743,000;  in  1881-2 
it  jumped  up  suddenly  to  £3,019,000; 
and  this  year  it  is  £3,0^9,000.     There- 
fore there  is  something  like  a  £250,000 
increase  upon  this  one  Vote  since  1880-1 
when  we  left  Office.  That  would  account 
for  half  the  increased  Expenditure,  and 
it  is  this  Expenditure,  as  I  pointed  out 
then  and  again  point  out,  which  we  had 
a  right  to  hope  would  diminish  rather 
than  increase  ;  because  it  was  certainly 
the  expectation  of  Lord  Card  well,  when 
he  introduced  the  short  service  system, 
that  if  that  system  did  nothing  else,  at 
least  within  a  certain  time — which  must 
now  have  nearly  elapsed — there  would 
bo  a  decrease  in  the  Non-Effective  Vote. 
But  that  has  not  taken  place.     On  the 
contrary,  it  has  gone  on  increasing,  and 
has  made  a  very  sudden  and  extraordi- 
nary jump  within  the  last  three  years. 
I  should  like  to  pass  now  to  something 
more  interesting  than  figures,  and  to 
touch  upon  the  question  of  the  age  of 
recruits.     Something  has  already  been 
said  upon  that  matter.     For  many  years 
past  I  have  wished,  if  possible,  to  get 
seasoned   men  of  20  years  of  age.     I 
give  the  right  hon.   Gentleman   great 
credit  for  having  increased  the  minimum 
age  to  19  ;  but  I  must  remind  him  of  his 
promise  last  year,  which  he  has  renewed 
this  year,  that  before  long  he   would 
raise  the  minimum  from  19  to  19}^  years. 
I  hope  before  long  he  may  be  nblo  to 
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raise  it  to  20  years.  I  would  like  to 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  one  recommendation  of  Lord  Airey's 
Committee  was  that  recruits  should,  if 
possible,  be  enlisted,  for  two  reasons,  at 
the  age  of  20 — fiirst,  because  they  would 
be  much  better  seasoned ;  and,  second, 
because  they  would  cost  a  great  deal 
less  than  younger  men.  The  Committee 
reported  that  every  ef&cient  Infantry 
soldier  cost  the  country  no  less  than 
£100,  and  every  Cavalry  soldier  £96 — 
that  is  to  say,  if  the  men  are  en- 
listed at  1 9 ;  and  they  pointed  out,  also, 
that  if  the  men  enlisted  at  20,  an  In- 
fantry soldier  would  cost  £58,  and  a 
Cavalry  soldier  £57 — that  is,  nearly  50 
per  cent  less.  If  these  calculations  of 
the  Committee  are  correct,  and  by  en- 
listing soldiers  at  20  years  of  age  50  per 
cent  of  the  cost  would  be  saved,  I  can- 
not help  thinking  it  would  be  better  to 
offer  some  extra  inducement,  whether  in 
the  shape  of  pay  or  as  extra  bounty,  in 
order  to  get  better  and  more  seasoned 
soldiers  at  a  cheaper  rate.  I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  most  anxious  to 
arrive  at  such  a  state  of  things ;  and 
what  I  wish  to  do,  if  I  may  use  the 
words  without  offence,  is  to  grease  his 
wheels — that  is  to  say,  to  give  him  every 
assistance  in  arriving  at  that  result, 
which,  I  am  sure,  will  be  of  great  benefit 
to  the  Service  and  to  the  taxpayer. 
Then  I  would  like  to  say  something 
about  the  Militia.  The  reason  why  there 
has  been  a  great  falling-off  in  the  Militia 
is  that  the  Irish  Militia  have  not  been 
called  out  for  the  last  two  years.  The 
result  is  that  whereas  we  had  in  1 880 
113,500  trained  Militiamen,  we  have 
now  only  87,000  trained  Militiamen  upon 
whom  we  can  depend.  We  are  thus 
deprived  of  26,000  trained  Militiamen 
upon  whom  we  have  a  right  to  depend. 
I  have  no  wish  to  enter  into  the  political 
reasons  for  this  reduction.  This  is  not 
the  time  to  do  so.  I  only  wish  to  point 
out  that,  so  far  as  the  strength  of  the 
Militia  is  concerned,  it  has  been  reduced 
by  the  number  of  26,000  in  consequence 
of  the  Irish  Militia  not  having  been 
called  out  during  the  last  two  years,  and 
that  is  a  very  serious  matter.  And  while 
I  am  upon  this  subject  I  should  like  to 
call  attention  to  an  expression  made  use 
of  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
speech,  upon  which  he  appeared  to  lay 
great  stress  at  the  time.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  talking  about  the  Militia 


Artillery,  and  he  said — ''The  Militia 
Artillery  would  become  Royal."  I  did 
not  quite  understand  what  he  meant  hy 
that — whether  he  meant  that  the  Militia 
Artillery  was  to  become  Begular  Artil- 
lery by  becoming  "Royal,"  or  what,  in 
fact,  was  the  full  force  of  the  term 
''Royal."  There  have  been  reports 
abroad  that  not  only  the  Militia,  bal 
the  Volunteers  are  to  be  incorporated 
with  the  Regular  Forces  before  long.  11 
that  is  the  case — and  I  appeal  to  the 
frankness  and  candour  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  whether  it  is  so  or  not 
— I  think  we  ought  to  have  been  told  so 
earlier.  We  ought  now  to  be  distinctly 
informed  whether  there  is  an  intention 
before  long  of  incorporating  the  Militia 
with  the  Regular  Forces,  and  that  the 
incorporation  will  be  extended  bye-and- 
bye  to  the  Volunteers.  Such  an  ex- 
pression as  the  official  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Militia 
Artillery  would  become  "Royal"  cer- 
tainly puzzled  me  at  the  time,  and  I 
shall  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  explain  what  the  full  force  oi 
the  term  is.  I  come  next  to  a  question 
which  I  do  not  think  has  been  at  all 
touched  upon  in  the  remarks  which  have 
been  made  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  have  addressed  the  Committee.  I 
do  not  think  that  any  hon.  Member  has 
mentioned  the  fact  that  there  is  a  pro- 
position to  reduce  the  number  of  regi- 
mental officers  by  something  like  500. 
Now,  the  reduction  of  500  regimental 
officers  is  a  very  serious  matter.  I  used 
to  hear  it  said,  in  my  professional 
days,  that  we  had  not  one  officer  too 
many.  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  admit 
that  when  we  come  to  the  Non-£ffective 
Services  it  is  quite  possible  to  make  a 
reduction ;  but,  as  far  as  the  working 
regimental  officers  are  concerned,  I  do 
not  believe  that  there  is  one  too  many ; 
and  when  I  heard  the  statement  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  g^ing  to 
reduce  the  regimental  officers  by  500  I 
did  think  that  that  was  a  very  large 
number  out  of  something  like  5,000.  I 
dare  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  be  able  to  explain  the  matter.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  touched  upon 
another  question  in  regard  to  the  regi- 
mental officers — namely,  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  abolish  all  extra  subscrip- 
tions. I  do  not  object  to  that.  On  the 
contrary,  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to 
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make  regimental  life  as  inexpensive  as 
possible.     There  could  be   no   greater 
Soon  to  the  regimental  officers  than  to 
ibolish  those  extra  expenses  of  which 
they  complain.   I  hear  that  there  is  also 
t  proposition  under  consideration  with 
regard  to  the  furniture  and  mess  pro- 
perty.   If  that  question  is  under  consi- 
deration,  I  must  say  it  seems  to   me 
that  there  are  a  great  many  important 
natters  now  under  consideration ;  and 
slthoughy    of    course,   I   do    not    wish 
fiir  one  moment  to  ask  precisely  what 
tre  the  instructions  which  have  been 
giTen  to  these  Committees,  or  to  expect 
them  to  be  laid  upon  the  Table,  yet 
there  are  certain  ways  of  finding  out, 
besides  the  rumours  that  are   abroad, 
that  great  and  serious  changes  are  con- 
tempmted.    I  should,  therefore,  be  very 
glad  to  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman can  tell  us  upon  these  matters. 
There  are  three  Committees  sitting  at 
this  moment.     There  may  be  more ;  but 
there  are  certainly  three  sitting  now — 
one  on  the  very  serious  question  of  the 
retention  of  Chelsea  and  Kilmainham 
Hospitals ;  another  sitting,   I  am  told, 
on  a  question  of  the  change  of  dress  in 
tile  Army ;  and  there  have  been  rumours 
abroad  that  the  old  traditional  red  coat 
is  to  be  done  away  with.     That  may,  or 
Qiay  not,  be  so  ;  but  if  there  is  any  in- 
tention of  the  kind,  I  think  the  public 
and  the  House  cannot  be  too  soon  in- 
formed.    There  have  also  been  reports 
and  rumours  that  may  not  be  true ;  but 
they  only  show  how  very  much  excited 
the  public  mind  is  about  these  matters ; 
and  there  have  been  so  many  changes 
in  the  Army  that  it  is  impossible  to  pre- 
dict what  other  changes  may  not  be  in 
store.   There  have  boon  rumours  abroad 
that  the  patronage  of  the  colonels  of  the 
Guards  is  to  be  done  away  with,  and 
that  they  are  no  longer  to  appoint  to 
first  commissions.  That  may  bo,  or  may 
not  be,  true.     I  do  not  for  a  moment 
say  that  it  is  so ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out. 
in  regard  to  this  and  other  matters,  that 
vhen  we  find  two  or  three  Committees 
appointed  to  consider   what  may  turn 
out  to  be  very  serious  changes  in  the 
Army,  and  we  have  hints  dropped  here, 
and  hints  dropped  there,  and  remarks 
made  that  certain  services  are  to  become 
"Boyal,"  and  so  forth,  it  is  impossible 
for  lis  to  know  exactly  where  we  are ; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  impres- 
fion  La  gaining  ground  that  revolutionary 


changes  are  in  contemplation,  and  that, 
notwithstanding  the  changes  which  have 
taken  place  within  the  last  10  years,  the 
Army  is  not  yet  to  be  allowed  to  rest. 
I  must  protest,  in  the  name  of  the  Army, 
against  the  course  which  has  been  pur- 
sued with  regard  to  it.  It  has  been 
practically  turned  inside  out.  Every 
g^ade,  from  the  general  down  to  the 
drummer  boy,  has  had  its  pay,  its  re- 
tirement, its  promotion,  and  its  pros- 
pects considered  in  every  possible  way ; 
and  the  result  is  that  many  of  the  older 
officers  are  now  trembling  in  their  shoes, 
not  knowing  what  may  come  next.  I 
put  a  Question  only  to-day  with  regard 
to  the  promotion  of  general  and  field 
officers  under  certain  circumstances.  No 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  under- 
stood perfectly  well  what  the  purport  of 
that  Question  was.  It  is  not  my  inten- 
tion to  go  into  the  matter  now  ;  but  I 
wish  to  say  most  distinctly  that  it  only 
shows,  at  the  present  time,  how  much 
our  officers  are  afraid  that  some  change 
in  their  promotion  may  occur  which 
they  have  not  calculated  on,  and  which 
may  tend  still  further  to  disgust  many 
of  them  with  a  Service  in  which  it  is  of 
the  greatest  possible  importance  that 
they  should  be  retained.  And  now  I 
should  like,  with  the  permission  of  the 
Committee,  to  say  one  or  two  words  on 
the  subject  of  the  guns.  I  dare  say  that 
we  shall  have  to  say  something  about  it 
on  Vote  12;  but  as  I  put  a  Question 
on  this  subject  also  some  time  ago,  and 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  informed 
me  there  was  little  or  no  truth  in  the 
matter,  I  think  it  only  right  to  say  that, 
from  inquiries  I  have  been  able  to  make, 
I  have  been  told  that,  although,  of 
course,  the  newspaper  paragraph  from 
which  I  obtained  my  original  informa- 
tion was  not  strictly  true,  still  there  is  a 
certain  amount  of  truth  in  the  statement. 
This  is  what  appeared  not  very  long 
ago  with  regard  to  the  subject  of  the 
breech-loaders  of  the  Woolwich  pattern. 
It  was  stated — 

"  That  about  27  of  the  guDS  were  ordered  of 
a  particular  contractor,  and  a  similar  order  was 
given  to  the  Royal  Gun  Factories.  None  of  the 
latter  have  failed  ;  indeed,  the  failure  of  a  Go- 
vernment made  gun  has  been  a  thing  unknown 
for  years  past.  Four  or  more  of  the  contract 
guns  are,  however,  reported  to  have  failed  at 
proof.  Neither  of  thorn  has  burst,  bursting 
bcin;j:  scarcely  to  bo  expected  in  guns  of  the 
coiled  wrought  iron  type ;  but  the  coils  have 
opened,  which  is  much  the  same  thing.'* 
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These  were  the  observations  made  in 
regard  to  the  contract  guns,  and  the 
answer  which  I  got  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  that  I  was  mistaken, 
and  that  the  report  which  had  appeared 
in  the  newspapers  was  not  correct.  Now 
I  am  informed  that  there  has  been  a 
failure  of  some  kind.  [Mr.  Childebs  : 
I  said  something  more.]  I  believe  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  say  some- 
thing more ;  but  I  cannot  give  his  exact 
words,  as  I  have  not  got  them  with  me. 
But  I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  I  was  not  quite  correct, 
or,  at  all  events,  that  this  paragraph 
was  not  quite  correct,  in  what  it  stated. 
Now,  this  is  a  very  serious  matter.  The 
question  of  the  guns  has  been  under 
consideration  for  something  like  three 
years.  I  recollect  before  the  late  Go vem- 
ment  left  OfRce  that  the  whole  matter 
was  thoroughly  well  considered  ;  and  it 
was  thought  that  within  a  year,  or  at 
any  rate  within  a  limited  time,  we  cer- 
tainly should  be  able  to  obtain  a  gun 
which  would  not  only  pass  every  proof, 
but  be  an  entirely  effective  gun.  That 
limited  time — whether  it  was  a  year  or 
more — has  long  since  passed.  We  still 
hear  that  the  New  Ordnance  Committee 
is  doing  a  g^eat  deal ;  but  so  it  has  been 
doing  a  great  deal  for  some  years,  and 
as  yet  no  positive  conclusion  has  been 
come  to.  and  it  is  becoming  a  serious 
matter  for  the  interests  of  the  country. 
I  should  like  to  know  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  there  is  any  chance 
of  the  Committee  arriving  at  a  con- 
clusion within  a  reasonable  time.  We 
hear  of  foreign  nations  arming  them- 
selves with  guns  of  powerful  calibre; 
that  their  Navies  are  very  much  more 
powerful  than  our  own  ;  and  that  they 
are  far  better  prepared  with  war  mate- 
rial of  all  kinds  than  we  are.  It  is, 
therefore,  most  necessary  and  most  im- 
portant that  our  Ordnance  Committee, 
which  I,  for  one,  have  every  confiden'ce 
in,  should  come  to  a  speedy  conclusion 
upon  the  matter.  I  know  that  this  ques- 
tion will  probably  be  brought  on  again 
when  the  Navy  Estimates  are  before  us  ; 
but  it  would  be  satisfactory  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  is  now  being  done,  and  will 
further  tell  us  when  the  Financial 
Beport  of  the  Ordnance  Committee  may 
be  expected.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
anything  further  to  observe  which  I 
cannot  reserve  for  the  disoussion  of  the 


other  Votes ;  but  I  should  be  extreme 
glad  if  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  ac 
to  what,  if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  s 
was  his  very  businesslike  and  luo 
statement  some  information  on  two  < 
three  matters  which  were  somewh 
lightly  passed  over.  I  think  my  rig] 
hon.  Friend  will  admit  that  one  or  tv 
questions  were  very  lightly  passed  ove 
and  that  other  questions  of  the  ve 
highest  importance  have  been  hand< 
over  to  the  decision  of  Committees- 
questions  which,  if  they  are  to  be  decidi 
upon  and  carried  into  effect  in  fata 
years  without  being  first  considered  1 
the  House  and  the  public,  will  certain 
occasion  a  good  deal  of  alarm  and  di 
appointment.  I  will  not  trouble  tl 
Committee  with  any  further  remark 
but  I  hope  that  my  right  hon.  Friei 
the  Secretary  of  State  tot  War  will  1 
able  to  give  the  Committee  an  explam 
tion  upon  the  various  points  to  whu 
his  attention  has  been  called. 

Sir  HAEEY  VERNEY  said,  th 
referring  to  the  Institution  which  hf 
been  mentioned,  Chelsea  Hospital,  1 
trusted  that  no  efforts  and  no  expeni 
would  be  spared  to  add  to  the  comfo 
of  our  soldiers.  *  There  were  somethit 
like  85,000  old  soldiers,  almost  all  d 
siring  admission  there ;  and  he  shou! 
be  glad  to  learn  that  they  were  plac( 
in  a  condition  of  comfort  and  conten 
ment.  The  noble  Lord  who  had  ja 
spoken  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  had  dran 
attention  to  the  fact  that,  at  the  presei 
moment,  there  were  various  Committer 
sitting  Qpon  Army  matters,  one  of  whi( 
was  engaged  in  an  inquiry  into  the  que 
tion  of  the  dress  of  the  Army.  He  co 
fessed  that,  so  far  as  his  own  opini< 
went,  he  thought  a  great  deal  might  1 
done  to  improve  the  dress  of  the  Arm 
Tight  red  coats  were  a  most  uncomfoi 
able  costume  to  march  in,  and  an  improv 
ment  in  that  respect  was  most  desirabl 
He  was  also  in  favour  of  any  plan  1 
which  a  supply  of  furniture  could  1 
provided  for  married  men  which  woa 
diminish  the  amount  of  baggage  whi( 
often  accompanied  a  regiment  on  tl 
march.  The  establishment  of  coffee  sho] 
in  the  different  barracks  had  also  be< 
of  great  advantage  to  the  soldiers,  ai 
was,  he  believed,  very  much  appreoiati 
by  them.  Indeed,  he  believed  that  fe 
more  valuable  boons  had  ever  been  ooi 
ferred  upon  the  mon  :  and  he  sincere! 
thanked   bis   right   hon.    Friend    tl 
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Seetetazy  of  State  for  the  steps  he 
liad  taken  in  the  matter.  With  regard 
to  the  condition  of  the  Army,  it  was  very 
wdl  known  that  we  had  not  got  either 
too  many  men  or  too  many  officers.  We 
had  a  rezy  small  Army  indeed,  for  so 
important  a  country ;  and,  so  far  as  the 
officers  were  concerned,  it  must  be  borne 
IB  mind  that  they  were  becoming  more 
and  more  instructed  every  year  in  the 
duties  of  their  Profession,  and  were,  con- 
lequently,  rendered  more  valuable  to  the 
eoontry.  He  was,  therefore,  very  sorry 
to  hear  that  there  wns  any  idea  of  re- 
ducing the  number  of  officers.  Our 
officers  ought  to  be  the  best  instructed 
in  the  wond,  and  there  was  no  difficulty 
in  obtaining  the  best  men,  because  there 
vu  a  strong  desire  shown  by  numbers 
of  the  most  intelligent  classes  in  the 
ooantry  to  enter  the  ranks  of  the 
Army.  At  the  present  moment  we  had 
not  got  one  man  too  many;  and  he 
believed  that  it  would  be  of  great 
benefit  to  the  country  if  the  services  of 
many  officers  who  were  now  subject  to 
retirement  at  an  age  when  they  were 
still  able  to  do  duty  were  retained.  The 
last  time  that  the  House  was  engaged  in 
a  discussion  of  Army  questions  he  had 
mentioned  his  extreme  anxiety  that 
something  should  be  done  to  make 
better  provision  for  the  welfare  of  sick 
and  wounded  soldiers ;  and  his  right 
bon.  Friend  stated  at  the  time  that  steps 
vould  be  taken  in  that  direction.  He 
should  be  glad  to  learn  what  steps  had 
been  taken.  He  had  himself  moved  for 
Betums  with  regard  to  the  Army  Hospi- 
tal C?orps  which  would  show  their  present 
state  of  efficiency,  and  how  far  they  had 
been  doing  their  duty.  There  was  one 
other  subject  which  he  desired  to  men- 
tion to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  in  which 
be  had  always  taken  a  deep  interest — 
namely,  the  superannuation  of  men  at  a 
time  when  they  were  not  incapacitated 
from  doing  duty.  In  the  present  state 
of  the  Army,  he  felt  that  that  was  a  very 
serious  matter,  and  one  in  which  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  were  greatly  con- 
cerned. He  believed  that,  under  the 
system  now  prevailing,  the  country,  both 
in  connection  with  the  Army  and  Navy, 
bad  lost  the  services  of  officers  who  were 
in  a  perfect  state  of  efficiency,  and  who 
ought  to  have  been  retained.  As  he  had 
said  already,  they  did  not  possess  one 
man  too  many ;  and  it  was  most  desirable 
that  so  long  as  an  officer  was  thoroughly 
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efficient,  and  not  incapacitated  by  old 
age  or  infirmity,  ho  should  be  retained, 
and  that  when  it  became  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  he  should  retire  from  the 
Service  of  the  country  he  should  receive 
a  bonus.  He  believed  that  many  per- 
fectly efficient  officers  would  prefer  to 
continue  in  the  Service  rather  than  accept 
the  pecuniary  reward  they  received  on 
leaving  the  Army.  He  was  satisfied  that 
if  any  means  could  be  devised  by  his 
right  lion.  Friend  and  the  Government  by 
which  they  could  retain  for  the  Service 
of  the  country  those  officers  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  who  were  thoroughly  efficient 
and  willing  to  remain  very  great  advan- 
tage would  be  derived. 

Sir  HENEY  FLETCHEE  said,  that 
he  entirely  concurred  in  the  observations 
which  had  been  made  a  short  time  ago 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the? 
County  of  Cork  (Colonel  Colthurst)  with 
regard  to  old  soldiers  being  allowed  to 
re-engage  after  the  short  period  of  ser- 
vice. He  thought  they  had  been  placed 
in  a  somewhat  unfair  position,  because 
they  enlisted  in  1870  and  1871  under 
the  supposition  that  they  were  to  be 
allowed  to  re-engage.  He  therefore 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  would 
take  into  consideration  the  case  of  those 
men  who  were  under  the  idea,  when  they 
enlisted,  that  they  might  continue  to 
perform  the  full  service  for  which  they 
engaged.  With  regard  to  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Ayrshire 
rColonel  Alexander)  in  reference  to  the 
Guards,  he  could  substantiate  all  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  said. 
Indeed,  he  was  able  to  go  still  further, 
and  to  give  even  stronger  reasons  and 
figures  than  his  hon.  Friend  had  done  in 
the  matter.  The  senior  subalterns  in 
the  Guards  averaged  now  a  little  over 
12  years'  service,  whereas  the  senior 
subalterns  in  the  Line  averaged  only  nine 
years'  service;  and  he  would  venture  to 
say  that  there  was  no  prospect  whatever 
of  the  junior  subaltern  officers  in  the 
Guards  obtaining  any  kind  of  promotion 
for  some  time  to  come.  The  rule  was 
that  a  major  was  to  be  retired  at  the 
end  of  seven  years'  service ;  but  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  there  were  very 
few  officers  of  that  rank  who  would  re- 
tire during  the  next  two  or  three  years, 
and,  further,  that  the  Guards  had  a  cer- 
tain number  of  officers  who  would  have 
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to  be  absorbed  before  any  promotion 
could  take  place.     He  believed  he  was 
correct  in  stating  that  in  the  Grenadier 
Guards  there  were  five  cases  of  senior 
officers  who  would  have  to  be  absorbed. 
No  doubt  he  would  be  told  that  two  of 
these  officers  had  been  retired  within 
the  last  few  weeks ;  but  there  would  still 
remain  three  officers  who  would  have  to 
be  absorbed.    In  the  Coldstream  Guards 
there  were  three  officers  still  to  be  ab- 
sorbed, and  in  the  Scots  Guards  also 
three ;  but  he  admitted  that  one  of  these 
had  only  retired  a  very  short  time  ago. 
He  must  also  recall  to  the  recollection 
of  the  Committee  that,  since  the  new 
Warrant  had  come  out,  there  had  hardly 
been  one  case  of  a  senior  officer  having 
been  retired  from  the  Brigade  of  Guards 
since  1881 ;  and  he  feared  that  the  cases 
of  retirement  in  future  would  be  very 
rare.     He  did  not  wish  for  one  moment 
to  say  anything  against  the  regulations 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
proposed  and  carried  out  for  the  senior 
officers  of  the  Guards,  because  he  thought 
that  their  retiring  pensions  and  retiring 
allowances  were  very  handsome  indeed ; 
but  what  he  wished  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  was  the  condition,  and  what 
would  be  the  condition,  of  the  subor- 
dinate and  junior  subalterns  of  the  Bri- 
gade  of  Guards.     They  could  not  hope 
to  obtain  promotion  for  some  time  to 
come  ;  and  while  the  promotion  was,  as 
it  were,  in  a  state  of  abeyance,  it  must 
bo  borne  in  mind  that  there  could  be  no 
fresh   appointments  for  some  time  to 
come,  while  the  matter  remained  in  its 
present  condition.     He  would  now  pass 
on  to  another  point,  because  he  believed 
that  he  was  in  Order  in  speaking  upon 
the  present  Vote  on  Army  matters  gene- 
rally.    Having  taken  the  greatest  inte- 
rest in  all  Army  matters  during  the  past 
year  since  the  new  Warrant  came  out, 
he  thought  he  was  justified  in  making  a 
few  remarks  in  regard  to  that  Warrant, 
and  the    grievances  which    had    been 
brought  about  by  its  promulgation.    He 
would  allude  first  to  a  grievance  which 
he   knew    had    already   been    brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
and   which   he    (Sir    Henry   Fletcher) 
brought  before    the  House  some  time 
ago — namely,  the  question  of  the  retired 
purchase  captains  under  the  Warrants  of 
1877  and  1878.     Last  year  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  call  attention  to  the  question  of 
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what  he  might  term  the  existing  pur- 
chase captains  before  the  new  Warrant 
of  the  25th  of  June  came  into  exist- 
ence; and  he  felt  bound  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having  taken 
into  consideration  the  matters  which  he 
had  brought  forward  in  connection  with 
these  officers.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man most  kindly  paid  attention  to  all 
the  arguments  used  on  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to,  and  most  certainly  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  steps  to  pro- 
mote the  interests  of  the  officers,  and  to 
benefit  them  to  an  extent  which  he  (Sir 
Henry  Fletcher)  had  hardly  expected. 
But  there  was  a  case  of  another  class  of 
purchase  officers  which  he  had  felt  it 
his  duty  to  bring  before  the  Committee 
that  evening — namely,  the  case  of  the 
purchase  captains  who  were  retired  under 
the  Warrants  of  1877  and  1878.     He 
was  aware  that  it  was  a  question  of 
finance,  and  he  must  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  Stete 
for  War  to  use  his  best  endeavours  witk 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  in  order  that 
he  might  induce  them,  if  possible,  to 
bestow  justice  upon  these  officers.     He 
was  perfectly  aware   that   the  matter 
did  not    rest  entirely  with    the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  Secretary  of  State 
for  War ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  make  an  appeal 
to  the  Treasury,  in  order  that  he  might 
obtain  funds  to  apply  to  the  benefit  of 
those  officers.     They  were  retired  under 
the  Warrants  of  1877  and  1878,  and  a 
Memorial  had  recently  been  forwarded 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  their 
behalf  for  his  consideration.     He  would 
not  trouble  the  Committee  with  reading 
the  words  of  the  Memorial,  because,  no 
doubt,  they  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     A  reply 
was  sent  to  the  Memorial,  stating  that 
the  application  of  these  officers  could 
not  be  considered ;  and,  when  the  reply 
was  received,  he  (Sir  Henry  Fletcher) 
was  asked  to  make  a  further  statement 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     He  did 
so,  and  he  held  in  his  hand  the  answer 
he  had  received,  and  which,  he  hoped, 
the    Committee    would    allow    him^  to 
read.     In  was  dated  the  11th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1882 — Financial  Secretary's  De- 
partment, War  Office — and  it  said — 

"  Sir, — I  am  directed  to  acknowledge  the 
receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  29th  ult.,  forward- 
ing a  letter  and  copy  of  Memorial  from  pnr- 
chase  captains  retired  on  pensions  prior  to  the 
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iHoa  of  the  Royal  Warrant  of  the  2dth  of  June 
1881,  and  to  inform  you,  in  reply,  that  tho  Se- 
cretary of  Stite  for  War  is  unable  to  give  retro- 
ipectiTe  effect  in  the  cases  of  officers  who  volun- 
tttily  retired.** 

In  connection  with  that  reply  of  the 
Beeretarr  of  State  for  War,  ne  humbly 
begged  leaye  to  state  that  the  ofHccrB 
whose  cause  he  was  advocating  did  not 
fduntarily  retire.  There  were,  no  doubt, 
lone  officers,  and  perhaps  many  officers, 
vho  did  yoluntarily  retire  under  the 
Warrant  of  1877  and  1878  ;  but  the  case 
of  the  officers  whose  oiuse  he  was  advo- 
eating  was  this.     They  were  under  the 
Warrant ;  but  they  had  arrived  at  the 
age  of  45,  at  which  the  Warrant  stated 
they  should  retire ;  and  it  was  impressed 
upon  them  that  they  would  not  receive 
promotion  from  the  rank  of  captain  to 
that  of  major  on  account  of  age ;   and 
they  were  told  that  if  they  remained 
in  the  Service  they  would  be   super- 
leded  by  junior    officers,   who    would 
be  passed  over  their  heads.     What  ho 
namtained  was,  that  when  an  officer 
wag  placed    in    such    a    position    he 
had  no   alternative    left   him    but    to 
ntire.    It  might  be  said  that  this  was 
▼oluntary  retirement ;  but  he  maintained 
that  it  was  not  voluntary  retirement  in 
the  ordinary  sense.     When  an  officer 
vas  placed  in  that  peculiar  position,  and 
told  that  his  juniors  would  be  passed 
orer  his  head,  he  had,  in  his  (Sir  Henry 
Hetcher's)  opinion,  no  other  course  open 
to  him  than  to  ask  to  be  allowed  to  leave 
the  Service.     He  would  now  quote  the 
csaesof  some  officers,  each  of  25  or  26 
yoars*  service,  which  appeared  to  him  to 
DO  most  prominent,  and  should  be  happy 
to  famish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of   State  for  War  with  the 
^,  which  he  held  in  his  hand.     The 
officers  whose  cases  he  selected  did  not 
ftnn  the  whole  number  of  those  retired 
iinder  the  Warrant;    but  he  thought 
they  would  be  sufficient  to  convince  the 
Oommittee  that  the  class  in  question 
W  not  been  quite  fairly  dealt   with. 
h  ffiving  the  details  he  should  have  no 
hesitation  in  mentioning  the  names  of 
the  officers  to  whom  he  particularly  re- 
ferred,  inasmuch  as  they  were  public 
property.     Lieutenant  Colonel    Beasly 
served  29  years — 19  years  as  captain  ; 
he  passed  through  the  Staff  College ; 
served  on  the  Staff ;  obtained  extra  first- 
class  certificate  in  musketry  ;  passed  the 
highest  examination  in  Hindostanee,  and 


qualified  himself  in  every  way  for  com- 
mand wh^  senior  captain  of  his  regi- 
ment. A  junior  officer,  however,  was 
put  over  his  head ;  and  he  felt,  under 
the  circumstances,  that  no  other  course 
was  open  to  him  but  to  retire,  which  he 
did,  on  a  pension  of  £280  a-year.  The 
next  officer  to  whose  case  he  would  ask 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  was 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Hawlins,  of  26  years' 
service — 19  years  as  captain;  he  was 
officially  informed  that  he  would  be  su- 
perseded if  he  remained  in  his  regiment, 
and  retired  in  consequence  on  a  pension 
of  £259  a-year.  Had  this  officer  served 
five  months  longer,  he  would  have  re- 
tired under  the  Warrant — of  which  he 
received  no  notice — on  £300  a-year.  The 
next  case  was  that  of  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Clark,  of  the  50th  Foot,  who  was  in- 
formed, from  the  Horse  Guards,  that  he 
had  become  ineligible  for  regimental 
promotion  on  account  of  ago,  and  was, 
therefore,  compelled  to  retire  on  a  pen- 
sion of  less  than  £300  a-year.  He  con- 
tended that  if  these  three  officers  had 
been  allowed  to  remain  in  the  Service, 
they  would,  under  this  new  Warrant, 
have  obtained  the  maximum  pension  of 
£300,  instead  of  the  amounts  he  had 
named.  Therefore,  he  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  use  his  in- 
fluence, if  possible,  with  the  Treasury, 
in  ordor  that  a  certain  number  of  officers 
— not  the  whole,  as  he  said  before,  of 
those  who  retired  under  the  Warrant — 
who  had  retired  on  pensions  varying 
from  £259  to  £280  per  annum,  might 
be  allowed  to  take  the  benefit  of  the 
new  Warrant.  He  thought  the  cases 
he  had  referred  to  deserved  more  con- 
sideration, because,  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  in  answer  to 
a  Question  put  by  him  upon  the  sub- 
ject, that  they  could  not  be  further  con- 
sidered, inasmuch  as  the  officers  in  ques- 
tion had  received  a  step  of  honorary 
rank,  he  (Sir  Henry  Fletcher)  wished  to 
point  out  that  purchase  captains,  under 
the  Warrant  of  1881,  received  two  steps 
in  rank,  which  these  officers  did  not.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recon- 
sider theso  cases,  he  would,  undoubt- 
edly, receive  the  thanks  of  a  most  de- 
serving body  of  officers,  who,  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years,  had  served 
their  Queen  and  country  with  credit. 
Ho  would  now  turn  to  another  subject 
that  had  been  before  the  House  during 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament  and 
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on  previous  occasions.  The  new  Warrant 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 'War  was 
issued  last  June,  and  he  had  certainly 
hpon  led  to  understand  that  brevet  pro- 
motion was  to  be  abolished.  But  since 
that  time  a  <?orrf(7f«//<j  Warrant  had  been 
issued,  under  which  theright  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  a^ain  introduced  brevet  promo- 
tion, and  that  simply  for  corps  of  Royal 
Artillery  and  Engineers.  He  pointed  out 
to  the  Committee  that  by  this  unex- 
pected system  of  brevet  promotion  a  cer- 
tain number  of  majors  of  Line  regiments 
had  been  superseded  and  their  interests 
materially  prejudiced.  The  officers  in 
question  were  men  who  had  served  with 
the  rank  of  major  for  more  than  seven 
years,  most  or  many  of  them  having  re- 
ceived their  proper  rank  for  services  in 
the  field.  By  the  Return  which  he  held 
in  his  hand  it  appeared  that  the  average 
length  of  service  of  these  20  majors  was 
27  years ;  that  three  of  them  had  been 
wounded  severely ;  that  the  number  of 
medals  possessed  by  them  was  34  ;  that 
nine  of  them  were  promoted  for  dis- 
tinguished service,  and  that  eight  of 
them  were  mentioned  in  despatches. 
Notwithstanding  these  facts,  the  officers 
in  question  had,  by  the  corrigenda  War- 
rant and  the  brevet  of  last  October,  been 
passed  over  by  75  officers  of  the  Ord- 
nance Corps  of  Royal  Artillery  and  En- 
gineers, and  it  was  only  natural  that  they 
should  feel  aggrieved  in  consequence. 
It  might  be  said  that  a  precedent  would 
be  created  if  these  officers  were  placed  in 
a  position  of  seniority  to  the  officers  of 
the  Royal  Artillery  and  Engineers ;  but 
he  could  safely  say  that  there  were  only 
seven  Line  majors  on  the  Active  List 
who  could  be  superseded  before  the  year 
1886,  and  many  of  these  would  probably 
receive  regimental  rank  before  that 
time.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  endeavour  to  do  justice 
to  these  aggrieved  officers.  He  would 
now  briefly  allude  to  a  subject  which 
was  touched  upon  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Statement  made  by 
him  a  few  weeks  ago,  and  which 
had  also  been  referred  to  by  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  —  namely,  the  mess 
and  furniture  of  officers  of  the  Army. 
This  question  had  been  specially  dwelt 
upon  by  previous  Secretaries  of  State 
for  War,  and  it  was  one  which  required 
ffreat  consideration.  In  the  first  place, 
tne  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  that 
the  officers'  mess  should  oe  limited  to 
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the  sum  of  Ai,  per  diem.    Now,  as  an 
old  soldier  of  the  Line,  and  one  who  had 
for  many  years  kept  up  his  connection 
with  his  brother  officers,  he  ventured  to 
think  that  this  arrangement  would  in- 
terfere very  much  with  the  social  life  of 
officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Service.     Fur- 
ther, he  would  like  very  much  to  know 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  how  it 
was  proposed  to  carry  out  a  plan  by 
which  an  officer  should  be  able  to  get 
his  three  meals  a-day  for  the  sum  of 
4«.?     Was  it  intended  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  find  sergeant  caterers  or 
mess-sergeants,  or  were  the  officers  of 
the  regiment  to  seek  out  some  person 
who  would  undertake  to  mess  them  at 
the  rate  of  4«.  a-day  ?    He  ventured  to 
say  it  was  impossible  for   any  private 
person  to  provide  for  the  officers  at  that 
rate ;  and  if  it  was  to  be  dependent  on 
the  officers  to  select  a  sergeant  from 
their  own  regiment  to  do  it,  a  consider- 
able portion   of   their  time    would   be 
spent  in  endeavouring  to  carry  out  the 
necessary   arrangements.     He   did  not 
for  one  moment  wish  to  see  extravagant 
messes  in  the  Service ;  but  he  thought 
that  this  laying  down  of  a  hard-and-fast 
line  of  4«.  a-day,  which  was  not  to  be 
exceeded,  would  greatly  interfere  with, 
the  social  life  of  officers,  and  would  have 
the  effect  of  driving  men  away  from  the 
regimental    mess  to   hotels  and   other 
places  where  they  could  meet  with  better 
accommodation.     He  remembered  that 
28  years  ago,  when  he  was  in  a  Line 
regiment — a  four-company  depot,  which, 
he  was  sorry  at  that  moment  was  not  in 
favour  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
a  squadron  of  Cavalry   was   stationed 
near  them,  and  even  their  four-companr 
mess  was  not  considered  good  enough 
for  the  Cavalry  officers,  who  would  not 
condescend  to  dine  there,  and  went  to 
various  hotels  in  the  neighbourhood.  On 
the  whole,  he  felt  sure  that  the  officers 
of  regiments  would  not  like  to   have 
their  social  affairs  interfered   with  in 
the   manner  proposed.     In  connection 
with    this    subject  there  was    another 
matter  to  which  he  would  refer.    Was 
it  the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  dispose  of,  or  take  over,  the  regi- 
mental plate,  which  was  the  property  of 
the  officers  of  various  regiments  r    How 
were  the  knives,  forks,   spoons,  centre 
pieces,  and  goblets,  the  presents  from 
old  officers  who  had  served  in  the  regi- 
ment, and  the  collection,  perhaps,  of  100 
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yean — how  were  these  to  he  disposed  of 
in  view  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
anangements  for  diminishing  the  ex- 
pense of  transport  ?  If  it  was  intended 
to  take  oyer  all  the  plate  from  the  officers 
at  a  certain  price,  he  thought  they  were 
dearly  entitled  to  information  on  this 
head,  or  sufficient  notice  to  enahle  them 
to  make  their  own  arrangements,  if  an 
answer  to  this  inquiry  could  not  he 
giTen  at  once.  There  was  another 
matter  to  which  he  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee — namely,  the  pre- 
sent position  of  colour  sergeants  trans- 
ferred to  the  Volunteers.  A  Question 
had  heen  asked  in  the  House  upon  this 
mbject  last  year ;  hut  no  reply,  as  far  as 
he  was  aware,  had  been  given  to  it. 
Previous  to  last  year  colour  sergeants  of 
the  Army  were  transferred  to  the  Volun- 
teers under  certain  regulations.  They 
bad  to  revert  to  the  rank  of  sergeant  in 
order  to  become  sergeant  instructors 
ind  to  serve  out  their  Army  engage- 
ments. At  the  time  they  were  trans- 
ferred the  rate  of  pension  was  the  same 
for  colour  sergeants  and  sergeants ;  but 
by  the  new  Warrant  brought  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  additional 
U,  per  day  was  granted  to  colour  ser- 
geants. Therefore,  as  he  understood 
the  matter,  the  colour  sergeants  who 
were  transferred  to  the  Volunteers  be- 
fore the  year  1881  would  be  losers  of 
^»  a-day.  He  maintained  that  this 
unonnt  of  Sd.  a-day  sliould  be  extended 
fo  the  colour  sergeants  now  serving  as 
hiitractors  with  the  Volunteers  under 
their  Army  engagements ;  and  he  could 
not  but  think  that  their  exclusion  was 
he  to  an  omission  on  the  part  of  certain 
offidals  at  the  War  Office.  The  matter 
being  one  of  great  importance  to  ser- 

Knts  in  the  Army,  he  trusted  the  right 
-_.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to  say  that 
it  should  be  inquired  into.  Ho  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Berkshire  (Sir  Eobert  Loyd  Lindsay)  that 
the  Home  battalions  of  the  territorial 
regiments  were  mere  shadows  under  the 
present  system.  The  Home  battalion 
now  consisted  of  420  men ;  but  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  the  commanding 
officer  to  get  anything  like  that  number 
on  parade.  After  a  regiment  came 
home  from  foreign  service  it  consisted 
timply  of  a  number  of  recruits,  and  for 
Tears  it  was  nothing  else  than  a  travel- 
ling depot,  the  commanding  officer  hav- 
ing the  greatest  difficulty  in  getting  200 


men  to  appear  on  parade  by  turning  out 
servants,  tailors,  cooks,  and  others.  Ho 
maintained  that,  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, it  was  impossible  to  make,  the 
Home  battalions  for  the  first  few  years 
of  Home  service  efficient  or  ready  for 
any  emergency.  It  might  be  said  that 
they  were  not  required  to  be  kept 
ready  for  any  emergency;  but  they 
had  seen,  during  the  last  few  months, 
that  battalions  which  had  come  home 
from  foreign  service  had  been  sent  to 
Ireland,  and  that  might  occur  for  some 
time  to  come.  He  therefore  urged 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
every  inducement  should  be  held  out, 
and  every  method  devised,  in  order  to 
enable  officers  commanding  Home  bat- 
talions to  get  as  many  men  together, 
and  as  much  drill  out  of  them,  as  pos- 
sible. He  was  unable  to  see  why  men, 
when  they  enlisted  as  soldiers,  should  be 
compelled  to  spend  so  much  time  in  at- 
tending school  and  gymnasium,  which 
took  them  away  from  their  military 
duties.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  recruits 
were  overworked,  and  were  disgusted 
with  having  to  go  back  to  school.  Com- 
manding officers  were  unable  to  get  their 
men  together,  and  the  consequence  was 
that  they  had  no  opportunity  of  instruct- 
ing their  young  officers  in  drill  and  other 
matters  connected  with  their  business. 
He  would  urge  that  the  attendance  at 
school  and  at  the  gymnasium  should  be 
limited  as  much  as  possible,  especially 
as  the  soldier  was  now  only  allowed  to 
remain  a  few  years  in  the  Service.  In 
his  opinion,  those  few  years  should  be 
devoted  entirely  to  instructing  the  sol- 
dier in  the  duties  of  his  Profession. 
Again,  he  desired  to  call  attention  to 
the  practice  of  employing  men  as  clerks 
and  otherwise  in  general  offices.  When 
a  regiment  arrived  where  there  was  a 
general  office,  the  commanding  officer 
was  applied  to  for  men  to  fill  clerkships 
and  other  subordinate  offices  ccmnected 
with  it.  He  considered  this  objection- 
able, because  it  was  desirable  that  every 
available  man  should  be  at  the  disposal 
of  the  commanding  officer  for  military 
purposes;  and  he  thought  that  the  staff  of 
clerks  and  others  should  be  formed  and 
supplied  by  pensioners  and  Army  Service 
men.  Finally,  he  would  refer  to  fraudu- 
lent enlistment,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  8tate  for 
War  said,  on  a  former  occasion,  was  a 
most  difficult  matter  to  counteract ;  but 
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added  that  for  this  offence  the  House  of 
Commons  would  not  for  one  moment 
tolerate  branding.  He  (Sir  Henry 
Fletcher)  submitted  that  the  word 
**  branding"  ought  never  to  be  used 
in  connection  with  this  subject.  There 
were  certain  ways  of  marking  a  man 
without  branding  that  would  enable 
him  to  be  identified  as  having  previously 
served  in  Her  Majesty's  Forces ;  and  as 
fraudulent  enlistment  was  one  of  the 
great  evils  to  which  the  Army  was  at 
present  exposed,  he  trusted  that  the 
authorities  at  the  War  Office  would  use 
their  best  endeavours  to  cope  with  a 
grievance  that  tended  so  much,  to  the 
detriment  of  Her  Majesty's  Service. 

Mb.  SEELY  {Nottingham)  asked  for 
information  as  to  the  proportion  which 
the  Artillery  bore  to  the  other  branches 
of  the  Service.  He  understood  that 
the  usual  proportion  of  Artillery  in 
European  Armies  was  three  guns 
to  1,000  men.  The  800  guns  which 
we  had  were,  therefore,  in  correct 
proportion  to  the  Eegular  Army  of 
the  country;  but  it  must  be  bore  in 
mind  that  the  Government  were  form- 
ing a  Eeserve  of  between  40,000  and 
50,000  men,  which  would  increase  the 
number  of  guns  that  we  ought  to  have 
at  our  disposal  to  450.  Again,  there 
were  the  Militia  and  Volunteers  to  be 
taken  into  account,  which  brought  up 
the  Forces  of  the  country  to  something 
like  450,000  or  500,000  men,  the  re- 
quisite number  of  guns  for  which  force 
would  be  1,200  or  1,500.  But,  in- 
stead of  that  number,  it  appeared  that 
we  had  only  300  guns  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
state  what  he  considered  ought  to  be 
the  proportion  of  Field  Artillery  to  the 
other  Forces  of  the  country  ? 

CoLoxKL  WALROND  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  territorial  regiments  were 
ebtablished  for  the  purpose  of  enlisting 
in  them  men  belonging  to  the  same  part 
of  the  country.  But  he  was  also  in- 
formed that,  supposinj^  a  Devonshire 
man  came  to  the  London  depot  for  the 
purpose  of  enlistment,  although  the 
authorities  could  send  him  to  Scotland, 
they  could  not  send  him  down  to  Devon- 
shire— he  would  have  to  go  there  at  his 
own  expense.  He  believed  this  ques- 
tion was  one  which  might  be  fairly  con- 
sidered by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  was  glad  to  see  that  it  was  proposed 
to  add  £10,000  to  the  sum  assigned  for 
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Volunteer  camps,  which  there  could  be 
no  doubt  were  amongst  the  best  means 
for  increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  Volun- 
teer Forces.      Still,   there  were    other 
matters  in  connection  with  this  subject 
that  he  might  be  excused  for  alluding  to. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  invited 
15,000  Volunteers  to  assemble  at  Alder- 
shot,  to  take  part  in  the  Autumn  Ma- 
noeuvres, which,  he  believed,  extended 
over  a  period   of  three  days.     It  ap- 
peared that  the  Volunteers  were  to  pay 
their    expenses  to  Alderahot,  but  that 
they  were  to  receive  4«.  a-day  after  ar- 
rival.     He  therefore  asked    the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  three  days 
over  which  the  Manosuvres  extended 
would  be  distinct  from  the  eight  days 
which  it  had  been  the  custom  to  assign 
to  the  Volunteers  during  the  month  of 
August  ?  He  suggested  that  it  would  be 
far  easier  and  cheaper  in  the  long  run  if 
the  counties  of  Devon,  Cornwall,  and 
Somerset  had  a  brigade  camp  within 
easy  distance  of  Plymouth,  at  which  the 
Volunteers  of  those  counties  could  as- 
semble, under  the  command  of  officers 
from  the  garrison,  the  same  privileges 
being  granted  to  them  as  at  Aldershot 
This  arrangement,  he  believed,  would 
be  productive  of  the  best  results,  and 
he  commended  it  to  the  consideration  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     In  his  own 
county  four  battalions    of   Volunteers 
went  out  under  canvas,  within  a  fort- 
night of  each  other;    and  he  believed 
that,  with   a  little  arrangement,    they 
might  be  able  to  get  all  the  four  regi- 
ments under  canvas  at  the  same  time. 
If  they  could  do  this  it  would  be  an  im- 
mense boon,  not  alone  to  the  men,  but 
to  the  officers  also.     The  five  command- 
ing officers  in  Devonshire^-of  whom  he 
was  one — had  no  chance  whatever  of 
taking  part  in  brigade  drill.     He  had 
been  trying  hard  to  get  up  a  brigade 
drill  for  Whit  Monday  ;  but  he  was  met 
by  the  excuse  from  the  other  battalions 
that  the  expense  would  be  too  great.  He 
was  aware  that  the  battalions  situate  in 
and  near  London  had  great  advantages 
in  this  matter ;  and  he  should  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers) 
could  see  his  way  to  making  a  grant,  in 
order  that  other  battalions  might  have 
opportunities    of  rendering  themselves 
efficient  in  this  drill.     The  efficiency  of 
the  Volunteer  Force  would  be  greatly 
increased  thereby.      He  should  like  to 
say  a  word  as  to  the  arming  of  the 


845 


Supply — 


[April  17,  1882) 


Army  Estimates, 


846 


Yoluntoers.     It  was  with  great  satisfac- 
tion he  had  learnt  that  an  additional 
iflsue  of  Martini-Henry  rifles  was  to  be 
made  to  the  Force.    They  were  to  have 
4,500  distributed  to  them  this  year,  in 
addition  to  the  3,000  they  had  already, 
for  purposes  of  match  footing.     He 
•hould  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman oould  at  once  see  his  way  to  arm- 
ing the  whole  Force  with  this  weapon. 
At  any  rate,  he  believed  the  time  was 
not  far  distant  when  they  would  have 
it  Perhaps,  after  what  had  taken  place 
in  reg^ard  to  the  Militia,  they  might  look 
forward  to  having  it  served  out  to  them 
next  year.      It  would  be  a  good  oppor- 
tunity then  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  carry  out  the  scheme  he  foreshadowed 
in  his  speech,  of  making  the  efficiency 
of  the  Volunteers  depend  more  on  their 
efficiency   as  marksmen  than  on  their 
efficiency  in  drill.     There  might  not  be 
the  same  number  of  efficients  in  every 
lesiment;  but  it  would  give  an  additional 
bdacement  to  the  officers  to  look  after 
the  shooting,  if  efficiency  more  largely 
depended  on  it.     But  it  must  be  borne 
m  mind  that  it  would  open  a  very  wide 
field  for    dishonesty,    especially  where 
caaras  targets  were  used.     It  was  well 
blown  that  even  in  the  Standing  Army, 
where  no  money  was  at  stake,  men  were 
loinetimes  passed  through  their  third 
doss  when  they  really  had  not  obtained 
the  requisite  number  of  points.     More 
ewe,  particularly  where  sums  of  money 
depended  on  it,  should  be  exercised  in 
providing  safeguards  to  prevent  '*  chiz- 
«eling" — if  he  might  bo  allowed  to  use 
the  expression — by  the  markers  at  the 
butts.  A  great  deal  had  been  said  about 
tbe  shooting  of  the  Force   during  the 
pftat  12  months,  it  having  been  brought 
prominently  before  the  mind  of  the  pub- 
lic by  the  disasters  which  had  been  met 
with  in  South  Africa.     Well,  he  should 
ho  glad  to  see  more  practice  in  field  firing 
given  to  the  Volunteers.     So  far  as  he 
md  hia  men  were  concerned,  they  were 
rather  fortunately  situated  in  Devon - 
dure,  inasmuch  as  they  were  within  easy 
reach  of  a  range  where  they  could  prac- 
tice field  firing.     The  officer  who  super- 
intended the  range  at  Oakehampton  had 
invited  them  down  to  shoot  last  year, 
tnd  after  the   practice  had   expressed 
himself  well  satisfied  with  the  result. 
They  had  been  obliged  to  go  down  at 
their  own  expense,  and  he  believed  that 
if  lome  pecuniary  assistance  were  given 


to  the  men  by  the  State  a  great  many 
more  would,  on  another  occasion,  bo  in- 
duced to  take  part  in  the  work.  Some 
hon.  Members  had  alluded  to  the  Army 
firing,  and  to  the  Committee  sitting  to 
consider  the  question.  All  he  had  to 
say  about  that  was  that  he  should  be 
very  glad  indeed  if  every  commanding 
officer  had  an  unlimited  supply  of  am- 
munition at  his  command,  for  this  would 
tend  to  encourage  practice  in  shooting. 
The  expense  would  not  be  very  great — 
he  should  think  £100,000  a-year  would 
cover  it — and,  of  course  it  would  increase 
the  efficiency  of  the  men  enormously. 
He  should  like  to  say  one  word  with  re- 
gard to  uniforms.  At  the  present  moment 
the  Volunteers  wore  uniforms  of  three 
shades — namely,  red,  green,  and  grey  ; 
and,  so  far  as  he  understood  it,  it 
was  optional  with  each  regiment  what 
colour  it  should  wear.  There  had 
been  rumours  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  issue  an  Order  requiring  all 
Volunteer  regiments  to  adopt  one  colour; 
and  as  these  rumours  had  not  been  con- 
tradicted, and  tended  very  much  to  pre- 
vent officers  from  joining  the  Force,  he 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  whether  or  not  any  Order  was  to  be 
issued  on  the  subject.  At  present  the 
regiment  he  belonged  to  wore  a  green 
uniform,  and  the  fear  that  an  Order 
might  come  down  at  any  moment  re- 
quiring them  to  wear  red  restrained  gen- 
tlemen from  accepting  commissions,  as, 
if  such  an  Order  did  come  down,  the 
amount  they  had  expended  on  their 
green  uniforms  would  have  been  thrown 
away.  There  was  an  element  of  uncer- 
tainty about  the  matter  which  it  would 
be  advantageous  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  dispel,  seeing  that  Volunteer 
officers  were  very  much  wanted.  He  had 
been  asked  to  say  a  word  respecting  an 
Order  issued  not  very  long  ago  respecting 
adjutants  of  the  Volunteer  Force  being 
detailed  for  duty  in  their  regimental 
districts.  He  was  right,  he  believed,  in 
saying  that  an  Order  was  issued  stating 
that  Volunteer  adjutants  might  bo  de- 
tailed for  garrison  duty  in  their  regi- 
mental districts.  This  operated  very 
hardly  sometimes  where  the  place  to 
which  the  adjutant  was  called  was  a  long 
way  from  the  town  in  which  he  was 
located.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
allowed  the  officers  of  the  Auxiliary 
Forces  to  render  theniselves  proficient 
iu  tactics ;  and  he  was  informed  that  his 
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adjutaut  was  instructiug  tbe  of&cers  in 
tactics,  having  arranged  beforehand  the 
week,  day,  and  hour,  when  an  Order  came 
down  from  the  depot  to  say  that  he  was 
to  attend  a  Court  of  Inquiry.  Of  course, 
he  had  to  throw  over  his  appointment 
with  the  officers  in  order  to  attend  to  the 
Order  from  the  depot.     If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  this  matter  into 
consideration  he  would  confer  a  benefit 
on  some  of  the  adjutants.     One  other 
question  he  should  like  to  draw  atten- 
tion to — namely,  the  position  of  the  ser- 
geant instructors.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was,   no  doubt,  aware  that  at 
present  first-class  sergeant  instructors 
were  not  allowed  to  be  employed  in  a 
civil  trade.     Beyond  their  duty  with  the 
Volunteers  they  were  only  allowed  to 
drill  schools,  and  for  that  they  had  to 
obtain  the  sanction  of  the  commanding 
officer.     Second-class  sergeant  instruc- 
tors, however,  were  allowed  to  be  em- 
ployed in  any  trade  with  the  sanction  of 
the  commanding  officer,   provided  the 
sanction  was  confirmed  by  the  General 
of  the  district.   If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  see  his  way  to  putting  first- 
class  sergeant  instructors  in  the  position 
of  second-class  sergeant  instructors,  it 
would  do  no  harm,  and  would  be  very 
advantageous  to    the    men    concerned. 
There  would  always  be  the  safeguard  of 
the  sanction  of  the  commanding  officer 
confirmed  by  the  General  of  the  district. 
He  would  not  detain  the  Committee  any 
longer,  but  would  conclude  by  thanking 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  what  he 
had  done  for  the  Volunteers  during  the 
two  years  he  had  been  in  Office.     They 
appreciated  his  endeavours  to  improve 
the  efficiency  of  the  Force,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  wished  to  impress  upon  him 
the  desirability  of  keeping  them  as  dis- 
tinct as  possible  from  the  other  Services 
of  the  Crown. 

Mk.  I.ABOUCHEEE  said,  that,  as 
was  usual  and  natural  on  the  Army 
Estimates,  most  of  those  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  Committee  were  connected 
with  the  Army  or  the  Auxiliary  Forces. 
And,  also,  as  was  usual  and  natural, 
these  Gentlemen  had  made  suggestions, 
no  doubt  very  useful  suggestions,  but 
suggestions  which  would  add  to  the  al- 
ready very  great  expenditure  on  the 
Army.  Now,  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Essex  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil), 
complained  that  no  Radical  had  ad- 
dressed the  Committee  on  this  subject. 

Cohnel  Walrond 


I  The  reason,  he  took  it,  why  the  Radicals 
had  not  engaged  in  the  discussion  was  that 
they  were  in  despair  at  the  great,  exces- 
sive,  and  increasing  expenditure   that 
took  place  on  the  Army.     They  came 
down  to  the  House  to  protest,  but  they 
found  that  their  protests  were  not  lis- 
tened to ;  and  every  year,  now  under  one 
pretext  and  now  under  another,  the  ex- 
penditure on  the  Army  increased.     He 
spoke  as  a  taxpayer  and  as  a  Bepreeen- 
tative  of  taxpayers.    At  that  late  hour — 
12.45  A.M. — he  was  not  going  into  all 
the  dififerent  abuses  that  existed,  and 
which  might  be  pointed  out  in  the  Esti- 
mates which  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Committee.     He  would  only  point  out 
three,  and  respecting  each  he  would  ask 
for  some  explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     He  had  taken  them  rather 
as  test  questions,  in  order  to  show  how 
wasteful  the   expenditure  was  on  the 
Army.    The  first  was  with  respect  to  the 
Life  Guards.     He  wanted  to  know  what 
in  the  name  of  goodness  was  the  use 
of  three  regiments  of  Life  Guards,  two 
of  which   were  in  London,    the  other 
usually  being  quartered  at  Windsor  ? 
He  found,  on  reference  to  the  Estimates, 
that  the  pay  of  these  men  was  £70,540 ; 
and,  if  that  was  a  proper  estimate,  he 
took  it  that  the  total  expenditure  on  the 
three  regiments  was  £150,000.     These 
regiments  had  never  been  out  of  the 
country   since  the  battle  of  Waterloo, 
and  he  presumed  they  never  would  be 
sent  out  of  the  country  again.     It  was 
now  generally  admitted  that  these  Yery 
heavy  horses  and  men  were  almost  use* 
less  in  time  of  war.     There  were  soma 
notable    charges    during    the   Franco- 
Prussian  War,  he  believed ;  but  now-a* 
days  a  charge  of  such  a  body  as  a  regi- 
ment of  Life  Guards  would  lead  almost 
to  its  total  destruction.    As  he  had  said, 
although  we  had  been  several  times  at 
war  during  late  years,  the  Life  Guards 
had  never  been  used.     All  they  did  was 
to  provide  two  men  for  the  sentry  boxes 
at  Whitehall,  and.  to  act  as  escorts  to 
Her  Majesty  when  she  came  down  to 
London,  or  drove  about  Windsor.     He 
had  been  told,  and  had  seen  it  stated 
in  the  newspapers,    that    these    heavy 
troops  could  not  keep   pace  with  Her 
l^lajesty's  carriages,   and  that  a   regi- 
ment of  Lancers  had  to  be  employed 
as  escort  when  the  Queen  came  to  Lon- 
don.    He  hoped,   therefore,   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  some  reason 
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why    tliese    three    regiments    of    Life 
Chiards  were  maintained.    In  the  late 
Imperial  Court  of  France,  where  things 
wore  done  on  a  grander  scale,  perhaps, 
than  they  were  in  England,  all  the  orna- 
mental objects  of  these  three  regiments 
were   fulfilled   by   a  body  which  was 
called  the  iond  garde  ;  and  in  England,  if 
it  were  necessary  rather  as  an  ornament 
to  the  Court  than  anything  else  to  have 
a  body  of  Cayalry— consisting  of  large 
men  and  large  horses — the  same  results 
could  be  obtained  by  having  100  men, 
and  quartering  them  in  London  when 
Her  Majesty  was  in    London,  and  in 
Windsor  when  there  was  any  occasion 
lor  their  presence  there.     His  next  point 
was  as  to  the  Foot  Guards.     He  did  not 
suppose    they  were  any  better  or  any 
worse  than  any  other  regiments  in  the 
Berrice.      What  did   he    find    in    the 
Estimates  ?    He  found  that  the  special 
pay  of  the  Foot  Quards  was  £18,250, 
whereas  the  special  pay  of  all  other 
regiments  of  Infantry,  exclusive  of  the 
Foot  Quards,  was  £10,500.     The  band 
allowances  for  the  Foot  Guards  were 
£1,200,  whilst  for  all  the  rest  of  the 
In&ntry  they  were  £7,300  ;   and  the 
mess  allowances  were    £5,800,   whilst 
those  for  all  the  other  Infantry  regi- 
ments only  amounted  to  £23,000.     Of 
nmne,  these  figures  made  the  average 
infinitely  greater  for  the  regiments  of 
Poot  Guards  than  for  the  rest  of  the 
Infantry ;  and  he  wished  to    ask    this 
question — Why  was  all  this  extra  expen- 
ditare  ?  If  there  was  a  reason  for  it,  well 
and  good  ;  but  he  did  not  see  any  valid 
lesson  for  this  excessive  expenditure;  and 
if  there  was  not,  he  would  ask  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman  why,  as  an  economist. 
And    as    a  Member    of  a  Government 
pledged  to  economy,  and  asaBepresenta- 
tive  of  the  Liberal  Party,  he  maintained 
this  expenditure,  and  did  not  put  an  end 
to  it  ?    There  was  another  point  to  which 
he  would  draw  attention,  and  that  was 
with  respect  to  the  bands — and  he  had 
no  doubt  many  hon.   Members  would 
agree  with  him  in  what  he  had  to  say. 
The  bands  were  divided  into  two  classes, 
the  useful  and  the  ornamental.  The  use- 
ful consisted  of  what  were  called  '  *  drum- 
mers ;"  but  half  of  them,  ho  believed, 
were  buglers.     There  were  light  drum- 
mers and  light  buglers  in  each  battalion, 
and  their  duty  was  to  give  the  signals, 
and  to  go  to  the  front  in  battle.  [^  laugh,'\ 
Hon.  Members  might  smile,  but  he  coula 


assure  them  it  was  a  fact  that  only  these 
buglers  and  drummers  went  to  the  front, 
and  remained  at  the  front  to  give  signals. 
The  rest  of  the  band  kept  to  the  rear,  and 
were  employed,  or  were  supposed  to  be 
employed,  in  carrying  off  the  field  those 
who  were  wounded.  They  consisted  of 
about  20  performers.  Each  battalion 
was  allowed  to  take  these  20  men  from 
the  ordinary  soldiers  of  the  line.  He 
would  take  the  number  of  battalions  at 
120  ;  that  would  give  2,400  men  in  the 
Army  who  were  aosolutely  neutralized. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  pretended  they 
wore  necessary,  or  that  they  did  anything 
that  was  needful  beyond  playing  music. 
The  music,  no  doubt,  was  very  pleasant  for 
the  officers  and  others  to  hear ;  but  the 
bands  were  not  necessary  from  a  military 
point  of  view.  If  they  took  the  expendi- 
ture upon  them  at  £40  per  man  they 
would  find  the  cost,  beyond  the  drum- 
mers, £96,000.  In  addition  to  this,  he 
found  that  £10,000  was  also  put  down 
in  the  Estimates  as  some  sort  of  allow- 
ance to  the  bands,  and  this  would  make 
a  total  of  £106,000.  Now,  it  was  clear 
that  where  they  had  a  number  of  regi- 
ments together  in  a  garrison  town,  l&e 
Portsmouth  or  Aldershot  for  instance, 
there  was  no  use,  for  any  practical  pur- 
pose, of  having  half-a-dozen  bands  play- 
ing of  an  evening.  The  question  of  the 
desirability  of  having  these  bands  had 
been  discussed  in  the  French  Army ;  and 
it  had  been  maintained  by  many  eminent 
French  generals  that  great  economy 
might  be  effected  by  doing  away  with 
them  and  keeping  only  the  drummers 
and  buglers.  But  if,  in  England,  the 
War  Office  insisted  on  spending  this 
large  amount  of  money  on  bands  in 
excess  of  that  necessary  for  drummers 
and  buglers,  he  would  suggest  that  when 
a  number  of  regiments  or  battalions  were 
quartered  together  the  bands  should  be 
sent  to  the  different  manufacturing  towns 
and  be  allowed  to  play  for  the  benefit 
and  pleasure  of  those  who  paid  for  them. 
In  the  town  he  represented — Northamp- 
ton— the  people  were  very  fond  of  music, 
and  they  did  not  object  to  pay  their  fair 
share  of  this  £106,000,  provided  they 
benefited  by  it  in  some  way.  [**  Hear, 
hear ! '']  An  hon.  Member  saia  *'  Hear, 
hear!"  but  surely  it  would  be  more 
reasonable  that  these  bands,  instead  of 
being  locked  up  at  Aldershot,  should  be 
allowed  to  play  in  the  evening  in  tho 
market    places    of   our  manu&oturing 
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towns.  He  did  not  wish  to  press  the 
matter  any  further.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  had  complained 
that  no  Radical  had  spoken  on  the  sub- 
ject in  the  direction  of  economy.  He 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
Radicals  would  be  glad  to  go  on  discuss- 
ing this  matter  to  any  hour  in  the  morn- 
ing, if  they  thought  that  by  doing  so  they 
could  obtain  any  reduction  in  the  Ex- 
penditure. They  did  not  complain  of 
large  amounts  being  spent  on  the  Army 
in  order  that  the  country  might  be 
efficiently  defended.  They  wisned  to 
have  an  Army,  not  for  aggressive,  but 
for  defensive  purposes;  but  they  did 
hope,  now  that  they  had  a  Liberal 
Ministry  in  power,  IJiat  that  Ministry 
would  take  the  greatest  care  not  only  to 
make  the  Army  efficient,  but  to  make  it 
economical  and  cut  off  all  these  useless 
excrescences. 

Colonel  STANLEY :  I  do  not  wish 
to  interpose  for  more  than  two  or  three 
moments;  but  I  desire  to  put  a  few 
questions  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man which  cannot  be  put  at  any 
future  stage  of  the  proceedings  or  on 
any  other  Vote.  I  do  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  answering  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  spoken,  as  I  presume 
what  has  fallen  from  him  will  oe  dealt 
with  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
only  wish  to  ask,  with  regard  to  certain 
arrangements  proposed  for  the  Cavalry, 
whether  we  are  to  understand  distinctly 
from  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  they  are 
suspended  for  the  moment — that  he  does 
not  intend  to  take  any  further  action 
until  the  matter  has  again  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  Parliament.  That, 
I  think,  does  not  quite  clearly  appear 
from  the  remarks  he  made  the  other 
evening,  which  I  was  not  fortunate 
enough  to  hear.  As  to  the  question 
touched  on  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  County 
of  Cork  (Colonel  Colthurst),  with  regard 
to  allowing  a  certain  number  of  old 
soldiers  to  re-engage,  as  I  understand 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  what 
he  asked  for  was  not  that  the  Warrant 
should  be  altered  in  any  degree,  but 
merely  that  the  Secretary  of  State  should 
intimate,  in  whatever  manner  he  thought 
fit,  to  the  commanding  officers  that  his 
view  was  that  they  must  put  a  favour- 
able interpretation  on  the  terms  of  the 
Queen's  Regulations,  and  that  they  were 
not  to  be  tied  and  bound  to  the  speoial 
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classes  which,  at  the  present  time,  keep 
them  from  everything  but  a  very  partial 
selection.    The  hardship  is  considerable 
where  men  have  no  opportunity  to  go  to 
the  Reserve ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman finds  himself  able  favourably  to 
consider  the  matter  he  will  confer  a  great 
benefit  on  a  deserving  and  useful  class 
of  men.     As  to  the  officers'  quarters,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  as  I  under- 
stood, that  he  hoped  very  largely  to  re- 
duce the  expense,  both  to  the  public  and 
the  officers  themselves,   by  furnishing 
quarters  for  them.     I  would  venture  to 
point  out,  however,  that  it  is  not,  per- 
haps, quite   as  simple  a  matter  as  it 
looks.     The  question  has  already  been 
fully  gone  into,  and  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  not  only  will  you  have  to  send 
officers  to  particular  places  where  you 
will  have  furnished  quarters  for  them, 
but  that  you  will   have  to  send  them 
elsewhere  where  they  will  have  to  supply 
themselves  with   furniture.     You  will 
experience  the  danger  of  being  called 
upon  to  incur  g^eat  outlay  without  the 
officers  receiving  a  corresponding  bene* 
fit.     It  often  happens,  for  instance,  that 
at  the  last  moment  the  destination  of  a 
portion  of  a  regiment  is  changed;  and  it 
would  be  very  small  consolation  to  an 
officer  ordered  to  Naas  to  find  that  a 
comfortable  room  had  been   furnished 
for  him  in  Dublin.     At  present,  officers 
take  their  furniture  with  them ;  and  they 
are  able,  at  fair  expense,  to  shift  for 
themselves.     Then  there  is  a  question 
which  I  do  not  intend  to  go  into  at  this 
time  of  night ;  but  which,  I  think,  is 
well  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  is  in  re- 
spect to  the  stoppage  of  promotion  at 
the  present    time    in    the   Brigade   of 
Guards.     It  is  well  known  that  the  or- 
ganization of  the  Gbiards  is  somewhat 
peculiar — that  the  number  of  mounted 
officers,  strictly  speaking,  the  number  of 
majors  and  lieutenant  colonels  in  the 
Brigade  of    Guards,    is    not  precisely 
similar  to  that  of  the  battalions  in  the 
Line ;  and  it  is  clear  that,  unless  the 
systems  are   assimilated,    promotion  in 
the  Brigade  of  Guards  must  be  retarded. 
I  need  not  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  whole  reason  of  the  original 
Promotion   Warrants  was    to    prevent 
officers  being  blocked  in  the  lower  ranks 
and  being  hopelessly  dispirited  by  the 
impossibility  of  rising  from  the  lower  to 
the  higher  ranks.    That  feeling  prevails 
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in  the  Brigade  of  Guards,  as  well  as  in 
other  regiments ;  and  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  consider,  not  whe- 
ther the  Brigade  of  Guards  have  re- 
oeiTed  adyantages — which  I  am  not  here 
to  deny — but  to  see  whether  they  have 
leeeired  such  an  organization  and  such 
terms  of  promotion  as  will  place  them 
at  least  in  as  favourable  a  position  as 
the  Brigades  of  the  Line.     There  is  an- 
other question  which  is  of  some  import- 
ance— one  connected  with  the  extension 
of  the  ranges  rendered  necessary  by  the 
increased    use   of   the    Martini-Henry 
rifle.    That  question  had  arisen  when  I 
left  Office.     The  zone  of  danger  of  the 
Uartini  -  Henry   rifle  is  so  very  much 
larger  than  that  of  the  rifles  in  use  by 
the  Auxiliary  Forces,  that  no  doubt  in- 
junctions will  be  obtained  against  the 
use  of  that  weapon  at  some  of  the  exist- 
ing inland  ranges.     I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  stops  to  meet 
die  difficulty.    The  first  thing  that  sug- 
gests itself  to  one's  mind  is  that  ranges 
diould  be  obtained  close  to  the  sea ;  but 
It  these  ranges  you  are  not  able  to  ob- 
tiin  that  valuable  practice — field  firing. 
I  can  only  express  my  regret  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  unable  to  lay 
OQ  the  Table  of  the  House  some  por- 
tions, at  all  events,  of  the  Beport  of  Sir 
Daniel  Lysons'  Committee,  that  Com- 
mittee having  been  assembled  to  delibe- 
rate upon  the  field-firing  of  the  Army. 
I  regret  he  has  not  given  us  something 
to  show  in  which  direction  the  ideas  of 
the  Committee  tended.     Whatever  else 
I  may  have  to  say  upon  Army  matters 
I  will  postpone  until  a  future  occasion. 

Mr.  CHILDEE8  :  I  think  it  will  now 
be  the  wish  of  the  Committee  that  I 
should  reply  to   the  various  questions 
addressed  to  me  from  both  sides  of  the 
House ;  and  I  may,  in  a  word,  say  I  am 
obliged  to  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men for  the  spirit  in  which  those  ques- 
ttoDs  have  been  asked.     The  hon.  and 
gallant    Gentleman  (Sir  Bobort   Loyd 
Lindsay)  has  asked  me  if  the  Pay  De- 
partment   is    working  well.      The    or- 
ganization of  the  Pay  Department  is  cue 
of  the   good  deeds  for   which  we   are 
indebted  to    the    late  Government.  It 
is  the  fact  that  the  Department  is  work- 
ing well ;  and  we  have  every  reason  to 
beheve  it  will  continue  to  do  so.     With 
respect  to  the  Medical  Department  I 
may  say  the  same  thing.     There  is  no 
laok  of  officers;  a  matter  which,  in  years 


past,  we  so    much  deplored    in    both 
services.     We  have  not  found  it  even 
necessary  to  take  advantage  of  the  per* 
mission  granted  in  the  Warrant  to  go 
to  the^Medical  Schools  for  a  portion  of 
the  medical  officers  of  the  Army.     My 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has  spoken  of 
the  First  Army  Corps,  and  has  asked 
me  if  I  could  give  the  Committee  some 
information  about  it?    He  prefaced  his 
remarks  by  the  suggestion — which,  how- 
ever, he  did  not  say  he  was  prepared  to 
propose — that  the  number  of  men  of  the 
Line  at  home  might,  with  advantage, 
be  raised  by   10,000.    I  do  not  deny 
the  advantage  from  one  point  of  view  ; 
and  if  Parliament  desires  greatly  to  pay 
another  £750,000  towards  the  Army  it 
could  be  well  laid  out  in  that  way.     I, 
however,  on  my  own  responsibility,  am 
not  prepared  to  make  such  a  proposal 
to  Parliament.     I  have  obtained  precise 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
First  Army  Corps  at  the  present  time, 
not  only  with  respect  to  the  Infantry, 
which  I  specially  alluded  to  in  moving 
the  Estimates,  and  which  I  showed  the 
Committee     had     reached     their    full 
strength  within  a  mere  trifle,  but  as  to 
the  rest  of  the  Corps.     In  moving  the 
Estimates  I  stated  that  what  we  wanted 
was  not  merely  a  satisfactory  Infantry 
Establishment ;  but  such  a  condition  of 
the  whole  of  the  First  Army  Corps  as 
would  enable  us  within  a  few  days,  on 
an  emergency,  to  send  an  efficient  Army 
abroad.     I  am  now  in  a  position  to  say 
that  whereas  the  Peace  Establishment 
of  the  First  Army  Corps — Cavalry,  Ar- 
tillery, Engineers,  Infantry,  Guards,  and 
Commissariat — is  27,285  men,  the  actual 
strength  at  this  moment  is  27,838,  so 
that  we  have  brought,  though  not  with- 
out considerable  labour  on  the  part  of 
those  who  are  responsible  for  this  part 
of  the  War  Office   business,  the  First 
Army  Corps  to  above  the  Peace  Estab- 
lishment.   We  shall  want  another  5,000 
men  to  bring  the  Corps  up  to  a   war 
footing;    but,  of   course,  they  can  be 
easily  obtained   from  the    First  Class 
Army  Eeserve.     My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  thinks  we  are  attaching  too  much 
importance  to  public  works  at  Alder- 
shot,   and  says  we  would  do  well   to 
spend    more  upon  the    depots  in  the 
territorial  districts,    and  less  upon  the 
accommodation  of  troops  at  Aldershot, 
and  he  spoke  of  housing  the  different 
regiments  in  barracks  in  their  own  dis- 
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tricts.  I  may  point  out,  it  was  never  in- 1 
tended  that  territorial  regiments  should 
always  be  quartered  in  their  own  dis- 
tricts. They  must,  in  turn,  move  from 
one  to  another  station,  so  that  it  would 
be  impossibe  to  carry  out  our  military 
system  if  battalions  were  always  to  be 
in  their  own  territorial  districts.  I  ad- 
mit that,  in  past  years,  these  moves, 
have  been  excessive ;  but,  out  of  the  16 
years  in  which  a  battalion  is  to  re- 
main at  home,  there  must  be  several 
necessary.  What  we  are  doing  at  Al- 
dershot  does  not  appear  to  have  been 
quite  understood.  Many  of  the  huts 
have  become  so  dilapidated  that  some 
of  them  are  hardly  fit  to  put  men  in 
them;  and  what  we  are  doing  is,  re- 
building the  huts  with  more  permanent 
material,  without  attempting  to  add  to 
the  accommodation.  The  rebuilding  of 
the  huts  was  not  commenced  by  us,  but 
by  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  op- 

Sosite  (Colonel  Stanley),  and  all  we  are 
oing  is  carrying  on  the  work  a  little 
more  rapidly.  My  hon.  and  gidlant 
Friend  (Sir  Eobert  Loyd  Lindsay)  re- 
ferred to  the  recruiting  Eeport  in  detail, 
and  I  am  glad  he  spoke  too  much  in 
praise  of  the  work  done  by  the  Depart- 
ment and  General  Bulwer.  He  said — 
though  not  quite  consistently  with  the 
opinion  expressed  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  —  he  hoped  we 
should  not  be  too  fast  in  raising  the 
standard  of  age  from  19  to  20.  1 
should  be  glad  if  we  could  bring  the 
minimum  of  age  to  20 ;  but  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  wise  to  run  any  risk  in 
doing  80  prematurely.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Ayrshire  (Colonel  Alexander),  and  other 
hon.  Members,  have  spoken  to  me  about 
the  reduction  in  the  standard  of  height. 
The  reduction  of  the  standard  of  height 
does  not  at  all  mean  that  no  men  above 
5  feet  4  inches  enlist.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  proportion  who  enlist  at  5  feet 
4  inches  or  5  feet  5  inches  is  very  small. 
But  hon.  Members  are  quite  mistaken 
in  thinking  we  have  adopted  a  standard 
lower  thau  formerly.  For  years  past 
the  standard  of  height  has  varied;  it 
has  been  altered  as  recruiting  has  im- 
proved or  fallen  off.  What  we  have 
thought  is,  that  it  is  better  to  fix  a 
certain  standard  and  not  to  alter  it; 
and  we  have  fixed  it  at  5  feet  4 
inches,  which  is  above  the  standard 
of   any   other    European    Army.     If 


it  should  become  necessary  to  check 
recruiting,  we  think  it  would  be  well 
to  do  so  in  some  other  way  than  by 
changing  the  standard.  That  is  the  de- 
liberate conclusion  we  arrived  at,  after 
consultation  with  our  Military  Advisers. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Elincardineshire  (Sir  George  Balfour) 
has  spoken  about  Cavalry  organization, 
and  recommended  a  reversion  to  the 
squadron  formation  which  had  been  ap- 
proved some  years  ago,  but  which  shortly 
afterwards  was  changed  back  again  to 
the  troop  formation.  I  think  it  too  late 
to-night  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  so 
purely  technical  a  question,  although  it 
is  one  on  which  there  is  considerable 
difference  of  opinion  amongst  military 
officers.  There  was  weighty  evidence 
in  favour  of  reverting  to  troop  forma- 
tion ;  and  I  can  only  answer  that  at 
this  moment  we  are  not  prepared  to 
revert  to  the  squadron  formation.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  also  sug- 
gested that  the  principal  officers  under 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  fumii^ 
independent  Beports  every  year  as  to 
the  work  of  their  several  Departments, 
and  that  the  Secretary  of  State  should 
lay  those  Beports  with  his  own  opinion 
before  Parliament.  I  do  not  think  that 
would  conduce  to  harmonious  working, 
but  that,  on  the  contrary,  it  would  greatly 
interfere  with  the  responsibility  of  the 
Minister  and  the  confidential  advice  of 
his  subordinates.  Hon.  Gentlemen  have 
spoken  of  the  prospects  of  subaltern  offi- 
cers  in  the  Brigade  of  Guards ;  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  am  not  prepared  to 
close  the  door  absolutely  to  some  modi- 
fication of  the  present  system.  What  I 
will  say  is  this — and  I  think  those  who 
offer  their  criticisms,  or  who  know  the 
story  of  the  constitution  of  the  Guards 
Regiment,  will  confirm  me — that  what- 
ever disadvantages  the  officers  of  the 
Guards  may  be  under  at  the  present 
time  is  certainly  not  due  to  anything  we 
did  last  year,  but  quite  the  reverse.  By 
the  Warrant  of  June,  1 881,  we  improved 
the  position  of  officers  of  the  Guards 
more  than  we  did  that  of  officers  of 
the  Line.  There  is,  I  admit,  a  con- 
siderable disadvantage  in  respect  to 
promotion  in  the  Guards  as  compared 
with  promotion  with  other  regiments. 
I  believe  the  real  secret  is  this — that  a 
large  proportion  of  officers  who  go  into 
the  Guards  do  not  take  that  step  with 
the  intention  of  remaining  in  the  Ser* 
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lioe  an  their  liyes,  but  only  with  the 
intention  of  spending  a  short  time  there, 
and  then  following  other  careers.     The 
hon.     and    gallant    Colonel    (Colonel 
Alexander)  said  that  at  Pontefract  I 
entirely  attributed  the  large  recruiting 
we  haye  witnessed  to  the  improved  posi- 
tion of  the  non-commissioned  officers.   I 
nerer  used  the  word  ''  entirely ;  "I  never 
attributed  the  improvement  in  recruit- 
ing solely  to  any  particular  cause ;  neither 
does  the  Inspector  General,  in  his  Ee- 
port,  attribute  it  solely  to  the  reduction 
in  the  standard  of  height  or  to  localiza- 
tion.    I  have  read  the  Eeport  of  the  In- 
spector General  of  Eecruiting,  and  he 
expressly   says  the  better  prospects  of 
soldiers    are    bringing    in    more    men 
and  better  men.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Colonel  a&ked  me  a  question  about  the 
invitation  to  the  First  Class  Keserve  to 
enter  military  service  in  South  Africa, 
and  he  said  we  were  recklessly  dispers- 
ing what  we  had  g^t  together  with  so 
much  success.  Quite  recently  the  charge 
against  us  was  that  we  were  not  getting 
ihem  together ;  but  now  we  are  charged 
vith  dispersing  them.    I  think  that  200 
Seserve    men   have  accepted  military 
lervice   in  South   Africa;   and    surely 
that,  out  of  25,000  or  27,000,  is  not  a 
▼ery  great  dispersion  of  the  Army  Be- 
lerve.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
used  language  as  to  the  steps  we  are 
taking  to  obtain  a   better  class  of  re- 
eroits  which  I  regret.     He  said  that  the 
lees  we  say  about  the  character  of  the 
recruits  the  better.      I  deny  this   em- 
phatically.    We  want  to  get  out  of  the 
public  mind  the  idea  that  the  men  who 
go  into  the  Army  are  men  who  have 
been  in  some  scrape  or  other.    We  wish 
to  get  men  whose  character  will  bear 
investigation ;  and  I  am  very  happy  to 
lay  that  during  the  last  year  we  have 
been  getting  a  better  class  of  men — men 
whose  character  will  stand  inquiry,  and 
who  go  into  the  Army,  not  to  get  out 
of  scrapes,  but  because  they  think  the 
Army  is  a  good  Profession,  and  that, 
with  reference  to  their  permanent  pro- 
spects, theymight  as  well  enter  it  as  follow 
any  other  employment.     Then  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said  the  terri- 
torial system  had  failed,  because  so  few 
men  were  recruited  territorially.    If  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  referred 
to  the  Inspector  General's  Beport,  he 
would  see  that  51  per  cent  of  the  re- 
croits  already  come  from  the  territorial 


districts  of  their  battalions ;  and  I  think 
that  is  a  very  satisfactory  result,  con- 
sidering the  short  time  the  system  has 
been  in  force.  Then  I  have  been  asked 
again  whether  I  am  prepared  to  allow 
privates,  who  have  not  become  non-com- 
missioned officers  in  their  first  term  of 
service,  to  re-engage  ?  To  this  I  must 
again  reply  in  the  negative.  If  a  man 
has  not  become  a  non-commissioned  offi- 
cer it  is  10  to  1  that  he  is  not  worth 
re-engaging ;  and  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  additional  cost  to  the 
State  of  re-engaging  a  man  who,  at  the 
end  of  his  second  term,  will  have  a  pen- 
sion, is  equivalent  to  a  present  payment 
of  between  £200  to  £300.  But,  carry- 
ing out  what  I  said  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  the  other  day, 
if  there  is  any  misunderstanding  in 
the  minds  of  commanding  officers  as  to 
the  circumstances  under  which  they  may 
recommend  men  for  re- engagement  it 
shall  be  set  right.  I  said,  some  days  ago, 
that  I  thought  already  some  200  men  had 
been  re-engaged,  and  that  if  a  special 
cause  was  assigned,  and  it  was  shown 
that  a  man  was  worth  retaining,  he 
would  be  re-engaged.  I  am  told  that 
there  have  been  not  more  than  one  or 
two  cases  in  which  men  have  been  re- 
fused. The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Eustace  Cecil)  went  into  a  question 
which  it  would  be  impossible  at  this  time 
of  night  to  answer  ;  he  repeated  a  com- 
parison he  made  in  1881,  not  between  the 
Estimates  for  this  year  and  for  former 
years,  but  between  the  Estimates  of  pre- 
vious years  and  the  Estimates  of  last 
year.  Last  year  I  went  over  each  figure 
that  the  noble  Lord  has  given  to-night, 
and  explained  them,  as  I  thought,  to  his 
satisfaction.  Now,  he  has  given  some 
figures  in  the  nature  of  a  comparison 
between  this  year  and  two  years  ago,  and 
says  we  have  this  year  2,671  men  less 
than  in  1880-1,  and  spent  £500,000 
more.  I  have  looked  over  the  Esti- 
mates, and  I  cannot  find  that  diminu- 
tion; on  the  contrary,  we  have  1,000  more 
men.  The  noble  Lord  must  remember 
that  two  years  ago  the  Estimates  showed 
a  reduction  of  3,000  ;  and,  therefore,  as 
between  three  years  ago  and  the  present 
time,  there  is,  no  doubt,  a  reduction 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL :  I  took  into 
account  the  whole  force. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS:  The  noble  Lord, 
speaking  of  the  comparative  expendi- 
ture, said  we  had  2,671  fewer  men,  but 
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greater  expenditure.  Oar  expenditure 
depends  not  on  the  number  of  men  in  a 
jear 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL:  What  I 
wished  to  show  was  that  the  number  of 
Begular  Forces  in  this  country  and  in 
India  was,  in  point  of  fact,  greater  in 
1880  than  it  now  is. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  have  nothing  to 
say  for  the  Force  in  India.  We  do  not 
pay  for  it,  and  to  refer  to  it  in  com- 
paring what  we  do  pay  in  different 
years  is  utterly  beside  the  question. 
But  the  simple  fact  is  that  between 
1880-1  and  1882-3  there  is  an  increase 
of  £400.000,  with  an  increase  in  men 
of  above  1,000.  Of  this  £400,000, 
£300,000  is  due  to  Naval  Ordnance, 
£30,000  to  the  Autumn  Manoeuvres,  and 
the  rest  to  the  Volunteers  and  automatic 
increase  in  Non-Effective  Charges.  As 
to  this  last,  the  noble  Lord  is  quite 
wrong.  He  said  that  in  1880-1  the 
charge  was  £2,743,000;  while  last  year 
it  was  £3,019,000,  or  a  difference  of 
£276,000.  I  explained  last  year  that 
that  apparent  increase  was  caused  by  the 
transfer  of  items  from  one  Vote  to  an- 
other— for  instance,  retired  officers  who 
were  colonels  of  regiments  used  to  be 
charged  to  the  Effective  Votes,  and  are 
now  charged  to  Non-Effective.  Of  course 
there  is,  and  must  for  some  years  be,  an 
increase  in  these  Votes,  until  the  effects 
of  short  service  on  the  Pension  List  are 
felt.  The  noble  Lord  also  asked,  what 
does  '*  Royal "  mean  in  connection  with 
the  Artillery  Militia?  Just  what  it  means 
when  a  Militia  regiment  becomes  a 
battalion  of  a  Royal  Line  regiment. 
The  noble  Lord  and  one  or  two  other 
hon.  Members  asked,  with  alarm,  what 
were  the  contemplated  reductions  in  re- 
gimental officers?  I  contemplate  no 
mrther  reductions.  Last  year,  in  doubling 
the  number  of  field  officers,  we  reduced 
the  aggregate  regimental  officers  by  400 
or  500.  My  noble  Friend  also  spoke 
about  the  abolition  of  regimental  sub- 
scriptions. I  have  explained  that  we 
are  endeavouring  to  keep  down  mess 
expenditure  ;  but  I  did  not  say  we  pro- 
posed to  abolish  all  regimental  sub- 
scriptions. The  noble  Lord  also  spoke 
about  the  Committee  on  the  change  of 
uniform.  I  have  had  to  meet  Motions 
brought  forward  by  hon.  and  gallant 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
— to  resist  which  I  had  no  assistance 
from  the  noble  Lord — on  the  subject 
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of  soldiers'  uniform,  particularly  in  the 
case  of  men  on  active  serrioe.  I  said 
we  had  appointed  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire whether  any  changes  were  re- 
quired in  the  colour  or  character  of  uni- 
forms on  active  service ;  and  I  was  care- 
ful to  explain  that,  whatever  advantage 
one  colour  might  have  over  another 
in  point  of  visibilityy  that  was  not  the 
only  question.  My  noble  Friend  asked 
whether  it  was  true  that  we  were  going 
to  take  away  the  patronage  of  the  pre- 
sent colonels  of  the  Ouards  ?  I  have  no 
such  intention ;  but  in  process  of  time 
there  will  be  no  longer  paid  colonels  of 
the  Guards.  As  vacancies  occur  in  these 
colonelcies,  their  successors  will  be 
honorary  only ;  and  other  arrangements 
will  be  necessary  as  to  the  patronage 
they  now  have  in  first  appointments. 
The  noble  Lord  asked  when  the  Ord- 
nance Committee,  which  has  been  sitting 
for  three  years,  would  present  their  Re- 
port? The  Committee  has  only  been 
sitting  one  year,  and  it  has  done  a 
g^eat  deal  of  work,  and  presented  a 
number  of  most  useful  Reports,  the  re- 
sult of  a  great  variety  of  experiments ; 
and  I  think  it  has  done  its  work  re* 
markably  well,  and  rapidly.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Fletcher) 
raised  two  questions  of  grievance — one 
as  to  retired  purchase  captains,  the 
other  as  to  the  supersession  of  certain 
Line  officers.  As  to  the  first  question,  I 
am  not  prepared  to  increase  the  pay  of 
officers  who  had  finally  retired  under 
former  Warrants.  I  could  not  venture 
to  disturb  the  well-known  arrangement 
in  all  Departments  that,  when  an  officer 
has  retired  under  the  Regulations  then  in 
force,  his  retired  pay  cannot  be  increased 
to  the  scale  of  subsequent  Retirement 
Regulations.  Any  departure  from  this 
rule  would  raise  thousands  of  claims, 
from  not  only  Military,  but  Naval  and 
Civil  officers.  Personally,  I  sympathize 
with  some  of  these  officers ;  but  I  cannot 
take  any  action  in  this  direction.  As  to 
the  question  of  supersession,  the  case  is 
this.  In  the  Line,  promotion  is  regi- 
mental. It  is  extremely  rapid  in  some 
regiments,  but  slow  in  others.  That  is 
one  of  the  disadvantages  of  the  regi- 
mental system ;  and  in  dealing  with 
other  corps,  where  promotion  is  by 
seniority,  all  we  can  possibly  do  is  to 
see  that,  on  the  average,  their  promotion 
is  equitable.  By  the  great  improvement 
made  last  year  in  the  promotion  of  the 
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Line — when    we    doubled    their    field 
officers — we  greatly  disturbed  the  re- 
latire  position  of  other  corps,  especially 
the  Artillery  and  Engineers;  and  this 
inequality  we  have  partially  redressed. 
We  effected  this  by,  among  other  changes, 
tllowing  majors  of   Artillery  and  En- 
gineers promoted  before  1877  the  Army 
rank    of  colonel  after  seven  years,  a 
privilege  enjoyed  by  the  Line.   This  put 
a  few  of  these  officers  over  some  25  of  the 
line  officers  whose  promotion  was  slowest, 
and  in  their  interest  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  has  spoken.     But  it  is  impos- 
nble  to  do  anything  for  them ;  and,  in 
fact,  19  out  of  the  25  have  had  slow 
promotion  by  their  own  voluntary  action, 
BQch  as  exchanges  to  other  regiments. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham  (Mr. 
C.  Seely)  spoke  of  the  insufficient  propor- 
tion of  Artillery  to  the  rest  of  the  Army. 
I  have  done  nothing  to  disturb  that  pro- 
portion.    The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  East  Devon  (Colonel  Walrond)  made 
some  suggestions  about  the  Volunteers 
vhich  appear  to  me  worth  consideration. 
As  I  have  said,  we  hope  to  be  able  to 
issue  Martini-Henry  rifles  to  Volunteers 
after  the  issue  to  the  Militia  is  com- 
pleted; and  I  have  already  expressed 
my  hope  that  before  long  efficiency  will 
be  tested  by  some  other  rule  than  merely 
the  expenditure  of  so  many  rounds.  The 
tight  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Colonel  Stanley)  asked  one  or  two 
^estions,  which  I  will  answer.      We 
we  entirely  suspended  any  decision  as 
to  changes  in  Cavalry  organization,  and 
no  new  plan  will  bo  adopted  until  Par- 
liament   has    been    informed.      As   to 
ranges,  we  are  quite  alive  to  the  import- 
ance of  their  extension,  and  we  are  ask- 
ing  further  provision  for  this  purpose. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere)  has  made  some 
■Qggestions,  and  I  shall  be  happy  to  have 
Us  assistance  in  effecting  economies.     I 
shall  always  give  a  willing  ear  to  the 
mggestions  of  any  hon.  Member  who 
can  suggest  any  direction  in  which  I 
can  effect  economy.     My  hon.  Friend 

Eoposes  that  we  should  abolish  the 
fe  Quards,  and  complains  of  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Foot  Ouards  in  London, 
and  the  military  bands.  As  to  the  latter 
point,  whatever  some  French  unnamed 
uenerals  may  have  said,  regimental 
hands  are  not  abolished  in  Germany, 
France,  Italy,  or  Austria,  and  I  should 
hesitate   very  much   to    abolish    them 


here.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise 
to  abolish  the  Household  Cavalry,  who 
form  part  of  the  small  garrison  of 
London,  and  who  are  probably  the 
steadiest  body  of  men  in  the  Army.  The 
expense  of  the  Foot  Guards  is  not  so 
much  in  excess  of  the  expense  of  Line 
regiments  as  my  hon.  Friend  thinks. 
Ho  has  referred  to  the  special  pay  and 
mess  allowances  to  the  Foot  Guards;  but 
the  Foot  Guards  have  not  barracks  as 
the  Line  officers  have,  and  these  extra 
allowances  are  intended  to  represent 
the  difference,  everything  being  consi- 
dered, between  the  expenses  of  officers 
with  quarters  and  others  without  quar- 
ters, but  obliged  to  live  in  London. 

Sir  HENEY  FLETCHER  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  the  case  of  the  colour  sergeants  ? 
Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Yes  ;  I  took  down 
the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  on  that  subject,  and  I  think 
there  is  some  force  in  them. 

General  BURNABY  wished,  in  re- 
gard to  the  last  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  House  should 
know  the  officers  of  the  Foot  Guards 
did  not  draw  any  lodging  allowance. 
There  was  another  subject,  but  which 
had  not  been  touched  upon  in  the  course 
of  the  evening.  In  1877  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  Chairman  of  a  Select 
Committee  which  inquired  into  the  best 
means  of  providing  civil  employment  for 
soldiers,  sailors,  and  marines.  He 
(General  Burnaby)  had  always  been  an 
advocate  for  the  employment  of  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  soldiers,  sailors,  and 
marines  in  the  Public  Offices ;  and  he 
hoped  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  some  satisfactory  steps 
in  that  direction  had  been  taken.  He 
had  no  desire  to  take  the  bread  out 
of  the  mouths  of  any  persons  at  present 
employed  in  the  Public  Offices ;  but 
he  was  satisfied  that  it  would  be 
greatly  to  the  advantage  of  the  sol- 
diers if  a  certain  proportion  of  them 
were  able  to  find  public  employment  in 
the  manner  distinctly  recommended  by 
the  Committee  presided  over  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  In  the  con- 
cluding paragraph  of  their  Report, 
which  had  now  been  presented  for  some 
years,  the  Committee  said — 

"  Your  Committee  desire  to  express  an  earnest 
hope  that  the  recommendations  we  have  made, 
and  the  evidence  on  which  they  have  been 
made,  may  bo  taken  into  consideration  by  the 
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Department  concerned  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible.*' 

That  Eeport  was  dated  1877,  fire  years 
ago;  and  he  (General Bumaby)  really 
thought  the  time  had  now  arrived  when 
something  should  be  done  to  give  effect 
to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee. There  was  one  short  passage  in 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  which  he 
thought  was  a  very  telling  one,  and 
which  was  likely  to  have  considerable 
effect  upon  the  men  who  were  induced 
to  offer  their  services  to  the  Army.  The 
passage  he  referred  to  was  this — that  if 
there  were  to  be  any  inducements  in 
regard  to  a  future  provision  for  the  men 
entering  the  Military  and  Naval  Service 
of  the  country,  they  should  be  made 
known  at  the  time  the  men  entered  the 
Service,  so  that  they  might  be  made  fully 
aware  of  all  the  inducements  that  were 
offered  to  them  and  the  prospects  they 
had  to  look  forward  to.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore)  proposed  to  reduce  the  expendi- 
ture upon  the  bands.  The  bands  were 
an  important  element  in  the  Army,  and 
did  much  to  stimulate  the  energies  and 
revive  the  spirits  of  the  men.  The 
House  should  know  that  bandsmen 
were  trained  soldiers  and  regularly 
practised  riflemen,  and  that  the  officers 
contributed  large  sums  of  money  to- 
wards the  support  of  the  bands,  and 
made  no  complaint.  He  would  cer- 
tainly protest  against  any  proposition 
that  was  calculated  to  impair  the  exist- 
ence or  efficiency  of  the  bands.  The 
officers  themselves  had  no  wish  to  re- 
duce the  expenditure  on  the  bands,  and 
he  did  not  think,  in  the  absence  of  any 
representations  from  the  officers,  that 
any  enforced  reduction  should  be  made ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had  no 
doubt  it  would  be  hailed  as  a  boon 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  would,  by  making 
a  grant  from  the  State,  do  away  with 
some  of  the  contributions  which  the 
officers  now  found  themselves  compelled 
to  make.  He  believed  that  such  a  re- 
lief would  be  highly  acceptable  to  the 
officers.  He  did  not  presume  the  State 
would  do  this,  and  until  it  did  the  officers 
were  perfectly  willirg  to  continue  their 
subscriptions  from  ttieir  pay  in  order  to 
provide  that  which  they  knew  from  ex- 
perience to  be  so  greatly  appreciated  by 
the  men  under  their  command.  What, 
after  a  long  and  tedious  march,   when 
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the  men  assembled  round  the  camp  fires, 
weary,  wet,  and  footsore,  was  a  grater 
enjoyment  than  to  listen  to  the  cheer- 
ful strains  of  the  baud  ?  Therefore,  he 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  on  any  account  to  take  any  step  that 
might  impair  the  effioieocy  of  the  bands, 
and  do  away  with  one  of  the  institutions 
of  the  Service  which  was  fully  appre- 
ciated by  the  men  and  regarded  by 
everyone  with  the  highest  satisfaction. 
There  were  one  or  two  other  points  upon 
which  he  should  like  to  say  a  few  words. 
In  the  first  place,  in  regard  to  the  First 
Class  Army  Reserve,  he  was  informed 
there  were  reports  abroad  that  some  men 
who  were  recently  drafted  into  the  First 
Class  Army  Reserve  took  ship  and  went 
to  America ;  but  he  believed  that  it  was 
confined  to  a  few  men  of  the  Rifle 
Brigade  now  at  Cork.  Nevertheless, 
it  was  certainly  whispered  currently 
that  many  of  the  men  who  ought  to  be 
in  the  Reserve  had  left  the  country. 
Naturally  the  names  of  all  the  men  who 
had  evaded  service  in  the  Reserve  would 
in  due  course  be  struck  off  the  pay 
lists.  Some  remarks  had  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion  in  re- 
ference to  the  uniform  of  the  regi- 
mental officers.  Of  course,  the  uniform 
was  an  expensive  article ;  but  he  was 
not  aware  that  the  officers  had  made  any 
complaint  in  any  way,  and,  therefore,  the 
matter  should  be  allowed  to  rest  until 
they  did.  The  same  might  be  said  of  the 
mess  expenses.  -He  believed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  that  the 
mess  allowances  should  not  be  in  any  way 
reduced  or  increased  from  the  sum  at 
which  they  were  at  i>resent  fixed ;  but  it 
was  suggested  that  an  officer's  messing 
should  be  limited  to  4«.  per  day.  He 
believed  that  that  proposal  was  creating 
a  feeling  of  discontent  in  some  of  the 
regiments.  The  officers  naturally  said— 
'^If  a  friend  asks  me  to  dinner,  he  does 
not  tell  me  what  that  dinner  costs,  nor 
do  I  ask  him.''  The  officers  in  this  case 
certainly  did  not  like  the  interference  to 
which  they  were  subjected ;  and  the 
proposition  to  which  he  referred  was 
undoubtedly  creating  an  unpleasant 
feeling  among  them,  and,  if  enforced, 
would  drive  officers  out  of  the  mess  to 
get  their  meals,  to  restaurants  and 
clubs  at  greater  cost,  and  the  loss  of 
what  had  been  a  great  bond  of  union 
in  the  English  Army.  Now,  he  hap- 
pened to  know  wliat  the  largest  mazi- 
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mam  amount  expended  in  mess  expenses 
per  month  in  connection  with,  some 
regiments  was.  Take  the  case  of  the 
Bifle  Brigade.  He  had  been  informed 
by  one  of  the  officers  of  that  brigade, 
who  happened  to  occupy  the  position  of 
mess  president  of  a  Kifle  J3rigade  bat- 
talion, that,  after  an  experience  of  17 
years,  it  had  been  ascertained  that  the 
maximum  cost  was  £13  a-month.  The 
officer  in  question  did  not  consider  that 
that  was  an  excessive  sum,    nor,    he 

Scleral  Bumaby)  confessed,  did  he. 
>f  course,  the  officers  liked  to  bo  not 
only  oiyil,  but  to  be  enabled  to  return 
ho^itality  towards  those   with   whom 
they  were  brought  into  contact,  and  they 
inrariably   did  all  in   their   power   to 
render  the  Army  as  popular  as  possible. 
The  extraordinary   expenditure   of  an 
officer  serving  in  Ireland  was  put  down 
at  £50  a-year.  [An  hon.  Member  :  No !] 
He  knew,  as  a  positive  fact,  by  expe- 
rience, that  the  sum  he  mentioned  was 
right.     With  regard   to  the  Eesorves, 
he  should  like  to  add  to  what  he  had 
laid,  that    there  was,    at  the  present 
moment,  much  anxiety  to  know  whether 
the  26,000   men    now  composing    the 
Force  would  be  called  out  for    some 
period  of  service.     When  the  men  were 
called  out  under  the  old  system  two  or 
three  years  ago,  it  was  found  that  some 
of  the  men — and  he  was  alluding  to 
facts  which  came  immediately  under  his 
own  notice  —  were  receiving  pay,  not 
only  in  one,  but  in  two,  and  even  three 
different  districts.     The  very  same  man 
was  drawing  pay  from  various  distinct 
localities.     A  groat  deal  of  good  would 
ho  gained  by  calling  out  the  Beserves, 
if  it  were  only  in   enabling  the  War 
Office  to   ascertain   whether  the   same 
practice  were  resorted  to  now.     There 
tould  be  a  further  advantage  in  show- 
ing the  men  that  their  services  were 
Kally  required.     He  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  lull  the  men  into  a  feeling  that 
their  services  were  useless,  and  that  they 
were  to   rest  and  g^ow  rusty,   in  the 
bdief  that  they  would  never  be  called 
oat  at  all.     No  doubt,  many  of  the  men 
tho  belonged  to  the  ^Reserves  had  found 
omployment  in  connection  with  the  rail- 
ways and  in  other  directions.     So  far  as 
the  Bailway  Companies  were  concerned, 
he  had  taken  some  pains  to  ascertain 
how  many  men  belonging  to  the  Bo- 
lerves  were  employed,  believing  that  it 
nught  be  desirable  to  cleiss  them  sepa- 
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rately,  in  regard  to  the  time  of  the  year 
when  they  were  called  out.    There  were 
times  during  the  year  when  the  Hallway 
Companies  could  better  spare  them  than 
at  others.     The  largest  number  of  these 
Reserve  men   were    employed    by  the 
Midland   Railway   Company;  but    the 
Great  Northern  Company,  although  it 
possessed  a  personnel   of  about  17,500 
employes,    had    probably    the    least — 
namely,  74.     The  feeling  in  the  Army 
was    that    the    experiment,    so    far    as 
numbers  were    concerned,    had  failed. 
The  original  anticipation  in  regard  to 
the   Reserve   Force   was    that  by  this 
time  it  would  have  amounted  to  some 
50,000  men ;  whereas,  according  to  the 
Army  Estimates  of  the  present  year,  it 
only  amounted  to  26,000.  Hehad  listened 
very  carefully  to  the  remarks  which  had 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  evening, 
not  only  in  reference  to  a  First  Army 
Corps,  but  also  to  a  Second  Class  Army 
Corps,  and  he  had  endeavoured  to  realize 
what   the   existence   of   this    Force   of 
26,000  Reserve  men  meant.      He  was 
amazed  how  it  was   possible  that  the 
House  could  blind  its  eyes  to  the  fact 
that  at  this  moment  the  Continent  was 
bristling  with  men  under  arms.      Let 
it  also  think  of  the  hammers  at  work  in 
every  dockyard  and  arsenal  of  Europe. 
He  believed  that  altogether  there  were 
not  less  than  10,000,000  of  armed  men 
in   Europe    capable   of   being  brought 
under  arms  at  a  very  short  notice  ;  and 
without  having  more  regard  to  Prince 
Bismarck's     or    Prince    Gortschakoff's 
men,  or  those  of  any  other  Continental 
State,  as  compared  to  the  intrinsic  value 
of   the  men   who  composed  our    little 
Army,  ho  asked  the  House  to  think  of 
the  ambitions,  the  plottings,  the  plan- 
nings  in  the  minds  of  those  who  had  those 
forces  under  control,  and  to  say  if  it  was 
not  absurd  to  suppose  that  nothing  was 
likely  to  happen  in  the  turn  of  intrigues 
and  the  clash  of  those  mighty  hosts  to 
involve  English  interests.     Such  a  posi- 
tion, for  a  country  like  this,  and  such 
interests  at  stake,    was,  in  his  opinion, 
a  very  serious  thing  to  contemplate ;  and 
he  had  been  seriously  thinking,  while 
the  Committee  had  been  engaged  in  dis- 
cussing  all  this   tninutia  in  regard  to 
uniforms,  rank,  and  the  expenses  of  the 
mess  and  the  bands,  whether  it  would 
not  have  been  much  more  advantageous 
to  consider  the  propriety  of  practising 
the  massing  together  a  larger  body  of 
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men,  whose  services  might  happen  to  be 
required  at  a  moment's  warning,  and 
seeing  that  they  were  properly  equipped  ? 
Mr.  DILLWTN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  intimated  that  he  would  be 
thankful  for  any  suggestion  that  might 
improve  the  condition  of  the  Army. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  certainly 
made  one  which  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  Array  —  namely,  that  something 
should  be  done  to  reduce  the  excessive 
expenditure  which  was  incurred  in  con- 
nection with  the  Life  Guards  and  the 
Horse  Guards.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  did  not  agree  with  the  view 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton ;  but  he  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  made 
out  a  good  case.  The  Koyal  Horse 
Guards  were  not  soldiers  for  military 
purposes,  but  were  used  only  for  State 
purposes ;  and  he  certainly  thought  that, 
for  State  purposes,  one  regiment  would 
be  sufficient  instead  of  two.  He  also 
thought  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  have 
gone  into  more  detailed  explanation  in 
reference  to  the  reason  why  so  large  a 
force  was  really  required.  It  was  very 
well  known  that  these  regiments  were  of 
no  use,  but  that  they  were  really  em- 
ployed for  purposes  of  show ;  and  he 
very  much  regretted  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  not  gone  into  more  explana- 
tion than  he  had  done. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Secretary 
Childen,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day, 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  BILL.— [Bill  122.] 

{Mr.  Chamberlain^  Mr,  Ashley.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  beg  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I 
do  not  propose,  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
night,  to  oflPer  any  explanation  of  its 
provisions,  although  I  shall  be  prepared, 
if   hon.   Members  see  fit  to  put    any 

General  Burnahy 


questions  to  me,  to  deal  with  any  points 
that  may  be  raised.  If  the  measure  is 
read  a  second  time  I  propose  to  refer  it 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee  of  1-5  Members, 
nine  to  be  appointed  by  the  House  and 
six  by  the  Committee  of  Selection.  To 
the  same  Committee  we  propose  that  all 
Private  Bills  dealing  with  the  same  sub- 
ject shall  be  referred. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Mr,  ChamherlatHy) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  April  19,  Ordered,  That  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Electric  Lighting  Bill  do 
consist  of  Fifteen  Memberti,  Nine  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  House  and  Six  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection :~  Committee  nomiftated  of  ILr. 
Chamberlaix,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr.  Slaoo,  Mr. 
BoouD,  Mr.  Hendek8ox,  Mr.  Hexrt  Nosth- 
coTE.  Mr.  William  Fowler,  Mr.  BIollot, 
and  Mr.  Brooks: — With  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  recoids;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
.  Tuesday,  ISth  April,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— New  Member  SwoRX-Edwaid 
Sheil,  esquire, /or  Meath  County. 

Private  Bills  {by  Order)— Heeond  Reading-^ 
Aberdeen  Lighting  ♦ ;  Dublin  Electric  LigW 
and  Power  Company  • ;  Edison's  Electric 
Lighting*;  Westgate  and  South  Eaitern 
J  unction  liailway  *. 

PuHLic  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Local  Govemineftt 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  1)*J 
Local  Government  (Highways)  Provisional 
Order  (No.  !)•;  Local  Government  Prori« 
sional  Orders  (No.  1)*. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE   MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)- 
CAPTAIN  T.  BOLTON  JONES. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  the  Mr.  T.  Bohott 
Jones,  who  was  elected  clerk  of  tb« 
Petty  Sessions  of  Drumod  and  Drumsoftf 
county  Leitrim,  on  the  20th  March,  i» 
the  same  person  who  was  known  in  th6 
Leitrim  Militia  as  Captain  T.  Bolton 
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Joset;  and,  whether  there  was  any 
charge  against  the  latter  as  to  the  mis- 
appropriation of  mess-monejy  in  conse- 
quenee  of  which  he  had  to  sever  his 
eonneetion  with  the  regiment  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jodnson)  :  Mr. 
Jones,  formerly  a  captain  in  the  Leitrim 
Militia,  has  been  elected  clerk  of  the 
Petty  Sessions  district  of  Drumod  and 
Drumsna,  in  county  Leitrim.  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  such  charge  as  the  Ques- 
tion suggests  was  ever  made  against  him ; 
bat  his  appointment  has  not  yet  been 
ratified  by  His  Excellency  the  Lord 
Lieatenant,  and  before  it  is  rati  Bed  the 
Registrar  of  Petty  Sessions  Clerks  must 
be  in  a  position  to  satisfy  His  Excellency 
both  as  to  Mr.  Jones's  efficiency  and  in- 
tBgrity. 

Ma.  HEALY :  Was  there  no  charge 
against  him  of  misappropriating  mess- 
money? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  That 
question  would  necessarily  be  inquired 
into. 

UND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 
LAND  COURT,  NEW  ROSS. 

•     Me.  REDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for    Ireland,   Whether   he   is 
avare  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Land 
Court  sitting  at  Waterford  on  the  1 7th 
April,  includes  '*  that  part  of  the  union 
of  New  Ross,  in  the  counties  of  Wex- 
ford and  Kilkenny,"  and  if  he  can  state 
vhy  the  sixty  or  seventy  cases  arising  in 
the  union  of  New  Ross  cannot  be  heard 
b  that  town,  where  there  is  a  commo- 
dious  court  house  and  good  hotel  accom- 
modation, and  why  the  suitors  should  be 
pnt  to  the  inconvenience  of  having  their 
eases  heard  at  Waterford,  which  is  over 
twenty  miles  distant  from  the  homes  of 
a  great  number  of  them ;  whether  he  is 
aware    that    the    authorities    in    Mer- 
Hon  Street  have  refused  all  informa- 
tion to  the  tenants  as  to  the  hearing  of 
their  cases  until  a  fortnight  before  the 
sitting  begins  ;  whether  up  to  the   1st 
instant  no  list  of  cases  has  been  pub- 
lished ;  whether,  considering  that  valua- 
tors and  surveyors  have  to  be  employed, 
and  solicitors  instructed  in  the  several 
oases,  a  fortnight  is  sufficient  to  enable 
tsnants  to   bring  their  cases  properly 
into  court;  and,  whether  he  will  com- 
municate with  the  Land  Commission, 
with  a  yiew  to  having  the  professional 


gentlemen  engaged  in  the  several  cases 
consulted  in  the  making  of  future  ar- 
rangements as  to  Bxtures,  and  also  in 
order  that  the  cases  arising  in  the  iinion 
of  New  Ross  may  be  heard  in  that  town, 
it  being  the  most  convenient  place  for  all 
the  parties  concerned  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
Land  Court,  whicli  sat  at  Waterford 
yesterday,  is  empowered  by  the  Land 
Commission  to  hear  cases  in  which  ap- 
plications may  be  made  in  towns  in  the 
unions  other  than  the  town  appointed  as 
the  centre  of  the  district.  The  cases  re- 
ferred to  may,  therefore,  be  heard  at 
New  Ross  if  application  is  made  for  that 
purpose  to  the  Sub-Commission,  and 
that  Court  grant  the  application.  In 
reply  to  the  second  and  third  Questions, 
I  am  informed  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Land  Commission  that  the  authorities  in 
Merrion  Street  have  never  refused  infor- 
mation to  parties  applying  for  it,  where 
it  was  possible  to  give  it.  In  this  in- 
stance the  list  of  cases  was  published  on 
the  4th  of  April.  As  to  the  fourth  Ques- 
tion, there  is  no  reason  to  think  that  a 
fortnight's  notice  of  trial  is  not  sufficient. 
It  is  a  longer  time  than  required  for 
notice  of  trial  in  an  action  in  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  Judicature ;  and  pro- 
fessional gentlemen  are  usually  em- 
ployed, and  proofs  ready,  even  before 
notice  of  tnal  is  served.  As  to  the  last 
Question,  it  would  not  be  possible  to  meet 
the  individual  wishes  of  the  several  pro- 
fessional gentlemen  engaged  in  these 
cases  in  the  various  counties  in  Ire- 
land. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  ELECTION 
OF  POOR  L.\W  GUARDIANS— MR. 
O'flALLORAN,  A  SUSPECT. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  a  voting  paper  for  the  election 
of  guardians  for  the  Kiltullagh  Division, 
duly  tilled  up  by  Mr.  Martin  O'Halloran, 
suspect  in  Kilmainham  Gaol,  was  not 
forwarded  in  time  for  collection,  although 
he  had  explained  the  necessity  for  its 
despatch,  and  obtained  a  promise  that  it 
would  be  attended  to  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  The 
voting  paper  in  question  was  posted  im- 
mediately on  its  receipt  from  Mr.  O'Hal- 
loran.  There  was  no  default  on  the  part 
of  the  prison  authorities. 
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PRISONS  (IRELAND)  —  ENNISKILLEN 
GAOL-REG  CJLATION  AS  TO  VISITORS 
TO  PRISONERS  ON  ST.  PATRICK'S 
DAY. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  Letter  from 
Mr.  J.  Moyle  Mahonj,  a  suspect  in 
Enniskillen  Gaol,  published  m  the 
'*  Freeman's  Journal "  of  3rd  instant ; 
whether  it  is  true  that,  on  St.  Pa- 
trick's Day,  prisoners  in  the  various 
gaols  were  deprived  of  their  ordinary 
privileges  of  seeing  visitors,  as  provided 
by  the  prison  rules ;  whether,  on  Mr. 
Mahony  making  complaint  on  this  mat- 
ter to  the  Prisons  iBoard,  he  received 
through  the  Governor  a  reply,  to  the 
effect  that  they  approved  of  this  depar- 
ture from  the  prison  rules,  and  that  if 
he  attempted  to  make  the  matter  known 
to  the  Press,  that  he  ''would  never 
again  be  permitted  to  visit  anyone ; " 
and,  whether  he  will  have  this  matter  at 
once  inquired  into  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
persons  detained  under  the  Protection 
Act  in  the  various  gaols  in  Ireland  were 
not,  on  St.  Patrick's  Day,  deprived  of 
their  ordinary  privilege  of  seeing  visi- 
tors as  provided  by  the  Prison  Rules.  In 
Clonmel  Gaol  alone  (owing  to  the  Go- 
vernor's misapprehension  of  the  Rules) 
were  they  deprived  of  that  privilege ; 
and,  of  course,  this  miscarriage  will  not 
occur  again.  It  is  the  fact  that  no  visitor 
was  admitted  to  Mr.  Mahony  in  Ennis- 
killen Gaol  on  8t.  Patrick's  Day;  but 
this  was  simply  because  no  visitor  called 
to  see  him.  He  was,  I  believe,  informed, 
in  effect,  that  if  he  sent  out  letters  con- 
trary to  the  Rules  his  visits  would  be 
stopped  for  a  time.  There  is  nothing,  so 
far  as  I  can  see,  which  calls  for  inquiry. 

Me.  REDMOND  asked  whether  steps 
would  be  taken  to  make  the  Governors 
of  the  different  prisons  understand  and 
act  according  to  the  Rules  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  In 
every  case,  with  this  one  exception,  the 
Rules  have  been  acted  upon  and  under- 
stood by  the  different  Governors. 

STATE    OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED  OUT- 
RAGE  IN  WEXFORD  COUNTY. 

Me.  BARRY  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  Whether  any  report 


(OOMMONSI    Cand&mnsd  Priwmr  Lami<m.  ^^n 

has  reached  the  GoTemment  of  an  oat- 
rage  committed  by  the  wife  of  the  sub- 
inspector  of  police  at  Taghmon,  county 
Wexford,  who,  it  is  alleged,  on  the  8th 
instant,  fired  a  revolver  at  her  servant 
man,  whose  face  was  scorched  by  the 
discharge,  the  bullet  passing  through  a 
window  and  lodged  in  the  woodwork 
of  a  house  on  the  opposite  aide  of  the 
street ;  and,  if  the  Government  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  this  case  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  A 
civil  action  has  been  brought  by  the 
servant  in  this  case,  and,  it  being  still 
pending,  it  is  not  my  place  to  say  any- 
thing on  the  subject. 

Mja.  HEALY  inquired  whether  it  was 
not  the  duty  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  conduct  criminal  proceed- 
ings, instead  of  allowing  the  matter  to 
be  settled  by  a  civil  action  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  It  is 
not  my  duty  to  do  so. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— AR- 
RESTS IN  THE  COUNTY  OP  WEX- 
FORD. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that,  on  the  22nd  December  last,  five 
men  were  arrested  at  Clonrocht,  county 
Wexford,  on  the  same  charge ;  whether 
three  of  them  have  been  released  ;  whe- 
ther the  district  is  in  a  peaceful  condi- 
tion ;  and,  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  will  order  the  release  of  the 
two  men  still  detained  from  the  same 
district  and  on  the  same  charge  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  All 
these  men  have  been  released  except 
one,  named  O'Neill,  and  he  will  be  re- 
leased to-morrow. 

Mr.  REDMOND:  There  is  another 
man  named  Doran  still  detained. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  I 
think  not ;  but  I  will  inquire. 

CRIMINAL   LAW— THE  CONDEMNED 
PRISONER  LAMSON. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  any  representationB 
showing  that  the  further  evidence  stated 
to  be  on  the  way  from  America  with  re- 
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ferenoe  to  the  propriety  of  interfering  gested,  considerable  expense  would  be 

with  the  due  course  of  Law  in  the  case  incurred ;  and  I  do  not  think  this  would 

of  the  ooiiTiot  Lamson  for  the  crime  of  be  justified  in  view  of  the  fact  that  letters 

miirder»  are  of  any  different  character  which  are  sent  from  Australia  can,  if  the 

from  those  already  submitted  to  him,  writers  wish,  be  despatched  when  they 

wliioh  he  describes  as  affording  no  jus-  reach  Suez  by  quick  route,  vid  Brindisi, 

tification  for  advising  any  interference  and  arrive  in  England  at  least  a  week 

with  the  sentence  of  the  Law ;  and,  if  sooner  than  if  they  are  sent  by  the  long 

not,  whether  he    will  state    on    what  sea  route    by    way  of   GKbraltar   and 

grounds  he  has  inflicted  on  the  criminal  Plymouth. 
Sie  additional  punishment  of  ten  days' 

farther  suspense  and  doubt  ?  NAVY— INDIAN   TKOOPSHIPS— 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  It  is  CHATHAM, 

quite  impossible  for  me    to    form  an  ^^  ^     DRUMMOND    WOLFF 

opmionon  the  nature  and  character  of  ^^^  ^^^  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 

mdence  which  I  have  not  yet  seen.     It  i^  ^^^^^  ^^  any  truth  in  the  statement 

18  quite  impossible,  therefore,  for  me  to  ^^^^  ^^^  appeared  in  some  of  the  news- 

*^Sr"T2Xi?Pa'''°muP''''.'L  u             1  papers  to  the  effect  that  arrangements 

xS'^A^^}^'    T*"^  "?^*  hon.  and  ^^^  .^     ^^           ^^^  ^            Chatham, 

kam^  Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  instead  of  !>ortsmouth,  the  future  port 

Question.     I  did  not  ask  him  toforni  an  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  departure  of  the  Indian 

opuuon  ;  but  whether  he  had  received  a  troopships  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 

representation  showing  that  the  evidence  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^  the  change  ? 

on  its  way  from  America  was  of  a  dif-  ^^  TREVELYAN  :  The  Jumna  has 

"^1^  f    V^""^'                     ^^^^  '  ^^^^   «^^*  ^^  Chatham  for  repairs  in 

Q    Ti?TT^A^rTTAr>i-.riTTx>m    Ti  order  to  reduce  the  pressure  on  Ports- 

SieWILLLIM  HARCOUET:  I  have  ^^^^h;  and  it  may  in  future  years  be 

woeived  no  representations  that  will  en-  ^^^^^    necessary    to    follow    a    similar 

able  me  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  ^^^^3.  ^^^  no  arrangements  are  in  pro- 

Character  of  the  evidence.  ^^^^3  ^^^  making  Chatham  the  future 

port  of  arrival  and  departure  of  Indian 

POST  OFFICE— THE  AUSTRALIAN  troopships. 
MAILS. 

Me.  STEWART  MACLIYER  asked  '^^^?,T^^^^^^ 

the  Postmaster    General,    Whether  it  ^^RTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-AMERI. 

i-  true  that,  whenever  the  Mails  from  ^^N    CITIZENS    ARRESTED    UNDER 

Australia  and  Queensland,  brought  re-  "^^^  ^^'^* 

JJectively  by   the  Orient    and  British  Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 

lidia  line  of  steamers,   arrive  at  Ply-  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

mouth  in  the  day  time,  they  are  for-  Affairs,  If  it   is  intended   to  lay  upon 

warded  to  London  unsorted;  that,  when-  the  Table  the  Correspondence  with  the 

«Ter  these  Mails  arrive  during  the  night.  United  States  Government  respecting  the 

they  are  detained  at  Plymouth  until  the  detention  of  suspects  in  Ireland  claim- 

8*35  train  in  the  morning,  thus  causing  ing  American  nationality ;   and,  if  so, 

▼«7  considerable  delay  in  their  delivery  when  ? 

in  Ireland  and  the  West  and  North  of  Sir  CHARLES   W.    DILKE  :    The 

England;    and,  whether  he  will  place  Correspondence  on  the  subject   of  the 

ttese  important  Mails  on  a  like  footing  detention  in  Ireland  of  ''  suspects  "  of 

to  the  other  Colonial  and  Foreign  Mails  American  nationality  is  being  printed, 

arriving  at  the  same  port,  by  despatch-  and  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 

ing  them  in  special  trains  when  they  House ;  but  I  cannot  yet  say  when, 

arrive  at  night,  and  sorting  them  be-  Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 

tween  Plymouth  and  Bristol  ?  if  the  Government  would  produce  at  the 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Letters  which  arrive  same  time  the  representations  made  last 

at  Plymouth  by  the  lines  referred  to  in  1  year  ? 

the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  are,  if ,      Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
time  permits,  sorted  at  Plymouth,  and, :  thought  Notice  had  better  be  given  on 

if  not,  sent  to  Ijondon  unsorted  by  the  the  subject. 

ordinary  trains.     If  a  special  train  with !      Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 

lorting  carriages  were  employed,  as  sug-  j  tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
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thor  it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the  public 
press,  that  certain  persons  imprisoned 
under  the  Irish  Coercion  Act,  and  claim- 
ing citizenship  of  the  United  States, 
have  been  offered  their  release  on  con- ' 
dition  of  leaving  the  United  Kingdom,  i 
and  have  refused  to  accept  release  on 
this  condition  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
this  offer  and  refusal,  the  United  States 
Ambassador  in  this  Country  has  been 
instructed  by  his  Government  to  demand 
that  the  men  in  question  be  either  re- 
leased or  put  on  trial ;  and,  if  so,  what 
the  Government  propose  to  do  in  the 
matter  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  think 
that  the  Question  contained  in  the  first 

?aragraph  should  be  addressed  to  the 
rish  Office.  With  regard  to  the  second 
paragraph,  it  is  the  case  that  represen- 
tations have  been  made  by  the  united 
States  Minister  as  to  the  '*  suspects  "  of 
American  national itv,  the  nature  of  which 
representations  will  be  seen  when  the 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  comes  to 
be  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  whether  the 
American  Government  had  been  asked 
to  undertake  that  the  American  '*  sus- 

?ects,"  if  released,  would  remain  out  of 
reland  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  It  would 
be  very  inconvenient  for  me  to  make  a 
statement  on  this  matter  that  would  ne- 
cessarily be  imperfect  when  the  whole 
subject  is  not  before  the  House. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  would  ask 
a  further  Question  on  the  subject  on 
Thursday  next. 

POST  OFFICE-THE  PARCELS  POST- 
OBLIGATIONS  OF  BRITISH  SHIP- 
OWNERS. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether,  under  the  Act  I  Vic. 
c.  36,  and  3  and  4  Vic.  c.  96.  sees.  3o, 
37,  and  61,  owners  of  British  ships,  not 
bein^  under  actual  contract,  can  be  com- 
pelled to  carry  parcels  forwarded  (under 
exiatinji^  ruins)  throuj^h  the  Ptist  Office  j 
to  India,  China,  Australia,  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  America,  and  other  Coun- 
tries, on  the  terms  of  a  gratuity  of  not  ex- 
ceeding one  penny  for  each  parcel,  irre- 
spective of  weight,  payable  to  the  mas- 
ter of  the  ship  at  the  option  of  the 
Postmaster  General  ;  or,  if  not  on 
these,  on  what  other  terms;  if  so,  will 
these  powers  of  compulsion  be  applicable 
to  parcels  forwarded  under  the  proposed 


new  Parcels  Post ;  and,  if  this  will  n( 
apply,  do  the  Gk>vemnient  intend  ' 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Post  Offi* 
to  compel  shipowners,  so  described, 
convey  to  such  Countries  such  parcel 
in  addition  to  all  other  Postal  matt 
which  may  be  tendered  on  board  th( 
ships  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT  :  I  am  advised  th 
the  power  can  be  legally  exercised 
which  reference  is  made  in  the  Que 
tion  of  my  hon.  Friend ;  but  I  am  su 
that,  when  an  International  Paro< 
Post  is  established,  there  will  be  no  d 
sire  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
deal  otherwise  than  fairly  with  shi 
owners. 

PARLIA.MENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  TB 
HOUSE-CORRUPT  PRACTICES  (DI 
FRANCHISEMENT)  BILL. 

Mr.   lewis    asked   Mr.   Attorn 
General,    Whether  the  Government 
prepared  to  fix  a  day  for  the  Secoi 
Reading  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  (Di 
franchisement)  Bill  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (8 
Henry  James),  in  reply,  said,  there  wi 
no  prospect  at  present ;  he  wished  the] 
was. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES— VOTE  23— PEN- 

SIONS. 

Colonel  BARNE  asked  the  Secretai 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  ii 
form  the  House  what  portion  of  tl 
£1,760,500,  asked  for  in  Vote  23,  Sul 
Head  2,  of  Army  Estimates,  is  require 
to  pension  men  enlisted  under  the  ion 
service  system,  and  what  portion  for  me 
enlisted  under  the  short  service  system 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  th 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  1 
say  that  without  analyzing  at  Chelae 
the  whole  pension  list  of  about  85,00 
men,  it  would  be  impossible  to  give  a 
exact  answer  to  his  Question.  Bu 
practically,  almost  the  whole  of  tb 
£1,760,000  goes  to  long  service  mei 
Tliere  are  a  few  cases  of  wounded  sho] 
service  men  who  are  entitled  to  pei 
manent  pensions,  and  of  invalided  shoi 
service  men  receiving  temporary  pex 
sions ;  but  the  amount  going  to  them  i 
inconsiderable. 

BOARD  OF  MANUFACTURES  AND 
FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND). 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  uka 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treaauiy,  Wkethi 
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he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Copy  of  the  Treasury  Minute, 
of  1841,  requiring  the  Board  of  Manu- 
ftctures  and  the  Board  of  Fishery  in 
Scotland  to  appoint  a  joint  secretary  to 
carry  on  the  duties  of  the  two  Boards  ? 
Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Treasury  War- 
rant appointing  a  joint  establishment 
for  the  Boards  of  Fisheries  and  Manu- 
factures in  Scotland  was  a  purely  formal 
document,  and  did  not  appear  to  him  to 
be  of  sufficient  interest  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table;  but  if  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  like  to  see  it,  he  should 
be  Tery  happy  to  show  it  him. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
PARNELL. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  C.  S. 
Farnell,  M.P.,  having  been  arrested  on 
the  13th  October  last  under  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  Act  44  Vic.  c.  4  s.  1,  and 
Iiaving  been  released  from  custody  on 
fhe  11th  instant,  can  now  be  lawfully 
re-arrested  or  detained  in  custody  under 
the  original  warrant ;  and,  whether,  if  a 
new  warrant  be  necessary  for  his  re- 
arrest or  further  detention  in  custody, 
it  can  be  issued  in  respect  of  the  same 
offence  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  roii 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Mr. 
Pamell,  on  surrendering  himself  at  Kil- 
mainham,  may  lawfully  be  detained  in 
custody  under  the  original  warrants. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— ARMS  LICENCES. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
&ctthat  Mr.  G.  J.  Stephens,  of  Leskinfm, 
Qorey,  when  recently  applying  for  an 
ftrms  licence,  was  first  asked  if  he  be- 
longed to  the  Land  League,  and,  having 
replied  that  he  did  when  it  was  legal,  the 
magistrate  then  inquired  if  he  had  sub- 
Bcril>ed  to  the  fund  for  the  suspects ; 
and,  upon  stating  that  he  did,  was  told 
that  it  was  illegal,  and,  in  consequence, 
was  refused  a  licence ;  and,  whether  the 
Goyemment  approve  of  refusals  to  grant 
lieeoces  on  such  grounds  ? 

Thk  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jouns.in)  :  The 
local  magistrates  refused  a  certiticato  to 
Hr.  StephenB ;  and  the  resident  magis- 


trate, who  was  the  licensing  officer, 
refused  him  an  arms  licence.  These 
magistrates,  in  doing  this,  exercised  the 
discretion  with  which  the  law  has  in- 
vested them ;  and  even  if  I  had  the 
power,  which  I  have  not,  I  should  not 
think  of  interfering  with  tliem,  or  re- 
viewing their  action  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  That  is  no  answer  to 
my  Question.  Attention  had  been  called 
to  the  circumstance  that  p  ^ople  had  not 
arms  with  which  to  defuud  themselves 
against  **  Moonlighters,"  and  yet  li- 
cences were  denied  them  when  they 
wanted  arms. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson) 
thought  it  quite  sufficient  to  say  that 
the  magistrates  had  exercised  their  dis- 
cretion. It  was  not  in  his  power  to  re- 
view what  they  had  done,  nor  to  ascer- 
tain their  reasons  if  they  gave  any 
further  decisions;  but,  so  far  as  he 
could  give  an  opinicm,  he  thought  that 
if  there  were  fewer  arms  in  Ireland, 
and  the  facilities  for  obtaining  them 
much  less,  it  would  be  much  to  the 
advantage  of  the  country. 

STATE  OF   IRELAND— POLICE  VISITS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Martin  O'Sullivan,  of 
Lacka  Ballyduff,  county  Kerry,  having 
been  bound  to  be  of  good  behaviour  on 
a  charge  of  "  Boycotting,"  has  his  house 
constantly  visited  during  the  night  by 
the  police,  to  the  great  alarm  of  his 
family ;  and,  whether  this  is  necessary ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  a  stop  can  be  put  to 
the  practice  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  An 
occasional  visit  to  this  man's  house  is 
considered  necessary ;  but  no  incon- 
venience or  alarm  has  been  caused  to 
his  family. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  what  was  the 
usual  hour  of  their  visits  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  could 
not  say  ;  but  he  apprehended  that  they 
were  made  at  the  hour  at  which  unlawful 
practices  were  most  likely  to  be  de- 
tected. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  if  they  were  to 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  considered  his  police 
were  at  liberty  to  make  domiciliary 
visits  at  any  hour  they  thought  fit  ? 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  Foa 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  re- 
plied that  these  were  police  visits,  and 
not  domiciliary  visits;  and  the  police 
would  be  guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  duty 
if  they  failed  to  malce  them. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  he  hoped  the  next 
time  the  police  came  there  they  would 
get  a  warm  reception.     ["  Order !  "] 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— HOUSE  3EABCHE8 
BY  THE  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
Qeueral  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  on  Sunday  the  26th  March, 
Constable  Kayden  and  a  body  of  police 
attempted  to  search  the  house  of  Mr. 
John  Egan,  of  Ballinasloe,  without 
warrant  or  authority ;  that  on  the  fol- 
lowing day  they  again  visited  hie  house, 
and  in  spite  of  hie  opposition  proceeded 
to  search  the  building,  refusing  to  show 
any  warrant  to  authorise  them  ;  whether 
the  police  were  justified  in  taking  this 
action ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Egan  would 
not  have  been  acting  legally  had  he 
ejected  them  by  force  from  his  house? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JoHsaos)  :  This 
search  was  made  by  the  Constabulary, 
under  the  orders  of  their  officer,  for 
dynamite,  with  which  an  abominable 
attempt  was  feloniously  made  to  blow 
up  a  gentleman's  house  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. 

PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
JOHN  O'CONNOR. 

Me.  REDMOND  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Upon  what  grounds 
Mr.  John  O'Connor,  of  Cork,  who  has 
been  imprisoned  for  nine  months  under 
the  Coercion  Act,  was  recently  removed 
from  Kilmainham  to  Clonmel  Qaol  ; 
whether  Mr.  O'Connor  had  been  pre- 
viously transferred  from  Naas  to  Kil- 
mainham, at  the  instance  of  hisbuainosB 
employers,  so  that  he  might  be  able  more 
conveniently  to  pursue  hie  usual  occupa- 
tion ;  whether  he  was  placed  in  a  targe 
cell  by  the  Governor  of  Kilmainham,  to 
afford  him  space  and  light  to  keep  the 
books  and  ledgers  appertaining  to  his 
business;  whether  the  cell  Mr.  O'Con- 
nor now  occupies  in  Clonmel  is  only 
five  feet  wide,  and  so  dark  that  he  is 
obliged  to  light  a  candle  at  noon  to  en- 
able him  to  write ;  whether,  in  conse- 


quence, he  has  been  obliged  to  give  up 
his  business  oorrespondenoe ;  whether 
Mr.  P.  J.  Murphy,  T.C.  of  Cork,  who 
was  arrested  shortly  after  Mr.  O'Connor, 
and  on  a  similar  chaise,  h&B  been  re- 
leased for  some  months  ;  and,  whether, 
under  these  oircumstances,  he  will  order 
the  release  of  Mr.  O'Connor,  or  bis  trans- 
fer to  Kilmainham,  to  enable  him  to  oairy 
on  his  business  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  me 
IEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JomfsON)  :  Mr. 
O'Connor  was  transferred  to  C^nmel 
Prison  because  it  was  considered  neoee- 
SU7  and  expedient.  The  hon.  Member 
will  excuse  me  from  giving  any  further 
reason.  Mr.  O'Connor  had  formerly 
been  transferred  from  Naas  to  Kilmain- 
ham at  the  instance  of  his  employers; 
and  while  in  Kilmainham  he  was  placed 
in  the  most  oonvenieat  cell  which  could 
be  appropriated  to  his  use.  I  am  in- 
formed that  bis  cell  in  Clonmel  ie  13 
feet  by  5  feet  1  inch,  and  that  there  is 
sufficient  lieht  in  it  to  read  by ;  there- 
fore, I  should  infer  that  there  is  suffi- 
cient light  also  to  write  by.  Mr.  Murphy, 
who  was  arrested  two  days  before  Mr. 
O'Connor,  has  been  released,  I  under- 
stand, on  his  parole  ;  and  I  am  informed 
that  Mr.  O'Connor's  case  will  be  shortly 
reconsidered. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  BALL YCARY 
DISPENSARY  DISTRICT  AND  LARNE 
WORKHOUSE. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  What  is  the  largest 
number  of  paupers  who  have  been  in- 
mates of  Lame  Workhouse  from  the 
fiallcary  Dispensary  district  during  the 
past  year ;  and,  how  many  persons  have 
received  outdoor  relief  &om  same  dis- 
trict during  that  time  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  toe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
number  of  paupers  from  the  Ballcary 
Dispensary  distnot  relieved  in  the  Lame 
poor-house  for  the  year  ending  March 
31  last  was  19,  the  largest  number  at 
one  time  being  II.  The  number  re- 
lieved out  of  the  poor-house  during  the 
same  period  was  15. 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM- 
MUSEUM    OF   NATURAL  HISTORY. 
Mr.  BIRKBECK  asked  theEiistOom- 
missioner  of  Works,  Whether,  in  view 
of  the  opening    of   the    Intematioaal 
Fisheries  Exhibition,  on  the  1st  of  May 
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1883,  measoreB  are  being  taken  to  com- 
plete, at  an  early  date,  the  building  pro- 
posed to  be  erected  in  connection  with 
the  new  Natural  History  Museum  in 
Groxnwell  Boad,  and  intended  to  receive 
the  Fish  OoUection,  and  other  specimens 
preserred  in  spirit,  now  at  the  British 

knseum  ?  

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYRE,  in  reply, 
nid,  the  building  would  be  finished  in 
November  next. 

STATE  OF  IKELAND— THE  RECENT 
MURDERS. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Krst  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
with  reference  to  the  late  atrocious  as- 
iBBsination  of  Mrs.  8m3rthe,  near  Collins- 
town,  and  other  similar  outrages,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  had  under 
eonsideration,   during  the  Becess,  any 
measures  for  vindicating  the  power  and 
aaihority  of  the  Law  in  Ireland  ;  and,  if 
80,  if  he  will  kindly  state  what  measures 
flie  Qovernment  propose  to  adopt  ?    At 
the  same  time,  perhaps,  he  might  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  his  attention 
had  been  drawn  to  another  atrocious  out- 
ngewhich  had  since  occurred  in  Limerick 
on  Sunday  last,  when   a  lady,  accom- 
panied by  another  lady,  was  fired  at, 
vhile  returning  from  church,  by  three 
men  with  blackened  faces  who  were  con- 
cealed behind  a  hedge  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seems  disposed  to  think  that  all  out- 
ages are,  in  the  first  instance,  reported 
to  me  when  they  take  place  in  Ireland. 
That  is  not  so.  They  are  first  reported 
to  the  Lish  Government,  and  reports  are 
only  mentioned  to  me  in  certain  cases. 
I  have  no  detailed  information  of  the  out- 

3^  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has  last 
erred ;  but  I  understand  it  is  not  the 
case  that  the  ladies  were  fired  at.     Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  under  con- 
tideration,  and  have  constantly  under 
consideration,  all  measures  that  they  can 
take,  and  they  have  taken    the    best 
i&easures  within  their  power,  within  the 
limits  of  the  existing  law.     I  include,  of 
coarse,  the    extraordinary  powers   en- 
trusted to  them  by  Parliament.     With 
regard  to  other  measures,  it  is  obviously 
quite  impossible  that  I  should  state,  in 
answer  to  a  Question,  what  will  be  the 
policy  of  the  Government  with  respect 
to  that  country.   And  I  am  bound  to  say 
this— that  I  think  we  should   make  a 
▼eiy  great  mistake  if  we  entered  upon  a 


discussion  of  the  subject  till  we  have  a 
plan  to  propose,  and  till  we  see  our  way 
to  ask  the  House  of  Oommons  to  give  it 
effectual  and  continuous  attention. 

ENGLAND   AND    FRANCE  —  THE 
CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Mr.  E.  W.  HAEOOURT  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  By  whom  are 
the  expenses  of  guarding  the  tunnel  be- 
tween Dover  and  Calais  to  be  borne,  by 
the  Nation  or  by  the  Hallway  Company  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  question  of 
the  expense  of  guarding  the  Tunnel  be- 
tween Dover  and  Calais  forms  a  part  of 
the  general  question  ;  and  what,  I  pre- 
sume, the  hon.  Gentleman  desires  is  an 
assurance  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  they  will  do  nothing  that  has 
any  tendency  to  commit,  directly  or  in- 
directly, by  word  or  act,  the  taxpayers 
or  ratepayers  of  this  country  to  any  ex- 
pense, actual  or  contingent,  in  connection 
with  the  Tunnel,  unless  under  the  autho- 
rity and  with  the  full  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  assurance  I  can  give 
him. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY  asked  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  the 
House  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
question  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  believe  my 
hon.  Friend  ha«  a  more  sure  reliance  in 
this  matter  than  upon  any  statement  I 
can  make,  for  nothing,  I  apprehend, 
can  possibly  be  done  except  with  the 
authority  of  this  House ;  and  whether 
I  wish  it  or  not,  it  is  quite  certain  there 
will  be  ample  opportunity  for  discussing 
the  subject. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
SECTION   8. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  L*eland,  If  he  will  request 
the  Land  Commissioners,  in  those  cases 
in  which  they  are  called  on  under  the 
eighth  section  of  the  Land  Act  to  place 
a  value  on  the  interest  of  a  tenant,  to 
ascertain  if  the  tenant  has  purchased 
his  interest  from  his  predecessor,  and  in 
every  case  in  which  the  tenant  has  so 
purchased,  to  state,  in  the  Returns  here- 
after to  be  presented  to  the  House,  the 
amount  of  the  purchase  money  paid  by 
the  tenant,  as  well  as  the  value  placed 
on  the  tenancy  by  the  Court  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  My 
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right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  ascertained  that«  while  in  these  cases 
the  purchase-money  alleered  to  have  heen 
paid  by  the  tenant  would  most  probably 
form  part  of  the  evidence,  yet  it  cannot 
alwavs  be  ascertained  with  certainty  by 
the  Court,  and  the  Commissioners,  there- 
fore, cannot  undertake  to  state  it  in  their 
Returns. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Cullen,  tenant, 
Bunbury,  landlord,  reported  in  the 
'*  Freeman's  Journal "  of  the  24th  in- 
stant, in  which  Judge  O'Hagan  com- 
mented on  the  "  extreme  difficulty  of  the 
task  imposed  on  the  Land  Commission  " 
by  section  eight,  sub-section  ^vq  of  the 
Land  Act,  which  requires  the  Court,  on 
application,  to  fix  a  specified  value  of 
a  tenancy  with  a  view  to  a  subsequent 
sale,  and  expressed  a  wish  that  he  could, 
if  possible,  evade  the  difficult  task  thus 
imposed  on  the  Court;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  same  difficulty  has  arisen 
before  the  Sub-Commissions  all  over 
Ireland,  and  resulted  in  extreme  diver- 
gence of  practice  and  procedure  among 
those  bodies  ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
one  Sub-Cummission  has  decided  that 
its  duty,  under  the  circumstances  re- 
ferred to,  is  to  fix  the  highest  market 
value  of  the  tenancy  as  the  specified 
value,  while  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan  has 
expressed  an  opinion  that  the  specified 
value  should  not  be  the  highest  market 
value ;  that  another  Sub-Commission 
was  in  the  habit  of  fixing,  as  the  speci- 
fied value,  the  maximum  amount  of 
compensation  for  disturbance  which  the 
tenant  would  be  entitled  to  if  arbitrarily 
evicted,  and  without  any  reference  to 
the  tenant's  improvements,  but  was  sub- 
sequently compelled  to  change  this 
practice;  that  one  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sions has  refused  to  fix  a  specified  value 
at  all,  unless  specific  evidence  on  the 
point  is  offered,  while  all  the  other  Sub- 
Commissions  fix  the  value  without  any 
evidence  on  the  point  having  been 
offered,  and  discourage  the  practice  of 
offering  such  evidence ;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  in  their  respective 
judgments  in  the  case  of  Adams  v.  Dun- 
seath,  expressed  contrary  opinions  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  phrase  *•  true  value" 
of  a  tenancy ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  power  of  fixing  a  specified  value  does 
not  apply  at  all  when  a  holding  is  sub- 

2^h$  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


jeet  to  the  IJlsier  Oastom ;  and,  wh< 
ther,  having  regard  to  the  difficultic 
and  contradictions  which  section  eigh 
sub-section  five  of  the  Land  Act  hi 
given  rise  to,  the  Government  will  tali 
steps  to  have  it  repealed  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  afraid 
could  not  give  a  satisfactory  and  fu 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member's  Questio 
within  the  proper  limits  of  an  answer  i 
a  Question  ;  but  I  shall  do  the  best  i 
my  power.  It  is  quite  true  that  Jud^ 
O'Hagan  has  commented  on  the  difi 
culty  of  the  task  referred  to — namel; 
the  task  imposed  on  the  Commissionei 
by  Section  8,  sub-section  5,  of  the  Lan 
Act,  which  contemplates  the  fixing  < 
the  value  of  a  tenancy  during  a  statu 
able  term.  I  do  not  know  whether  tl 
hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  ascribe  tl: 
use  of  the  word  ''  evade "  to  Jud^ 
O'Hagan  —  probably  he  did  not — bi 
Judge  O'Hagan  does  not  admit  that  1: 
applied  any  such  word  in  reference  1 
any  provision  of  the  Act  of  Parliamen 
Moreover,  he  did  state  that  as  betwee 
the  Commissioners  and  the  Sub-Con 
mission ers  there  is  no  complete  undei 
standing  yet  established  as  to  the  rul 
of  procedure  in  dealing  with  that  pai 
ticular  sub-section ;  and  I  may  remin 
the  hon.  Member  that,  although  h 
himself  took  a  very  active — and  I  mut 
say  a  most  highly-informed  part — in  tfa 
discussion  of  this  Bill,  yet  there  was  n 
discussion  in  the  House  on  this  8ub-se< 
tion,  so  that  the  Sub- Commissions] 
have  not  the  advantage  of  such  guic 
ance  as  possibly  in  some  cases  they  ma 
be  able  to  draw  from  the  lengthens 
debates  in  Parliament.  Of  course,  thei 
must  be  further  official  information  hi 
fore  it  can  be  stated  whether  there  he 
been  that  "extreme  divergence  of  pnu 
tice"  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refei 
to;  but  the  matter  will  be  borne  i 
mind  with  a  view  to  a  full  and  satisfai 
tory  reply.  With  regard  to  the  stat< 
ment  that  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan  had  es 
pressed  an  opinion  that  the  specifie 
value  should  not  be  the  highest  valu< 
Justice  O'Hagan's  expression  was  th{ 
the  specified  value  was  to  be  held  to  l 
the  true  value,  and  I  do  not  know  thf 
I  could  add  anything  to  that  statemei 
of  fact.  I  am  not  here  to  justify  or  ei 
plain  any  expression  the  Judge  migl 
use  ;  nor  would  the  Judge  be  a  party  ( 
my  undertaking  one  course  or  the  othei 
With  regard  to  the  fifth  point,  we  Ik 
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EftTe  that  it  is  not  the  case;  but  we  have 
lieard  that  one  Sub-Commissioner  has 
token  "fipecified  value"  as  meaning  the 
naximum  compensation  for  disturbance, 
plus  the  compensation  for  improvements. 
with  regara  to  the  sixth  point  contained 
ii  the  dose  of  the  third  paragraph,  the 
UBwer  is  in  the  affirmative,  and  appeals 
OD  the  subject  are  now  pending.  With 
regard  to  the  seventh  point,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  took  the  "  true  value "  to 
mean  what  the  holding  would  hond  fide 
bing  in  the  open  market  if  sold  to  an 
unobjectionable  person  ;  and  the  Master 
of  the  Bolls  stated  the  ''true  value" 
Qould  not  be  the  market  value,  but  what, 
having  regard  to  the  interests  of  land- 
krd  and  tenant  respectively  under  this 
eode,  would  be  the  true  value  as  be- 
tween them.  With  respect  to  the  eighth 
point  contained  in  the  last  paragraph 
but  one,  the  answer  is  simply,  ''  Yes,  it 
is  a  fact;"  and  with  respect  to  the  ninth 

rint,  I  must  say  that  is  a  matter  which 
think  could  not  be  entered  upon  in 
tnswer  to  a  Question ;  but  there  will  be 
tn  early  opportunity  of  again  referring 
to  it  and  of  discussing  it  in  the  House. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Biogab, 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  was  not  aware  that  Mr.  Bomford  was 
still  a  Sub- Commissioner  acting  in  the 
county  Cavan.  He  was  under  the  im- 
pression Mr.  Bomford  was  not. 

Me.  HEALY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  state  whether 
the  Members  of  this  House  will  get  any 
official  information  as  to  the  names  of 
the  Sub- Commissioners  and  their  dis- 
tricts? 

TiiE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IBELANp  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
new  ones  is  it  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  :  All  of  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  They 
have  all  been  published  from  time  to 
time.  [  Criee  of  *•  Where,  where  ?  '*  and 
"  Order !  "]  I  shall  ascertain  and  inform 
the  hon.  Member. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  LAND   LEAGUE 
HUTS-MR.  CLIFFORD  LLOYD. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  address  a 
Question  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  on  an  urgent  matter  which  has 
just  been  oommunicated  to  mo  by  tele- 


graph. My  Question  is.  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  Tulla,  in  the  county  Clare, 
where  a  number  of  families  have  been 
evicted  and  huts  were  being  erected  to 
shelter  them,  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  inter- 
fered to-day,  stating  that  the  building 
of  the  huts  was  illegal,  and  ordered  the 
builder  to  leave  the  place  this  evening, 
and  informed  him  that  unless  he  loft  he 
would  be  arrested  ?  I  also  ask  whether 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  acted  within  his  legal 
rights ;  and,  if  so,  under  what  statute 
he  could  arrest  the  builder  in  case  he 
refused  to  leave  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
first  part  of  the  Question  deals  with  a 
matter  of  fact,  and,  as  I  have  not  had 
the  advantage  of  seeing  the  telegram 
which  the  hon.  Member  quotes,  I  cannot 
answer  it.  Assuming  that  the  facts  are, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  correct, 
if  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  found  that  those 
tenants,  or  others  on  their  behalf,  were 
building  huts  in  which  the  evicted  per- 
sons might  carefully  watch  the  farms 
from  which  they  had  been  evicted  for 
the  purpose  of  doing  mischief  to  any 
persons  who  might  take  them,  or  with 
the  object  of  preventing  persons  taking 
those  farms,  then,  in  my  opinion,  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  has  acted  rightly. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Under  what  Act  of 
Parliament  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson) :  Under 
the  Common  Law,  Sir.  His  duty  is  to 
protect  life  and  property. 

COAL  MINES— THE  WEARDALE 
COLLIERY  EXPLOSION. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Wliether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
further  information  with  regard  to  the 
colliery  explosion  in  Durham  than  that 
which  appears  in  the  evening  papers  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir,  I 
have  received  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Bell, 
the  Government  Inspector  of  Mines,  and 
he  says — 

**  I  regret  to  inform  you  of  an  explosion  of  a 
colliery  belonging  to  the  Weardule  Coal  and 
Coke  Company,  which  occurred  at  1.30  this 
morning.  Only  the  night  shift,  consisting  of  40 
men,  was  in  the  pit  at  the  time.  Twenty  have 
been  rescued  alive.  Six  bodies  have  been  re- 
covered; hope  to  reach  the  remainder  during 
the  evening.  The  work  of  exploration  is  going 
on  aatiafaotonly,  there  being  plenty  of  engineer- 
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ing  assistance  at  hand,  and  willing:  workmen,  aooount,  and  the  account   was   settled. 

My  colleague,  Mr.  Thomas,  is  with  me.     If  But  he  would  not  lay  stress  upon  that 

necessary  I  wiU  report  farther."  p^i^^  .  j^jg  contention  was  that  they  had 

no  right  to  send  a  mission  to  any  Foreign 

MOTIONS.  Potentate  or  Sovereign  without  the  fad» 

and  circumstances  being  recorded  in  the 

''*^'*^-~  archives  of  the  Foreign  Office.     It  was 

PAPAL  SEE   (DIPLOMATIC   COMMUNI-  idle  and  immaterial  to   say  that  Mr. 

CATIONS).— RESOLUTION.  Errington  was  not  paid ;  there  were  em- 

Sm  H.   DRUMMOND  WOLFF,  in  t^|VeCf^treXVfe?^eS^ 

rising  to  caU  the  attention  o^ea^^^^^  £«r''Tt£^ST   NoH^'S: 

to  the  irresruiar  and  clandestme  com-  .             j     i.  j.           xi.        •    • 

vu  y,^K,  LL,.^^ix       U.U,            t,^4.„^^^  TT^^  compansou  made  between  the  mission 

munications  now  passing  between  Her  «  jj^  Errinirton  and  the  messaires  in 

Majesty's  Government  and  the  Vatican ;  ^^^  ^  Lo^O'Hagan  a  fairX;  it 

and  to  move-  ^^  ^^^^  erroneous     It  was  true  that 

"  That,  while  recognizing  the  value  of  a  good  a  gentleman  like  Lord  O'Hagan  might 

understandinpr  between  this  Country  and  the  ygyy  ^q]i  receive  a  message  to  deliver  in 

Papal  See,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  all  com-  ^       ^  ^j^                   ^         j^        ^^ 

munications  between  any  of  Her  Majesty  a  Mi-  ^Tr     j   j     v  \  -a.^            'i.    j-^         x     i_ 

nisters  and  the  authorities  of  the  Vatican  should  intended  ;  but  it  was  quite  ditierent  when 

be  placed  on  official  record  in  accordance  with  a   gentleman   went   to  reside  in  Home 

the  constitutional  practice  in  diplomatic  affairs,  with  a  letter  expressing  the  confidence 

and  i^ould  be  conducted  with  the  cognizance  of  q£  ^^  Government  in  him  as  a  medium 

^  ™®°  '  of  authentic  communication.  He  would 
said,  he  wished  to  explain,  in  the  first  read  a  short  extract  in  support  of  his  view 
instance,  that  he  did  not  bring  forward  from  a  work  which  formed  a  proper  com- 
his  Motion  in  any  spirit  of  hostility  to  plement  to  the  work  which  they  owed  to 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church ;  he  only  Sir  Erskine  May.  It  was  a  book  written 
desired  that  any  communications  which  by  Mr.  Alpheus  Todd  on  the  Constitu- 
passed  between  this  country  and  the  tional  history  of  this  country.  It  was 
J?apal  See  should  be  carried  on  in  a  there  pointed  out  that  all  the  communi- 
regular  manner,  and  in  accordance  with  cations  passing  between  the  Foreign 
what  took  place  between  the  Eepresenta-  Secretary  and  the  Hepresentatives  of  the 
tives  of  other  countries.  But  before  Crown  abroad  upon  matters  of  public 
entering  upon  that  question,  he  desired  importance  should  be  committed  to 
to  refer  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  writing,  in  order  that  a  record  might  be 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  preserved  in  the  Foreign  Office,  and  in 
Affairs.  That  hon.  Qentleman  had  ex-  due  course  submitted  to  Parliament, 
pressed  himself  aggrieved  at  his  having  Now,  he  had  never  asked  that  any  docu- 
charged  the  Government  with  defraying  ments  connected  with  Mr.  Errington's 
Mr.  Errington's  expenses  out  of  the  mission  should  be  submitted  if  it  were 
Secret  Service  Fund  ;  but  he  had  had  inconvenient  to  do  so.  He  had  only  con- 
that  information  on  authority  that  left  tended  that  the  Correspondence  should 
no  doubt  on  his  mind  on  the  subject,  be  placed  on  record,  so  that  when  Her 
The  expenditure  of  the  Secret  Service  Majesty's  Government  came  to  leave 
money  was  perfectly  Constitutional ;  but  Office  they  should  leave  in  the  archives 
it  ought  not  to  be  employed  in  the  pay-  of  the  Foreign  Office  some  traces  of  the 
ment  of  a  salary  to  a  Diplomatic  Agent,  negotiations  with  the  Vatican.  There 
In  **  another  place  ''  Lord  Granville  had  was  another  remarkable  statement  in 
denied  that  Mr.  Errington's  expenses  another  of  Mr.  Todd's  works  which  had 
had  been  paid  at  all ;  but  the  denial  was  reference  to  the  question  of  private 
made  in  such  a  manner  that  it  amounted  letters.  He  said  that  communications 
to  no  denial  at  all.  He  said  that  Mr.  frequently  passed  between  the  Foreign 
Errington  had  not  received  any  money.  Secretary  and  diplomatic  servants  abroad. 
That  might  be  perfectly  true,  for  nobody  These  letters  were  strictly  secret ;  but,  as 
supposed  that  when  a  gentleman  was  Mr.  Todd  pointed  out,  they  had  been 
engaged  on  business  of  that  kind  he  re-  severely  animadverted  upon  in  Parlia- 
ceived  the  money  for  ever^  pound  of  ment.  However,  it  was  the  opinion  of 
butter,  and  every  cab  he  hired ;  at  the  Lord  Wodehouse,  Lord  Clarendon,  and 
conclusion  of  his  mission  he  sent  in  his  others  that  these  private  letterfi  were  in- 

Sir  William  Harcourt 
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diipensable.     He  maintained  that  Lord 
OnuiTille,  in  his  recent  dealings  with 
the  Vatican  and  the  Court  of  Borne,  had 
Mtabliahed  a  system  of  secret  diplomacy. 
I  was  a  system  which  he  conceived  to 
be  dan^erons  to  this  country,  not  be- 
etuse  Lord  Ghranville  obtained  informa- 
tion that  was  not  given  to  Parliament 
or  to  his  Successors,  but  hereafter,  when 
the  Government  was  changed,  sooner  or 
kter  it  might  be  found  that  certain  as- 
mrances  had  been  given  to  Eome  or  re- 
ceived by  England  which  were  not  on 
record.     Thus,  the  continuity  of  their 
diplomatic    correspondence    would    be 
severed,  and  in  a  manner  full  of  peril  to 
the  country.    His  first  knowledge  of  this 
matter,  after  some  private  letters  which 
he  received,  was  derived  from  the  Boman 
Catholic  Bishop  of  Salford,  who  made  a 
most  eloquent  speech  on  diplomatic  re- 
ktions  between  this  country  and  the 
Vatican,  making  special  allusion  to  Mr. 
Ening^n's  mission.     The  Bishop  said 
that  Mr.  Enington  was  in  Bome,  but 
had  no  strict  mission  from  the  Govern- 
ment. He  held  a  letter  of  confidence,  so 
that  he  might  be  a  medium  of  direct 
communications  between  the  Government 
and  the  Holy  See,  without  any  salary  or 
regular  appointment.    Now,  in  the  time 
of  the  late  Pope  it  was  a  recognized 
thing  that  a  Representative  of  Her  Ma- 
jeity's  Government  should  be  stationed 
at  Kome ;  but  all  the  despatches  written 
to  him  or  from  him  were  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.    He  f  Sir  H.  Drum- 
xnond  Wolfif)  stated  on  good  authority  the 
other  day  that  Cardinal  Jacobini  had 
informed  Mr.  Errington  that  he  would 
be  received  as  the  **  recommended  agent 
of  the  British  Government."     A  great 
many  people  who  had  been  to  Bome 
stated  that  Mr.  Errington  was  received 
in  that  capacity  by  the  Vatican ;  and 
he  should  like  to  know  whether  Lord 
Granville    ever    saw    the   letter  which 
verified  these  statements  ?   Cardinal  Ja- 
cobini received  Mr.  Errington  in  that 
capacity.     Lord  Granville,  as  everyone 
knew,  wrote  a  letter  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Errington's  mission.      The  Bishop    of 
Salford  said  this  letter  had  been  written 
and  submitted    to    Cardinal    Jacobini. 
He  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  did  not 
object  to  communications  with  the  See 
of  Bome.   He  believed  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  there  should  be  an  under- 
standing with  the  powers  of  the  Vatican. 
He  felt  it  the  more  because  he  knew 


that  Mr.  Erring^n  had  been  sent  to 
Bome  with  the  view  of  arranging  matters 
with  regard  to  Lreland.  Well,  he  was 
afraid  Mr.  Errington  had  not  succeeded. 
At  all  events,  he  had  tried  to  succeed. 
That  he  had  been  engaged  in  important 
negotiations  no  one  could  doubt,  for  had 
they  not  seen  Mr.  Erring^n,  an  Irish 
Member,  coming  to  England  in  hot  haste 
to  vote  for  the  d6tur$,  and  then  hurrying 
back  to  Bome,  after  only  a  couple  of 
days'  stay  in  this  country  ?  Would  this 
have  happened  had  not  Mr.  Errington 
some  very  important  business  on  hand  ? 
But,  while  he  saw  reasons  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Erring^n,  he  could 
not  reconcile  the  statements  made  at 
different  times  by  the  Prime  Minister 
with  the  statements  made  by  the 
Bishop  of  Salford.  The  Bishop  of 
Salfonl  eloquently  described  the  enor- 
mous power  which  the  Pope  exercised 
over  the  Christian  community  through- 
out the  world.  The  Pope  was  spoken 
of  by  the  Bishop  as  the  Supreme  Di- 
rector of  Men's  Souls,  and  he  added — 
**If  there  be  a  moral  power  on  the 
earth,  it  resides  in  the  Pope."  And 
then  the  Bishop  proceeded  to  say  that  it 
was  an  undisputed  fact  that  the  Pope 
exercised  great  moral  power  and  autho- 
rity through  the  territories  of  the  British 
Empire.  He  could  scarcely  reconcile  the 
reasons  which  the  Bishop  of  Salford 
gave  for  the  sending  of  Mr.  Errington 
to  Bome  with  the  powerful  protests 
against  the  influence  of  the  Vatican 
made  by  the  present  Prime  Minister 
when  the  late  Gt)vemment  were  in 
power.  He  had  read  a  book  on  the 
Vatican  decrees  in  their  bearing  on  civil 
allegiance.  It  was  there  claimed  that 
the  loyalty  of  the  subject  and  his  civil 
duty  were  placed  at  the  mercy  of  a 
Foreign  Potentate ;  and  in  a  subsequent 
work  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted 
with  regard  to  the  Vatican  decrees  that, 
in  the  strictest  sense,  they  claimed  for 
the  Pope  a  supreme  power  over  loyalty 
and  civil  duty  of  the  subject.  And  these 
works  were  published  as  protests  against 
that  pretension.  It  was  to  the  Pope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  ap- 
pealed; and  he  must  say  that  he  did 
not  wonder  that  the  Government  wished 
to  conceal  the  Correspondence.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  difficulty  at 
Gibraltar  helped  to  lead  up  to  Mr. 
Errington* s  mission ;  and  the  Bishop  of 
Salford  made  some  significant  allusions 
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to  that  subject.  It  was  in  consequence 
of  that  understandinfif  with  the  Pope 
that  a  most  monstrous  oppression,  as  he 
could  prove  from  Blue  Books  laid  before 
the  House,  had  been  committed  by  the 
Colonial  Office  against  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic inhabitants  of  Gibraltar;  and  that 
had  been  done  afzrainst  the  wishes  and 
the  advice  of  the  Governor  of  Gibraltar 
himself.  He  would  ask  the  House  to 
allow  him  for  one  moment  to  enter  into 
this  Correspondence  about  the  Gibraltar 
business,  because  he  maintained  that  a 
great  wrong  had  been  done  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  towards  the  Roman 
Catholic  inhabitants  of  Gibraltar.  For 
some  time  there  had  been  a  feeling  of 
great  bitterness  between  the  laity  and 
the  clergy  of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church 
in  Gibraltar  with  regard  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  temporalities  of  their  Church. 
The  laity  complained,  on  many  occasions, 
that  the  clergy  endeavoured  to  have  the 
administration  of  property  which  did  not 
belong  to  them.  In  September,  1869, 
Lord  Granville,  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  his  enthusiasm 
for  disestablishment,  wanted  to  disestab- 
lish the  Chui*ch  at  Gibraltar,  and  gave 
instructions  that  the  churches  and 
chapels  there  should  be  handed  over  to 
the  different  communions.  On  the  death 
of  the  late  Yicar  Apostolic  a  new  one 
was  named,  who,  for  different  reasons, 
was  unpalatable  to  the  managing  junta 
of  elders.  Until  Mr.  Errington  went  to 
Rome  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  tl>e  part  of  the  congregation,  and 
made  representations  to  the  Holy  See 
against  the  appointment  of  Dr.  Canilla 
as  the  new  Vicar  Apostolic.  In  October, 
1881,  however,  the  Vatican  having  de- 
clined to  accede  to  a  Memorial  that  the 
appointment  should  be  withdrawn.  Lord 
Kimberley,  in  a  despatch  to  I^ord  Napier 
of  Magdala,  as  Governor,  took  a  differ- 
ent view  from  that  which  the  Ministry 
had  previously  held.  It  appeared  that 
Mr.  \\  eld  was  sent  to  Gibraltar  to  settle 
the  div^pute  as  to  the  appointment  of 
Dr.  Canilla.  Ix)rd  Napier  of  Magdala, 
writing  on  the  subject  of  Mr.  Weld's 
mission,  said  it  was  not  clear  what  his 
object  or  intentions  were ;  but  it  seemed 
to  be  highly  necessary  that  this  Church 
scandal  should  come  to  an  end ;  and  it 
appeared  that  nobody  would  accept  the 
appointment  of  Dr.  Canilla  as  his  pastor, 
and  the  dispute  would  probably  lead  to 
violence.     The  mission  of  Mr.  Weld,  so 
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far  from  settling  the  question,  rerj  much 
aggravated  the  feeling  against  the  ap- 
pointment of  Dr.  Canilla.  Mr.  Weld 
said  he  would  not  leave  Gibraltar  until 
he  had  fulfilled  his  mission.  He  declined 
to  produce  any  credentials  from  the  Pope. 
That  appeared  from  the  Report  of  the 
Attorney  General ;  and  this  also — that 
in  consequence  of  the  irritated  feeling 
of  the  majority  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics, it  would  be  necessary  that  the  police 
and  military  should  always  be  present  at 
the  ministrations  of  Dr.  Canilla.  It  was 
shown  that  the  Roman  Catholics  had, 
from  time  immemorial,  had  a  right  to  the 
management  of  the  temporalities  of  the 
Church,  and  that  a  feeling  of  great  dis- 
satisfaction prevailed  as  to  the  way  in 
which  those  temporalities  had  been  dis- 
posed of.  It  was  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  determine  whether  it  was  neces- 
sary or  expedient  for  the  Government  to 
interfere  with  regard  to  the  appointment, 
and  it  was  shown  that  such  a  course  as 
that  threatened  could  only  have  the 
effect  of  bringing  the  local  authorities  in 
conflict  with  the  inhabitants,  and  that 
the  gravest  consequences  might  ensue. 
What  was  the  answer  of  Lord  Kimber- 
ley? The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  have 
acted  in  a  manner  which  was  quite  in- 
explicable in  the  case  of  one  of  his  en- 
lightened judgment.  He  gave  orders 
that  measures  should  at  once  be  taken  to 
enforce  obedience  to  the  law  and  to  en- 
able the  Yicar  Apostolic,  or  other  eccle- 
siastical authorities,  legally  constituted, 
to  have  access  to  the  Church  buildings 
from  which  one  clergyman,  who  had 
gone  over  to  take  possession,  had  been 
expelled.  But  who  had  said  that  this 
Vicar  Apostolic  was  legally  constituted  ? 
The  people  said  **No;'*  and  yet  Lord 
Kimberley,  without  giving  any  reasons 
for  so  doing,  ordered  the  Governor  of 
Gibraltar,  in  the  most  discourteous  man- 
ner, to  make  use  of  force  in  order  that 
this  Yicar  Apostolic  might  be  installed. 
There  was  no  despatch  after  that  of  Sir 
Augustus  Paget ;  but  it  seemed  as  if 
there  must  have  been  some  sort  of  secret 
communication  with  the  Pope,  whereby 
it  was  ascertained  that  he  considered  the 
new  Yicar  Apostolic  properly  consti- 
tuted. Lord  Kimberley,  therefore,  or- 
dered the  troops  which  on  the  last  occa- 
sion had  been  employed  ineffectually 
against  the  Boers  to  be  more  effectually 
employed  against  the  inhabitants  ot 
Gibraltar.     Lord  Napier,  who  seemed  to 
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foresee  the  diffloultiee  of  the  situation, 
then  wrote  that  he  regpretted  that  the 
•itaation  remained  unchanged,  and  that 
there  was  no  indication  of  conciliation. 
The  course  the  local  Government  had 
taken  from  the  commencement  was  with 
the  object  of  not  identifying  the  Qovern- 
ment  with  a'  question  of  Church  disci- 
^ine,  and  of  the  appointment  of  a  dig- 
nitary whose  installation  was  strenuously 
cpposed  by  the  population.     In  reply  to 
that  letter,  Lord  Kimberley  renewed  his 
orders,  and  ignored  the  tone  of  remon- 
strance   in  which  Lord  Napier  wrote. 
He  said  he  had  carefully  considered  the 
despatch  of    Lord  Napier,    and,  while 
approving  the    general    policy  therein 
referred  to,  he  must  impress  the  para- 
mount obligation  of  preventing  disorder. 
He  went  on  to  say  that  his  instructions 
eontained  in  his  last  letter  must  be  ob- 
served in  their  integrity,  and  maintained 
as  long  as  required.     In  that  despatch 
Lord  Kimberley,  who  in  1869  had  sought 
to  disestablish  the  Church  at  Gibraltar 
for  some  secret  reason,  gave  the  most 
peremptory  orders  without,  apparently, 
inquiring  into  the  merits  of  the  case, 
and  against  the  opinion  of  Lord  Napier, 
instructing  him  to  take  steps  to  force  the 
congregation  out  of  the  church,  and  im- 
pose on  them  a  Vicar  Apostolic  who  was 
distasteful  to  them.    The  result  was  that 
the  congregation  were  ejected,  the  troops 
Tiolently  invaded  the  Church,  the  doors 
were  broken  in.  and  many  people  arrested. 
And  all  that  seemed  to   be  done    for 
no  earthly  reason  except  that  which  was 
stated  by  the  Bishop  of  Sal  ford — namely, 
that  Mr.  Errington  might  obtain  a  good 
understanding  with  the  Church  of  Rome. 
He  (Sir   H.   Drummond   Wolff)   made 
tin's  Motion  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to- 
wards the  Church  of  Eomo  itself.     On 
the  contrary,    he  was  of   opinion  that 
there  should  be  a  free  and  full  under- 
standing between  the  Government  and 
the  authorities  of  the  Homan  Catholic 
Cborch,  and  that  we  should  try  to  con- 
ciliate the  members  of  that  communion 
ID  Ireland  and  in  other  parts ;  but  he 
maintained  that  it  was  an  unconstitu- 
tional and  unfair  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  keep  Papers  concealed  in 
SQch  a  manner  that  they  would  not  be 
handed   down   to   the  successor  of  the 

Present  Minister  at  the  Foreign  Office. 
he  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing the  Resolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  while  recognising  the  value  of  a  good 
understanding  between  this  Country  and  the 
Papal  See,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  all 
communications  between  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  and  the  authorities  of  the  Vatican 
should  be  placed  on  official  record  in  accord- 
ance with  the  constitutional  practice  in  diplo- 
matic afifairs,  and  should  be  conducted  with  the 
cognizance  of  Parliament." — {Sir  Henry  Wolff,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  was  the 
inteution  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  to  have  followed  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff),  because  on  various  points 
he  is  more  conversant  with  the  parti- 
culars of  this  question  than  I  am  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  as  regards  the  main 
points  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech, 
and  the  very  decided  objections  that  the 
Government  entertain  to  his  Motion,  I 
think  I  may,  without  any  fear,  under- 
take to  state  them.  Now,  Sir,  when  I 
listened  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  through- 
out his  interesting  statement,  what  I  was 
struck  with  most  was  the  power  of  ima- 
gination by  which,  having  got  hold  of  a 
very  few  fragmentary  circumstances, 
being  driven  on  by  an  intense  suspicion 
of  those  with  whom  he  is  dealing,  and 
being  abundantly  gifted  with  creative 
imagination,  he  has  constructed  a  scheme 
and  a  system  out  of  the  very  slenderest 
materials,  which,  when  you  come  to 
notice  and  point  out  the  defects  of  the 
evidence,  entirely  crumbles  to  the  ground 
and  vanishes.  That  I  believe  to  be  the 
state  of  the  case  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  and  he  will  be  able  to  judge  him- 
self, in  some  degree,  whether  I  am  at  all 
warranted  in  making  a  statement  of 
that  kind.  The  last  moiety  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  taken  up 
with,  as  it  appears  to  me,  an  unwar- 
rantable attack  upon  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Kimberley,  with  reference  to  a 
series  of  transactions  in  Gibraltar,  which, 
no  doubt,  are  of  considerable  interest. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  foimds  his  allusions 
to  these  transactions  on  a  statement  in 
the  speech  of  a  Eoman  Catholic  Bishop 
in  this  country  in  reference  to  them  ;  and 
this  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  gives  his 
own  opinion,  or  hypothesis,  that  some- 
thing that  has  been  done  in  Gibraltar 
has  probably  arisen  from  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  persists  in  calling  the  **  mis- 
sion" of  Mr.  Errington.  Well,  Sir,  it 
is  a  fair  enough  point  that  is  raised  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman — a  very  fair  and  a 
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very  fit  subject  for  discussion ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  cannot  admit  the  cor- 
rectness of  his  remarks  upon  it.  His 
statement  is  that  Lord  Kimberley  has 
insisted  that  the  Governor  of  Gibraltar 
and  the  Eoman  Catholic  community 
should  accept  Dr.  Canilla  as  Vicar 
Apostolic.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  a  very 
serious  affair,  on  which  I  must  say  it 
appeared  to  me  that  the  extracts  read 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not,  in  the 
faintest  degree,  bear  out  his  statement. 
No  extract  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
read  contained  any  such  instruction  to 
the  Governor  of  Gibraltar.  Again,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  Mr.  Errington 
was  at  work  as  a  secret  agent  in  this 
matter.  That  is,  doubtless,  a  very  fair 
subject  for  discussion  upon  the  Papers 
before  us ;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
in  those  Papers  Mr.  Errington  does  not 
at  all  appear,  and  that  there  is  no  evi- 
dence of  any  necessity  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  work  through  a  secret  agent, 
for  there  is  a  public  agent.  Sir  Augustus 
Paget,  who  appears  as  the  agent  and 
the  organ  of  the  British  Government. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  also  referred 
to  certain  conduct  of  Lord  Kimberley, 
founded  on  the  proceedings  of  Sir  Au- 
gustus Paget,  and  has  stated  that  Mr. 
Errington  was  employed,  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  in  some  communication  which, 
it  appears,  he  has  been  able  to  hold 
with  the  Vatican.  I  was  not  aware  that 
he  would  have  been  able  to  hold  such 
communication.  There  it  is,  and  I  see 
no  reason  to  bo  ashamed  of  it.  I  see  no 
reason  to  disapprove  of  it.  There  is  a 
certain  despatch  of  Lord  Kimberley's, 
founded,  apparently,  upon  Sir  Augustus 
Paget's  proceedings.  I  need  not  say 
that  I  do  not  admit  the  charges  against 
Lord  Blimberley  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  made ;  biit  I  am  not  prepared 
to  defend  Lord  Kimberley,  simply  be- 
cause I  know  nothing  about  it.  What 
I  am  in  a  position  to  say  is,  that  I  be- 
lieve that  a  matter  more  purely  imagi- 
native than  to  say,  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  done,  that  Mr.  Errington  has 
been  at  work  as  the  agent  of  the  British 
Government  in  regai^  to  this  affair  at 
Gibraltar  never  was  concocted  by  an  in- 
genious mind.  I  have  the  strongest 
conviction  that  Lord  Kimberley  never 
would,  either  by  himself  or  in  conjunc- 
tion with  Lord  Granville,  empower  Mr. 
Errington  to  act  in  that  capacity  witliout 
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making  the  circumstanoe  known  to  me ; 
and  I  can  only  say  that,  except  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  never  in  my  life 
heard  the  name  of  Mr.  Errington  men- 
tioned in  connection    with   these  pro- 
ceedings at  Gibraltar ;  and  I  beg,  there- 
fore, entirely  to  withhold  my  belief  from 
that  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has,  in 
perfect  good  faith,  imagined,  and  mj 
assent  to  his  Motion  in  so  far  as  that 
very  important,  if  not  main,  prop  of  his 
Motion,  which  is  founded  upon  this  sup- 
position— namely,  that  there  has  been 
a  course  of  action  by  Mr.  Errington  in 
this  matter  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment— is  concerned.     Well,  then,  the 
hon.   Gentleman  founds  himself  upon 
two  suppositions.     One  of  them  is  that 
Lord  Granville  had  organized,  through 
Mr.  Errington,  a  system  of  secret  diplo- 
macy, and  the  other  is  that  it  is  p6^ 
fectly  clear  that  Mr.  Errington  is  now 
occupied  at  Home  in  some  important 
and  secret  business  with  the  Vatican. 
Sir,  with  regard  to  Mr.  Errington's  re- 
turn to  Home,  I  can  only  say  that,  so 
far  as  I  am  acquainted  with  the  facts-- 
and  I  apprehend  if  Lord  Granville  had 
organized  this  system  of    secret  diplo- 
macy he   would   have  made    me  con- 
versant with    what    he    was    about— 
Mr.  Errington  has  returned  to  Borne 
upon  purely  private  considerations.  More* 
over,   I  have  heard — I    rather   think 
I  have  known — that  Mr.  Errington  did 
acquaint  Lord  Granville,  that  there  was 
a  private  consideration  which  made  him 
anxious  to  return  to  Borne.     He  takes  a 
very  great  interest,  I  believe,  founded 
upon  personal  acquaintance— but  I  am 
not  able  to  say  whether  that  acquaint- 
anco  is  intimate  or  not — he  takes  a  great 
interest  in  the  promotion  of  Dr.  M*Cabe, 
Archbishop    of   Dublin,    to    the    Car- 
dinalate,   and   as  the  ceremonial  con- 
nected with  Dr.  M'Cabe's  advancement 
was  to  take  place  after  Easter,  I  believe 
Mr.  Errington  returned  to  Borne  on  that 
account.     I  am  giving  you  this  informa- 
tion merely  as  that  which  I  have  had  no 
recent  opportunity  of  verifying,  so  as  to 
be  precisely  accurate.     I  merely  give  it 
as  what  I  think  to  be  the  case  ;  but  what 
I  will  state  positively  to  be  the  case,  so 
far  as  I  know — so  far  as  my  knowledge 
g^es — is  that  Mr.   Errington    has    no 
mission  of  any  kind  at  this  moment,  and 
no  purpose  in  view  with  regard  to  an 
agency  of  any  kind  in  connection  with 
Her  Majesty's  Government.     I  hope  the 
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haa.  Gentleman  will  clearly  and  dis- 
b'notly  understand  me  in  that  sense ;  but, 
whether  he  does  or  does  not  so  undor- 
itand  me»  I  trust  the  House  will.  The 
ion.  Gentleman  has  done  me  the  great 
Mmonr  to  refer  to  certain  publications  of 
nine,  and  I  am  always  very  glad  when 
.'  find  that  any  individual,  and  especially 
f  he  happens  to  be  an  opponent,  has 
onf erred  upon  me  the  very  great  com- 
kliment  of  reading  anything  that  I  have 
nitten.  But  I  am  afraid  the  hon. 
f ember,  although  he  has  quoted  me, 
laa  not  read  the  bock.  [Sir  H.  Drum- 
rosiD  Wouff:  Yes;  I  have.]  Then, 
^ir,  I  am  extremely  sorry  to  say,  if  he 
laa  read  the  book,  he  has  not  profited  by 
t.  He  has  not  remembered  the  book, 
For  I  am  quite  sure  if  he  had  remem- 
bered it'  he  would  not  have  made  the 
dtation  that  he  has  made.  He  would 
bave  made  his  citation  such  as  to  convey 
t  tnie  account  of  what  was  stated  by 
me  upon  that  occasion.  He  has  quoted 
fram  me  the  statement  that,  under  the 
deerees  of  the  Vatican  Council,  the  Pope 
had  made  claims  upon  the  civil  alle- 

Kee  of  English  and  Irish  find  Scotch 
tan  Catholics,   which  placed  their 
Qfil  allegiance  at  his  mercy.     Having 
mide  that  half  quotation,  he  says  that 
Iivho  made  that  allegation  when  I  was 
OQt  of  Office,  •now  that  I  am  in  Office 
bre  committed  myself  upon  those  claims 
of  the  Pope  of  Borne,  and  have  made  a 
Invest  to  him  to  act  upon  those  powers 
to  which  I  have  so  greatly  objected  for- 
nsrly ; "  and  no  wonder,  therefore,"  says 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  ''the  Prime  Minister 
is  very  anxious,   under  these  circum- 
toces,  to   conceal  the  correspondence 
on  this  subject."     Now,  I  am  going  to 
dtttroy  the  entire  fabric  of  the  hon. 
Qontleman's  imagination.     It  is  quite 
true  that  I  stated  in  that  publication 
that  the  claims  made  on  behalf  of  His 
Holiness  did  amount  to  a  claim  of  com- 
nuuid  over  civil  allegiance ;  but  if  the 
hon.    Gentleman    will    kindly    refer — 
Plough  he  has  an  advantage  over  me, 
for  I  am  stating  now  from  recollection 
of  writing^  to  which  I  have  not  recently 
referred — to    those    publications,     and 
make    himself    thoroughly    acquainted 
with  them,  he  will  find  I  stated  that 
tiiose  claims  of  mastery  over  civil  alle- 

g*  nee  were  not  recognized  by  the 
man  Catholic  subjects  of  the  Queen, 
and  that  their  loyalty  and  civil  allegiance 
were  perfectly  undisputed.    Therefore, 
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how  could  I  appeal  to  those  claims  of 
the  Pope  over  the  Homan  Catholic  sub- 
jects of  the  Queen,  when  I  myself  had 
declared  in  print  that  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic subjects  of  the  Queen,  so  far  as  I  was 
able  to  judge,  did  not  allow  those  claims  ? 
I  hope,  therefore,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  see  that  I  have  no  great  motive  for 
concealing  any  cort'espondence,  if  there 
had  been  any — which  there  is  not — 
between  Mr.  Errington  and  myself.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  there  is  no  analogy 
between  the  case  of  Lord  O'Hagan  and 
Mr.  Errington.  There  is  a  very  great 
analogy  between  them.  Essentially, 
they  are  precisely  the  same.  Mr.  Erring- 
ton is  not  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  sup- 
posed. He  says  to-day  he  sees  no  im- 
portance in  the  question  whether  Mr. 
Errington  is  paid  or  not.  He  sees  no 
importance  in  it  now  ;  but,  unless  I  am 
mistaken,  he  did  so  a  short  time  ago, 
when  he  came  forward  with  a  positive 
statement  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
paid  for  his  services. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
said  that  his  expenses  were  paid,  and  I 
believe  they  were. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Very  well ;  the 
hon.  Member  says  that  his  expenses 
were  paid.  The  hon.  Gentleman  saw 
great  importance  in  the  point  before ; 
but  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  A£Pairs,  stretching  a 
good  deal — out  of  deference  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman — the  wise  and  salutary  rule 
of  public  action,  has  stated  that  he  was 
entirely  mistaken  with  regard  to  it. 
To-day  the  hon.  Member  says  that  he 
dismisses  that  subject  from  his  mind; 
but  if  he  continues  to  believe  that  those 
expenses  are  paid,  he  ought  to  have 
some  evidence  to  give  in  support  of  that 
belief.  Really  he  is  not  entitled — it  is 
not  fair,  it  is  not  just — in  the  face  of  a 
distinct  and  official  contradiction  from 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  whom  he  has 
drawn  into  the  field,  to  state  as  that 
which  he  believes  that  which  my  hon. 
Friend  near  me  has  taken  upon  himself 
to  deny.  I  will  say,  then,  for  myself, 
that  Mr.  Errington  is  not  a  paid  agent 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  say 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  really  quite 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  Lord  Gran- 
ville has  organized  a  system  of  secret 
diplomacy,  and  for  this  plain  reason, 
that  he  has  organized  no  system  what- 
ever. Mr.  Errington,  as  has  been  stated 
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again  and  again  in  this  House,  went  to 
Borne  on  his  own  account ;  and,  as  he 
went  to  Kome  on  his  own  account,  Lord 
Granville  availed  himself  of  the  oppor- 
tunity ofltered  by  the  journey  to  Borne 
of  a  Gentleman,  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, an  Irishman,  a  man  of  high  in- 
telligence, and  entirely  to  be  trusted 
and  relied  on  as  deeply  attached  to 
his  country,  to  carry  certain  communi- 
cations with  respect  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land to  the  Vatican,  and  then  to  assist 
the  Pope  in  completing  his  knowledge 
on  the  subject.  Those  communications 
were  transmitted  to  the  Vatican  through 
Mr.  Errington,  without  any  reference  to 
the  claims  of  the  Pope  in  1870.  The 
British  Government  has  known  for  a 
very  long  time  that  the  Pope  was  a 
gpreat  social  power  in  every  country,  and 
perhaps  in  Ireland  more  than  any  other 
country,  where  there  are  a  very  large 
mass  of  Boman  Catholic  believers.  He 
is  a  great  social  power,  and  in  a  time  of 
great  social  disturbance,  Lord  Granville 
was  desirous  that  the  Pope  should  be 
well  informed  on  the  subject.  He  found 
more  than  one  Gentleman  going  to  Bome 
whom  he  could  trust  to  carry  this  in- 
formation, and  he  made  use  of  both  of 
the  two  channels  referred  to,  the  di£Per- 
ence  between  Lord  O'Hagan  and  Mr. 
Errington  being  that  Mr.  Errington 
went  first,  and  that  he  stayed  longer. 
But  to  convey  information  was  not  the 
purpose  of  Mr.  Errington's  visit,  as  far 
ad  the  Government  are  acquainted  with 
it,  because  we  have  no  control  over  the 
private  and  personal  action  of  Mr. 
Errington  in  Bome.  To  convey  informa- 
tion was  a  purpose  which  he  undertook 
to  fulfil  on  the  part  of  the  Government ; 
and  I  believe  I  am  strictly  correct  in 
saying  that,  while  convejdng  that  in- 
formation, we  submitted  no  request 
whatever  to  the  Pope  at  Bome.  The 
lion.  Gentleman's  statement  that  secret 
communications  were  going  on  is  wholly 
destitute  of  foundation.  Mr.  Erring^n 
has  been  in  England,^  but  I  have  not 
seen  him.  My  belief  is,  that  his  return 
to  Bome  was  a  return  for  personal  pur- 
poses, and,  if  I  am  rightly  informed,  he 
had  a  natural  reason  for  going  back  to 
Bome.  It  is  not  for  me  to  say — I  have 
no  reason  to  know — whether  he  intends 
to  prolong  his  stay  there  or  not ;  but  it 
is  quite  plain  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  interested  in  the  installation  of  a 
Cardinal  there,  and  it  has  nothing  to  do 
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with  any  secret  system  of  diplomacy. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  an  expres- 
sion, which  he  seems  to  place  great  stress 
upon,  that  Mr.  Errington  was  described, 
with  the  knowledge  of  Lord  Granville, 
as  an  agente  raeommendato,  or  "recom- 
mended agent,"  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment.   I  cannot  from  recollection  say 
whether  that  was  so  or  not ;  but  I  be- 
lieve it  is  perfectly  possible  that  it  was 
the  fact.     If  the  hon.  Member  will  only 
limit  the  interpretation    to  be  placed 
upon  that  phrase,  it  may  be  quite  correct 
that  the  expression  was  used  even  with 
the  knowledge  of  Lord  Granville.  That 
Mr.  Errington  was  "  recommended  "  is 
perfectly  true ;  but  then  he  was  not  a 
well-known  public  character,  not  a  man 
like  Lord  O'Hagan,  who  had  for  many 
years  played  an  important  part  in  the 
Boman  Catholic  community  of  Ireland, 
and  bome  the  Office,  which  he  has  only 
just  surrendered,  of  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland.     Mr.    Errington    was    recom- 
mended not,  I  believe,  by  any  letter 
from  Lord  Granville  with  authority,  but 
by  a  letter  from  Lord  Granville  to  Mr. 
Erring^n  himself,  in  which  Lord  Gran- 
ville put  Mr.  Errington  in  a  condition  to 
show,  if  he  found  it  necessary,  that  he 
was  a  man  on  whose  honour  and  intelli- 
gence the  most  entire  reliance  could  be 
placed  by  any  Government.     We  may 
take  it,  then,  that  he  was  recommended. 
Was  he  an  agent  ?    Well,  any  Member 
can  carry  a  message,  and  any  man  who 
carries  a  message  for  you  is  an  agent. 
I  was  myself  in  1845  an  agent  of  Lord 
Aberdeen,  and,  as  the  agent  of  Lord 
Aberdeen,   I  undertook  a  commission 
which  I  think  had  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  International  Copyright.     That 
commission  I  was  asked  to  fulfil,  and  I 
did  fulfil,  in  Paris,  by  a  communication 
with  M.  Guizot.    I  was  a  recommended 
agent  at  that  moment.  I  stayed  in  Paris 
for  24  or  48  hours,  and  then,  on  leaving 
my  agency  and  my  commission  alike,  I 
fell  to  the  ground.  In  this  limited  sense, 
therefore,  I  am  prepared  to  admit  that 
Mr.  Errington  is  an  agenU  racommendaio. 
He  is  a  person  recommended,  becaose 
we  have  the  attestation  of  Lord  Gran- 
ville as  to  his  ability;   but  I  am  not 
aware  that  at  this  moment  he  has  any 
agency  whatever  in  his  hands.     Now, 
Sir,  I  hope  I  have  in  some  degree  ful- 
filled the  promise  I  made  to  dissipate  the 
vague  shadows  which  have  been  east 
over  this  subject  on  the  conduct  of  Bw 
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tf^jesty'sGoTemment  through  the  active 
and  powerful  imagination  of  the  lion. 
Gentleman.  With  regard  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  cannot 
agree  to  it  for  reasons  which  I  will  state 
in  a  very  few  words.  First  of  all  there 
is  a  Preamble  to  the  Motion,  in  which 
flie  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  the  '*  irre- 
gnlar  and  clandestine  communications 
now  passing  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  Vatican."  That  Pre- 
amble is  intended  to  give  point  to  the 
Motion,  and  therefore  I  comment  upon 
it  to  this  extent,  to  say  that  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  communications  of  any 
sort  now  going  on  upon  these  matters. 
There  were  communications  connected 
with  conveying  any  certain  information 
which  we  thought  it  most  desirable  that 
the  Vatican  should  be  possessed  of ;  but 
those  communications  are  not,  so  far  as 
I  know,  communications  now  going  on. 
Then,  Sir,  comes  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  asks  the  House  to 
commit  itself  to  a  declaration — 

"  Thai,  while  recognizing  the  value  of  a  good 
undentandinG^  between  this  Country  and  the 
Fipal  See,  thin  House  is  of  opinion  that  all 
ooBunanications  between  any  of  Her  Majesty's 
IGniiten  and  the  authorities  of  the  \atican 
should  be  placed  on  official  record  in  accordance 
with  the  Constitutional  practice  in  diplomatic 
tfhin,  and  should  be  conducted  with  the  cogni- 
ance  of  Parliament." 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  understand  the  mean- 
iag  of  those  words.  Does  he  mean  that 
there  ought  to  be  distinct  diplomatic 
relations  with  the  Papal  See  ?  I  have 
heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  declare  him- 
self to  that  effect.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  an 
opinion  which  it  is  perfectly  competent 
for  him  or  for  any  Member  of  this 
House  to  hold  ;  but  it  is  one  upon  which 
possibly  there  may  be  great  diversity  of 
opinion  amongst  us.  But  this  I  will 
Bay — that  it  is  a  subject  upon  which,  in 
my  opinion,  it  would  be  most  unde- 
rirable  for  the  House  to  make  any  de- 
claration in  the  shape  of  a  formal  vote, 
tmless  it  perfectly  knows  what  it  means 
by  that  declaration,  and  unless,  if  there 
is  a  substantive  meaning  in  the  words, 
there  be  a  disposition  to  give  effect  to 
die  substantive  meaning.  Now,  Sir,  for 
my  own  part,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
commit  the  Qovemment  to  any  opinion 
on  the  point  without  having  taken  the 
advice  of  my  Colleagues  in  reference  to 
it.  I  rather  have  an  opinion  about  it 
myself,  and  my  opinion  would  lead  me 
to  think  twice  or  thrice  before  I  concurred 


in  the  words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
But  that  is  not  my  point.     My  point  is 
that  no  declaration  could  be  wisely  or 
prudently  made.    The  hon.  Member  has, 
of  course,  a  perfect  right  to  his  opinions ; 
but  the  making  of  any  such  declaration, 
especially  if  in   vague  and   ambiguous 
terms,  would  tend,  I  think,  to  create  a 
good  deal  of  misapprehension,  and,  per- 
haps, not  a  little  suspicion  out-of-doors, 
and  would  do  a  very  g^eat  deal  towards 
preventing  a  good  understanding — if  a 
good  understanding  means  that  we  are 
always  to   deal  with  charity  with   all 
mankind,  and  to  give  everyone  credit  for 
doing  that  which  he  thinks  to  be  right 
according  to  his  character  and  constitu- 
tion.    That  may  be  all  very  true ;  but  I 
do  not  think  that  sort  of  good  under- 
standing would  be  at  all  promoted  by 
passing  this   Motion.     Then    the  hon. 
Member  says,  in  his  Motion,  that  he 
objects  to   certain  communications  be- 
tween the  Vatican  and  Her  Majesty's 
Government — I  believe  there  are  none — 
because,  he  says,  they  ought  all  to  bo 
placed  on  official  record.     Well,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  has  let  fall  words  in 
the  course  of  his  speech,  and  has  even 
quoted    authorities,    showing  that    all 
communications  are    not    placed   upon 
official  record.     Surely  he  is  perfectly 
well  aware  that  very  important  private 
correspondence  is  carried  on  between  a 
Minister  of  State  and  all  the  great  Em- 
bassies and  Missions  of  this  country ; 
but  these  private  communications  are 
never  placed  upon  official  record ;  and  it 
would  be  perfectly  untrue — I  can  hardly 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  suppose 
that  everything  is  so  recorded,  although, 
as  I  have  said,  I  did  hear  him  let  fall 
some  expressions  of  the  kind  in  one  of 
his  many  speeches  on  this  subject — but 
it  is  perfectly  untrue  to  state  that  these 
communications  are  placed  upon  official 
record,  either  at  the  time  that  they  are 
written,  or  at  any  subsequent  peiiod. 
These  communications  contain,  undoubt- 
edly,  very  important   portions   of   the 
integral  communications   between    the 
Foreign  Minister  and  the  agent  abroad, 
but  they  are  never  placed  upon  record. 
The  House  of  Commons  ought  not  to 
commit  itself  to  a  proposition  so  precipi- 
tate and  so  much  at  variance  with  me 
perfectly  well- understood  practice  of  all 
Governments  in  all  times,  as  the  propo- 
sition that  all  communication  between 
any  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  and  the 

2  G  2 


90S 


Papal  See 


{ COMMONS ;     (Diphmaiic  CammunieatiOHi).  904 


authorities  of  the  Vatican  should  be 
placed  on  special  record.  I  will,  how- 
ever, go  so  far  to  meet  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  this— that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  see  fit  to  organize 
what  ho  calls  a  system  of  diplomacy,  or 
anything  that  any  right-minded  man 
could  call  a  system  of  communication 
between  this  country  and  the  See  of 
Home,  I  then  agree  to  join  hands  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  will  agree 
that  these  means  ought  to  be  taken.  I 
do  not  say  for  giving  in  that  case,  more 
than  in  any  other  case,  absolute  pub- 
licity of  everything  that  is  said ;  but  to 
place  communications  of  that  kind  on 
the  same  official  footing  as  communi- 
cations with  other  Embassies  and  Mis- 
sions, I  cannot  agree.  But  my  point  is, 
that  nothing  of  the  kind  exists ;  that  a 
special  and  temporary  function  was  un- 
dertaken by  Mr.  Errington  upon  the 
happy  and  convenient  occasion  of  his 
going  to  Home,  as  it  was  on  a  similar 
occasion  by  Lord  O'Hagan,  and  as  it 
might  be  by  any  other  Gentleman  ;  and 
unless  I  am  entirely  ignorant  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  my  Colleagues — and  I  think 
I  am  not  so — no  such  communications 
now  exist.  The  subject-matter  upon 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  fastened 
his  suspicion  is  no  longer  in  a  condition 
to  be  made  the  subject  of  comment,  be- 
cause the  purpose  of  Mr.  Errington's 
proceedings  has  been  served  in  convey- 
ing the  information  that  was  to  be  con- 
veyed, and  that  information  neither 
involved  any  proposal  on  our  part,  or 
any  request  on  our  part,  or  any  necessity 
for  the  conveyance  of  those  proceedings. 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  press  his  Motion  further 
upon  the  House. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  con- 
curred with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  in  the  recommenda- 
tion that  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  should  not  press  his  Motion, 
for  the  proposal  it  contained  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  Common  Law,  which 
established  Her  Majesty's  supremacy, 
and  with  the  Diplomatic  Eolations  Act, 
which  was  passed  in  1848  to  establish 
commercial  relations  and  other  relations 
between  this  country  and  the  then  Sove- 
reign of  the  Pontifical  States.  That 
Statute  carefully  declared  the  supremacy 
of  Her  Majesty.  When  that  measure 
was  before  the  House  of  Lords,  a  most 
important  debate  took  place,  in  conse- 

J/r.  OladMone 


quence  of  which  that  most  loyal  of  He: 
Majesty's  subjects  whom  he  (Mr.  New 
degate)  ever  knew,  the  late  Duke  o 
Wellington,  deemed  it  necessary  to  in 
sort  the  3rd  clause,  guarding  Her  Ma 
jesty's  supremacy  in  all  parts  of.  he 
Dominions,  unless  modified  by  Treaty 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  found  that  Gib 
raltar  was  ceded  to  the  English  Crowi 
in  full  Sovereignty  by  the  Treaty  o 
1814.  He  was  not  surprised,  therefore 
that  Lord  Napier,  as  Governor,  was  sur 
prised,  and  found  himself  in  a  ver 
awkward  position,  when  he  had  to  dea 
with  a  person  who  claimed  to  hav< 
been  appointed  Vicar  Apostolic,  an( 
who  would  not  produce  his  credentials 
but  presumed  to  take  upon  himself  th< 
regulation  of  the  Eoman  Catholic  eccle 
siastical  property  in  Gibraltar.  Bu 
there  was  another  matter.  He  (Mi 
Newdegate)  could  quite  understand  th< 
suspicion  which  was  very  generally  fel 
witn  regard  to  the  position  of  Mr.  Er 
rington,  because  the  public  were  per 
feotly  aware  of  the  state  of  the  Commoi 
Law  in  this  country,  which  retained  t< 
Her  Majesty  and  to  Parliament  ful 
Sovereignty  in  matters  ecclesiastical  ai 
well  as  civil ;  and  that  was  most  care 
fully  guarded  by  the  Act  of  1848.  Th< 
Pope  was  no  longer  Sovereign  of  th< 
Pontifical  States;  therefore,  the  Com 
mon  Law  excluding  his  ecclesiastical  anc 
spiritual  authority  was  in  full  vigour  t( 
prevent  any  diplomatic  relations  witl 
the  Holy  See.  He  could  not  vote  foi 
the  Besolution  of  his  hon.  Friend,  whos< 
ability  he  so  much  respected,  because  hi 
should  be  voting  against  the  Diplomatic 
Eolations  Act  of  1 848 ;  at  the  same  time 
he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  had  doni 
eminently  useful  service  in  bringing  th« 
subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
But  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  that  thic 
country  should  enter  iutocommunicationt 
with  the  Pope  with  reference  to  the  pro- 
perty and  the  rights  of  Her  Majesty'f 
subjects  at  Gibraltar, and  he  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate) could  not  vote  for  that,  for  it  wa« 
contrary  to  the  Common  Law.  His  hon. 
Friend  was,  no  doubt,  right  in  calling 
the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the  fact 
that  there  was  strong  reason  for  be- 
lieving that  the  Common  Law  had  been 
evaded  in  this  instance.  That,  however, 
was  a  totally  different  matter  from  the 
substance  of  his  Motion ;  and  he  thought 
that  the  speech  of  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Salford,  which  his  hon.  Friend 


m 


p4ipal  See 


(Apbil  18,  1882]  {Biphmatie  Communteationa),  9GG 


had  quoted,  was  very  cleverly  devised 
to  pave  the  way  for  breaking  up  the 
protection  given  by  the  Common  Law. 
The  Common  Law  protected  all  Eoman 
Catholic  property,  excepting  monastic 
property,  most  carefully  ;  but  it  retained 
to  itself  the  right  of  judging  whether  that 
property  was  duly,  legally,  and  loyally 
appropriated  ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  the 
Boman  Catholic  Bishop  of  Salford  would 
like  to  see  that  jurisdiction  transferred 
to  the  Vatican.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate] 
was  quite  sure  that  the  House  was  not 
prepared  for  that  transfer  ;  and  that  his 
non.  Friend  did  not  wish,  under  the 
cover  of  diplomatic  relations,  to  sanction 
uncontrolled  interference  on  the  part  of 
the  Vatican  in  Gibraltar,  the  entire  Sove- 
reignty of  which  belonged  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty under  the  Treaty  of  1814.  Though 
he  thanked  his  hon.  Friend,  then,  most 
sincerely  for  having  stated  the  grounds 
for  the  very  strong  suspicion  that  cer- 
tain communications  had  been  made 
to  the  Pope,  which  were  inconsistent 
with  the  Common  Law,  and  inconsistent, 
therefore,  with  Her  Majesty's  supre- 
macy, he  regretted  that  the  Kesolution 
was  drawn  up  in  terms  which  rendered 
it  impossible  for  him  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
to  support  it. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
must  confess  that  it  was  with  consider- 
able relief  he  heard  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's statement  disclaiming  all  know- 
ledge as  to  the  proceedings  that  had 
taken  place  in  Gibraltar.  A  Motion 
was  on  the  Paper  in  his  (Sir  George 
Campbell's)  name  which  had  fallen  to 
the  ground  ;  but  he  was  glad  to  know 
that  whatever  had  been  done  had  not 
been  done  by  the  authority  of  the  Prime 
Minister  or  of  the  Government,  but  as  a 
purely  Departmental  affair,  and  might 
be  criticized  as  such.  He  was  also  very 
glad  indeed  to  hear  the  ground  on  which 
Uie  Prime  Minister  opposed  the 'Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Dnimmond  Wolff),  for  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  himself  was  strongly  opposed 
to  the  Motion  on  the  grounds  stated  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  Neither  the  House 
nor  the  country  were  prepared  to  resus- 
citate the  long  suppressed  diplomatic 
rdations  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  See  of  Bome.  On 
several  occasions,  when  questions  of 
that  kind  had  been  brought  forward  in 
the  House,  he  expressed  his  opinion  to 
that  effect ;  and,  while  disclaiming  act- 


ing on  what  was  called  Scotch  prejudice 
in  this  matter,  had  done  so  on  political 
grounds,  and  so  adhered  to  the  old  prin- 
ciples of  the  country.  He  had  served  a 
good  deal  over  the  world,  and  had  seen 
a  good  many  religions,  and  it  was  on 
political  grounds  ne  adhered  to  the  old 
principle  that  it  was  better  this  country 
should  not  interfere  diplomatically  with 
the  Vatican,  but  keep  civil  matters  en- 
tirely apart  from  ecclesiastical  matters 
and  power.  In  this  country,  as  re- 
garded Ireland,  at  least,  we  had  adopted 
the  principle  of  levelling  down  in  mat- 
ters of  religion ;  and  it  would  be  an  unwise 
departure  from  that  principle  to  enter 
into  special  relations  with  any  foreign 
ecclesiastical  authority.  The  connection 
between  Church  and  State  had  been 
injurious  throughout  the  world;  and 
he  hoped  that  wo  should  take  that 
lesson  to  heart,  and  that  there  would  be 
no  disposition  towards  a  renewal  of  the 
diplomatic  communications  between  the 
Government  of  this  country  and  Home. 
There  was  g^eat  temptation  in  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland  to  use  the  social 
influence  of  the  Pope,  in  the  way  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  explained,  for 
the  purpose  of  quieting  and  conciliating 
Ireland ;  but,  in  that  respect,  he  thought 
he  might  quote  the  old  adage,  that  '^bad 
cases  make  bad  law,"  and  so  a  tempo- 
rary advantage  might  end  in  the  adop- 
tion of  a  bad  line  of  policy.  He  hoped 
and  believed  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  avoiding  en- 
tering into  communication  with  Itome  of 
such  a  nature  in  any  degree  as  to  cause 
the  Pope  to  expect  any  return  from  them. 
With  regard  to  the  Gibraltar  matter, 
they  had  been  told  it  was  not  the  action 
of  the  Government,  but  simply  of  a  De- 
partment; and  it  seemed  to  him  that  they 
ought  to  be  on  their  guard  against  sup- 
porting or  countenancing,  in  such  cases, 
the  influence  of  a  centralized  ecclesiastical 
authority.  There  was  a  great  temptation 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  sup- 
port authority;  but  the  great  objection 
to  the  centralized  power  of  the  Pope 
was  that  it  had  too  groat  influence  and 
authority  in  the  affairs  of  this  and  other 
countries.  It  seemed  to  him  that  they 
ought  to  encourage  the  aspirations  of 
those  Homan  Catholics  who  were  not  in- 
clined to  submit  to  the  great  centraliza- 
tion of  the  See  of  Komo  and  to  the  too  in- 
fallible power  of  the  Pope,  but  who  were, 
on  the  contrary,  rather  inclined  to  assert 
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the  rights  of  the  laity ;  they  should  respect 
the  rights  of  a  National  Catholic  Church 
as  they  would  any  other  Church.  There 
were  several  instances  in  which  it  had 
been  made  plain  that  the  Koman  Catholic 
laity  were  not  inclined  to  submit  to  this 
foreign  domination.  An  analogous  case 
arose  in  Bombay,  and  he  was  glad  that  the 
India  Office  had  taken  a  different  view 
in  the  matter  from  that  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Bombay,  and  refused  to  interfere. 
But  in  this  case  the  Colonial  Office  had 
taken  the  part  of  the  Pope's  nominee, 
and  put  him  in  possession.  He  trusted 
this  debate  would  lead  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  consider  the  subject.  They  knew 
that,  if  he  had  not  absolute  authority 
over  the  different  Departments,  he  had 
a  moral  authority;  and  he  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  into 
the  matter,  and  see  whether  the  India 
Office  was  right,  or  the  Colonial  Office 
was  right.  He  hoped  the  matter  would 
be  setUed,  and  that  there  would  be  no 
clashing  between  the  Departments  of 
the  Government,  and  that  a  uniform 
policy  would  be  followed.  That  policy, 
he  hoped,  would  be  in  favour  of  a  free 
Church,  and  non-interference  with  a 
Church  not  established  by  law  and 
having  no  connection  with  tiie  Govern- 
ment. That  would  be  the  only  safe 
policy  to  pursue. 

Mk.  COURTNEY  said,  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  condemned  cer- 
tain irregular  communications  which 
were  supposed  to  have  passed  between 
the  Vatican  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment; but  the  discussion  had  drifted 
into  the  question  of  the  appropriate 
action  of  the  Colonial  Government  in  a 
matter  arising  at  Gibraltar.  He  should 
almost  have  thought  the  discussion  was 
not  pertinent  to  that  subject.  The  full 
extent  of  the  connection  of  the  Vatican 
with  what  happened  at  Gibraltar  ap- 
peared in  the  Blue  Book,  and  entirely 
disproved  the  assertion  that  the  two 
questions  had  any  relation,  and  showed 
tnat  the  visit  of  Mr.  Errington  to  the 
Vatican  was  not  in  any  way  connected 
with  Gibraltar.  The  question  was  a 
totally  distinct  one.  As  to  the  policy  of 
the  action  taken  in  Gibraltar,  he  (Mr. 
Courtney)  would  confess  that  he  thought, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  went  into  the 
matter  more  closely,  and  read  the  pages 
again,  he  would  find  that  the  conduct  of 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the  affsdr 
at  Gibraltar  entirely  oorresponded  with 
the  principles  which  he  had  laid  down. 
In  Gibraltar  they  had  treated  the  autho- 
rities of  the  Homan  Catholic  Church  in 
the  same  way  as  they  would  have  done 
the  trustees  of  a  Particular  Baptist 
Chapel.  They  had  simply  given  notice 
that  the  peace  should  be  preserved,  and 
that  Dr.  Canilla  should  be  freed  from 
molestation  on  his  way  to  and  from  the 
Cathedral.  The  Government  looked 
upon  the  Homan  Catholic  Church  as  a 
free  Church  in  a  free  State.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  had  said  that 
the  Government  was  prejudging  the 
rights  of  the  laity  in  the  matter ;  but  it 
was  not  a  fact  that  the  Government  was 
prejudging  those  rights  at  all.  The 
rights  of  the  laity,  as  they  had  been 
established  in  Gibrailtar,  were  far  above 
the  action  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  WARTON  :  I  rise  to  Order ;  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  addressing  the 
House,  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy. 

Mb.  COURTNEY,  in  continuation, 
said,  the  Government  did  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  attempt  to  prejudge  or 
interfere  with  the  rights  of  tne  laity, 
who  could  appeal,  first,  to  the  Court  at 
Gibraltar,  and  then  to  the  Privy  Council. 
The  action  of  the  Colonial  Office  had 
been  simply  confined  to  the  preservation 
of  peace  and  order  at  Gibraltar,  and  the 
rights  of  the  laity  to  the  Church  or  the 
temporalities  of  the  Church  remained 
precisely  where  they  were.  They  could 
submit  their  claims,  if  they  chose,  to  a 
legal  tribunal. 

Mr.  BELLINGHAM  said,  that  he 
should  like  to  know  if  there  was  any 
prospect  of  opening  communications 
with  the  Vatican ;  for,  at  the  present 
moment,  there  seemed  great  misconcep- 
tion on.  the  point  ?  The  Act  passed  in 
184S  contained  a  cause  providing  that 
no  ecclesiastic  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  should  be  received  in  this  country 
as  Representative  of  the  Vatican ;  but  u 
that  provision  were  repealed,  there  would 
be  nothing  to  prevent  diplomatic  rela- 
tions being  established  between  this 
country  and  the  Vatican.  It  was  imma- 
terial to  Catholics  whether  a  Liberal  or 
a  Conservative  Administration  brought 
such  a  change  about,  for  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  Holy  See ;  and.  considering  the 
fact  that  Prince  Bismarck,  who  had  been 
one  of  the  upholders  of  ultra-Protestant- 
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ism  in  Oermany,  Lad  been  obliged  lately 
to  open  communications  with  the  Vati- 
can, he  did  not  see  why  communications 
ihoald  not  be  opened  by  this  country 
with  the  Papal  See. 

Mb.   WAltTON  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  discussion  on  the  Eesolution  of 
his  hon.   Friend  (Sir    H.    Drummond 
Wolff)    had    inTolved    matters    which 
seemed  to  him  extraneous  to  the  im- 
portant question  that  the  House  had  to 
consider.     He  did  not  care  to  inquire 
whether  they  ought  to  have  diplomatic 
rdations  with  the  Vatican,  or  even  to 
hawe  a  good  understanding  with  it.  The 
r»al  object  of   the  discussion  was  to 
ascertain  what  the  G-OTcmment  had  been 
doing  in   that  matter;  and  he  should 
have  preferred  a  more  simple  Itesolu- 
tion  than  that  of  his  hon.  Friend,  one 
declaring  that  the  House  regretted  the 
recent  correspondence  with  the  See  of 
Bome  through  Mr.  Errington,  or  words 
to  that  effect.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth  had  alleged  a  number 
of  facts  to  show  that  diplomatic  proceed- 
ing^ had  taken  place.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter met  those  allegations — first,  by  treat- 
ing them  as  if  they  rested  entirely  upon 
pare  imagination,  characterizing  them 
as  the  baseless  fabric  of  a  vision ;  and 
then  he  went  on,  step  by  step,  to  admit 
ererything  that  had  been  charged.    Mr. 
Errington,  he  allowed,  was  an  agent ;  he 
had  a  letter  of  recommendation   from 
Lord  Granville,  and,  therefore,  he  was  a 
rocommended  agent.      Next,  it  was  ad- 
mitted  that    Mr.    Errington    was    the 
special   agent  of   the   Government  for 
some  purpose.     For  what  purpose  ?    To 
inform  His  Holiness  the  Pope  of  some- 
thing ?      Was  it  from  pure  benevolence 
to  the  Pope  that  thoy  wished  to  toll  him 
something  which  he  did  not  know  ?     It 
was  to  be  presumed  that,  there  being  so 
many  of  the  Clergy  of  his  comm union  in 
Ireland,  the  Pope  was  well  informed  of 
what  went  on  in  that  country.     The  ex- 
traordinary thing  was  that  when  they 
made  their  communication  to  the  Pope 
they  did  not  want  an  answer.    It  was 
said  there    was   no   answer,  and    they 
were,  at  the  same  time,  told  that  at  this 
moment  no  correspondence  was  going 
on.     That  meant,  ho  (Mr.  Warton)  sup- 
posed, that  the  answer  had  not  yet  come; 
and  then  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  got  up  and  ex- 
pressed his  great  delight  that  the  Prime 
iCinister,  by  his  lucid  statement,   had 


dissipated  every  apprehension  or  objec- 
tion on  that  subject.  The  hon.  Member 
had  not  the  wit  to  see  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  admitted  everything.  He 
(Mr.  ViTarton)  wanted  to  know  whether 
the  Prime  Minister  would  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  orders  to  Mr. 
Errington  ;  next,  the  information  which 
he  gave  to  the  Pope ;  and  also  state — as 
they  were  told  there  was  nothing  now 
goin^  on — whether  it  was  intended  that 
nothing  should  go  on  ? 

Sib  H.  drummond  WOLFF,  in 
reply,  said,  he  must  adhere  to  his  pre- 
vious assertions,  notwithstanding  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  maintained  that  Lord  Kimberley 
had  ordered  the  Governor  of  Gibraltar 
to  send  troops  to  instal  the  Vicar  Apos- 
tolic, and  to  enable  him  to  have  full  and 
free  access,  without  molestation  of  any 
kind,  to  the  Cathedral  and  Presbytery. 
The  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  had  now 
acknowledged  that  Mr.  Errington  was 
an  agente  raconimendato ;  and  what  he  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  maintained  was, 
that  if  Mr.  Errington  was  a  recommended 
agent,  there  should  have  been  some  re- 
cord placed  in  the  Foreign  Office  to  show 
in  what  capacity  he  had  been  recom- 
mended. The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
gone  on  to  say  that  private  letters  were 
constantly  addressed  to  our  recommended 
agents  or  other  diplomatists  abroad ; 
but  he  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  would 
contend  that  private  letters  ought  only 
to  be  supplementary  to  a  public  despatch. 
He  contended  that  the  letter  in  question 
positively  accredited  Mr.  Errington  to 
Eome,  and  established  him  there  as  an 
agent.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  No.]  It  was 
no  use  discussing  words  in  that  way,  and 
he  would  contend  that  the  letter  estab- 
lished Mr.  Errington  as  an  agent ;  that 
he  was  recommended  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  that  that  was  a  secret 
system  of  diplomacy  ;  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  ashamed  even  to  put  on 
record  in  the  Foreign  Office  what  they 
had  done.  He  had  to  complain  that 
Lord  Granville,  speaking  in  ^*  another 
place,"  had  misquoted  what  he  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff)  had  said  in  reference 
to  Mr.  Errington's  expenses,  and  had 
given  only  a  limited  denial  to  it.  He  had 
never  said  that  Mr.  Errington' s  ex- 
penses had  been  paid  out  of  the  Secret 
Service  Fund ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  deny  that  they  would 
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be  paid.  TJnless  it  was  declared  that 
Mr.  Errington  was  never  at  any  time  to 
receive  money  from  the  Secret  Service 
Fund  for  expenses,  he  would  adhere  to 
the  statement  that  his  expenses  were  a 
charge  on  that  Fund.  It  was  no  use,  he 
would  admit,  going  on  with  the  argu- 
ment, as  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  result  of  the  debate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  endeavoured  to  involve 
the  subject  in  mystery,  but  he  had  not 
succeeded.  Ho  had  really  admitted  every 
statement  he  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
had  made,  and  was  ashamed  to  put  any 
of  the  communications  which  had  passed 
on  the  Table.  He  begged  to  withdraw 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  no. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

LOCAL  GOYEBNICENT  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 

(poor  law)    (no.    1)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Orders  of  the  Liocal  Government  Board 
under  the  provimons  of  *'  The  Divided  Parishes 
and  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1876,"  iui 
amended  and  extended  by  "The  Poor  Law 
Act,  1879,"  relating  to  the  parishes  of  Barm- 
brough,  BurghwalUs,  Coleshill,  Conisbrough, 
Forrest  Hill,  Uickleton,  Inglesham,  Kirk  Bram- 
"with,  Kirk  Sandall  and  Trumfleet,  Shotover, 
and  Shotover  Hill  Place,  and  to  the  townships 
of  Adwick-le-Street,  Askem,  Bamby-upon-Don 
or  Bamby  Dunn,  Campsall,  Dalton,  Ecclesfield, 
Helmington  Row,  Langthwaite  -  with  -  Tilts, 
Mexbrough,  Moss,  Owston,  Thorpe-in-Balne, 
and  Willington,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  HiBBEBT  and  Mr.  Dodson. 

LOOAL   GOVERNMENT     (HIGHWAYS)     PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER   (no.    1)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  under  *'The  Highwaj'S  and  Locomotives 
(Amendment)  Act,  1878,**  relating  to  the  county 
of  Kent,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hib- 
bert and  Mr.  Dodson. 


LOOAL   GOVERNMENT   PROVISIONAL   ORDERS 

(no.    1)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  City  and  County  of 
Bristol,  the  Local  Government  District  of 
Bromley,  the  Port  of  Cardiff,  the  Bural  Sani- 
tarvDistrict  of  the  Glendalo  Union,  the  Borough 
of  bastings,  the  Local  Government  District  of 
Merthyr  Tydfil,  the  Boroughs  of  Newport 
Odonmouthshire)  and  Portsmouth,  the  Local 
Uovemment  District  of  Sandal  Magna,  and  the 
Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  Ware  Union, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbert  and 
Mr.  Dodson. 
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Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA,  in  riaing 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
unequal  Incidence  of  Imperial  Taxation 
in  Ireland ;  and  to  move  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee — 

*'To  inquire  and  report  whether,  since  the 
year  1851,  the  new  and  additional  Duties  which 
have  been  levied  off  Ireland  have  not  increased 
the  pressure  of  Imperial  Taxation  on  the  popu- 
lation of  that  portion  of  the  United  E^ingdom 
to  such  an  extent,  that,  having  regard  to  the 
total  property  and  income  of  the  inhabitants  oi 
each  tslaiid  respectively,  the  Imperial  Taxation 
of  Ireland  is  now  doubly  heavier  than  that  oi 
Great  Britain;  whether  the  entire  Imperial 
Taxation  of  Great  Britain,  does  not  barely  ex- 
ceed the  produce  of  an  Income  Tax  of  la,  hd.  in 
the  pound ;  and,  whether  that  of  Ireland  doei 
not  exceed  what  would  be  produced  by  an  In- 
come Tax  of  5«.," 

said,  the  case  to  which  he  asked  theii 
attention  was  quite  distinct  from  that 
upon  which  a  Committee  of  the  House 
sat  and  reported  in  1865.  There  was 
not  any  finding;  of  that  Committee  which 
anticipated,  answered,  or  decided  in  anj 
way  upon  the  issue  raised  by  his  pre- 
sent Motion,  which  was  one  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  inquire 
into  a  state  of  facts  without  parallel  in 
modern  history,  into  a  course  of  legisla- 
tion for  the  last  29  years  which  had  led 
to  results  without  precedent  in  this  oi 
any  other  country  in  the  world.  Calling 
things  by  hard  and  bad  names  was  not 
his  habit,  for  that  was  neither  proof  noi 
argument ;  but  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  find  words  in  which  to  describe  the 
financial  policy  pursued  towards  Ireland 
since  1853,  unless  one  had  recourse  to 
very  strong  terms.  His  chief  difficulty, 
however,  was  not  to  be  moderate  in  re- 
ferring to  the  injustice  which  had  been 
done,  but  in  finding  words  to  describe 
the  ignorance  of  hon.  Members  in  former 
Parliaments  and  in  this  on  the  subject 
Even  this  lack  of  information  was  scarcely 
so  remarkable  as  the  self-complacency 
with  which  those  hon.  Members  seemed 
to  contemplate  the  conduct  of  Great 
Britain  and  this  Parliament  towards 
Ireland  in  modern  times,  for  it  was  not 
infrequent  to  hear  the  fiscal  legislation 
for  the  United  Kingdom  referred  to  as  if 
Ireland  were  in  that  respect  a  favoured 
and  cherished  sister.  There  never  was 
a  greater  delusion.  He  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  ought  to  know  whether  that 
was  the  true  relation  in  which  Ireland 
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was  dealt  with  or  the  true  state  of  the 
case.    He  had  no  interest  in  misrepre- 
aenting  England  or  Englishmen,  and  he 
said  deliberately  that  he  knew  of  no 
oountry  in  Europe,  and  that  there  was 
none  except  Ireland,  in  which  so  large  a 
proportion  of  the  total  income  of  its 
people  was  levied  by  the  State  tax-man. 
He  did  not  ascribe  the  evils  of  which 
lie  complained  to  intentional  injustice. 
He  could  not  believe  that  the  injustice 
was  deaig^ed,   no  matter  how  it  had 
come  about.    He  believed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  when  he  instituted 
and  led  the  way  in  1853  to  the  system 
of  taxation  which  had  impoverished  Ire- 
land, deceived  himself  by  assuming  that 
identity  of  imposts  was  equivalent  to, 
and  almost  synonomous  with,  equality 
of  taxation.     But  this  assumption  was 
in  the  case  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land,   and   would   probably  be  in  the 
case  of  any  two   countries   so    linked 
together,  a  monstrous  delusion.  If  there 
were  but  one  tax  on  the  inhabitants  of 
both  countries,  and  if  that  tax  were  an 
Income  Tax,  then  he  admitted  that  iden- 
tity of  impost  would  imply  equitable  dis- 
tribution of  burden.     But  when,  as  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  a  comparatively 
small  portion  of  the  Bevenue  was  raised 
bj  an  Income  Tax,  and  the  great  bulk 
laised  by  sumptuary    taxation    levied 
on  selected  articles,   equality  could  be 
ascertained  only  when  they  had  ana- 
lyzed and  affirmed  the  fairness  of  the 
selection.     And  what  was  the  test   of 
the   fairness    of    selection  ?     It  would 
be   found    when   they    had    answered 
the  following  question  : — "Were  the  ar- 
ticles selected  for  taxation  such  as,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  were  equally  in 
demand,  equally  used,  equally  consumed 
in  both   countries  ?    If  they  were  not 
equally  in  demand  and  equally  used  in 
both  countries,  then  identity  of  imposts 
might  mean  the  very  opposite  to  equality 
of  taxation  ;  and  in  the  case  of  England 
and  Ireland  the  selection  made  was  the 
very  reverse  of  equality.     It  was  simply 
legalized  injustice.     But  England  and 
the  English  Minister  had  the  selection, 
and  they  knew  what  h^d  come  of  it. 
It  would  have  been  quite  easy  to  have 
selected    articles    for    taxation    on    an 
equally  identical   plan  for   the    whole 
United  Kingdom,   which  would    have 
spared  Irelfuid    and    worked    unfairly 
against  England.    A  moderate  tax  on 


cheese  would  fall  heavily  on  the  bulk 
of   the    English  people,   and    scarcely 
affect  the  Irish  in  the  least;   a  high 
scale  of  taxation  on  the  alcohol  of  beer, 
and  a  lower  one  on  the  alcohol  in  dis- 
tilled spirits,  would  be  unfair  towards 
the  English  people,  and  might  be  op- 
pressively so.  He  mentioned  these  things 
to  illustrate  and  explode  the  fallacy  of 
assuming,  as  it  was  the  habit  to  assume, 
that,  as  all  the  taxes  affecting  the  Irish 
people  also  affected  the  English,  there 
must  be  equality  of  taxation.    He  would 
show  that  these  taxes  were  unequal  and 
unfair  in  their  incidence,  that  they  fa- 
voured the  richer  country,  and  fell  with 
extraordinary  severity  on  the  poorer  and 
more  temperate  nation.     He  must  now 
advert  shortly  to  the  relative  taxation 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  anterior  to 
the  epoch   of    1853.     Could   any  hon. 
Member,  who,  from  personal  memory — 
as  in  his  own  case — or  from   authentic 
history,  knew  what  was  the  condition 
of  Ireland  in  1841,  or  what  it  was  in 
1851,   testify  that  Ireland  was  better 
able  to  pay  the  taxes  then  imposed  upon 
her  than   Great  Britain   was   to    bear 
those   which   fell  on  herself?    He  did 
not  apprehend  that  anyone  would  main- 
tain seriously  that  Ireland  was  not  in 
1841,  before  the  Famine,  and  in  1851, 
after  the  Famine,  taxed  as  nearly  to  the 
fuU  level  of  her  ability  to  pay  taxes  as 
was  Great  Britain  at  either  of  those 
dates.    But,  lest  there  might  be  anyone 
ready  to  assert  that  Ireland  was  at  either 
of  those  dates  more  lightly  taxed  rela- 
tively to  her  means  than  Great  Britain, 
he   would  now  inquire  what  was  the 
total  Revenue  raised  by  the  Imperial 
taxation  of  Ireland  in  1841  and  1851  ? 
He  referred  to  the  Parliamentary  Re- 
turns in  his  hands.     In  1841  the  Im- 
perial Revenue  raised   by  taxation   in 
Ireland  was  slightly  under  £4,000,000. 
In  1851  it  was  slightly  over  £4,000,000. 
The  Revenue  raised  by  taxation  of  Great 
Britain  in   1841  was  over  £46,000,000, 
and  in  1851   it  was  over  £49,000,000. 
At  those  dates,  then,  the  Imperial  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland  amounted  to  a  sum  equal 
in  round  figures  to  one-twelfth  of  the 
sum  raised  in  Great  Britain.     He  would 
prove  to  any  Committee  of  the  House 
in  more  detail  than  was  possible  in  his 
present  statement  that,  relatively  to  the 
entire  wealth  of  both  Islands  respec- 
tively, the  contributions  of  Irelana  to 
Imperial  Revenue  in  1841  and  1851  not 
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only  equalled  but  exceeded  her  equitable 
quota.  Of  that  excess,  howeveri  he  did 
not  complain ;  it  was  not  a  proper  sub- 
ject for  clamour  or  popular  agitation, 
even  if  people  understood  it,  which  they 
did  not.  He  merely  referred  now  to 
the  fact  that  even  then  the  Irish 
quota  was  somewhat  excessive  in  order 
to  emphasize  the  statement  and  the 
fact  that,  nevertheless,  in  1853  a  new 
system  was  commenced  for  reducing 
the  quota  of  taxation  borne  by  Eng- 
land, and  for  securing  the  maximum 
contribution  out  of  Ireland  in  relief  of 
several  Excise  and  Customs  Duties  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  of  which  latter 
Ireland's  share  was  scarcely  equal  to  5 

ger  cent  of  the  new  burdens  laid  upon 
er.  The  financial  result  of  the  policy 
of  1853,  which  he  would  describe  and 
explain  before  he  sat  down,  was  not  long 
obscure  nor  long  delayed.  They  would 
find  by  the  Betum  in  his  hand  that 
the  Revenue  raised  by  taxation  in  Ire- 
land in  1861  was  £6,420,378,  as  com- 
pared to  £4,006,711  in  1851,  forcing  up 
on  seven  years'  operation  of  the  new 
policy  the  quota  of  the  taxation  of 
Ireland  from  a  twelfth  to  a  ninth, 
as  compared  to  Great  Britain.  By  the 
end  of  the  next  decennial  period  the 
taxation  of  Ireland  was  forced  up  to 
£7,086,593,  or  to  within  a  fraction  of 
one-eighth  of  the  sum  raised  by  taxation 
of  Great  Britain.  This  was  the  modern 
way  of  sowing  dragon's  teeth,  with 
somewhat  a  parallel  result  to  that  of  the 
ancient  precedent.  All  this  time  illusory 
statements  were  being  made  under  the 
auspices  of  Dublin  Castle,  not  with  the 
intention  to  deceive,  but  none  the  less 
deceptive  on  that  account,  and  Ireland 
was  represented  as  making  great  strides 
in  material  prosperity  because  her  Re- 
venue, or  rather  her  tribute  to  the  Im- 
perial Revenue,  was  swollen  by  new 
taxes,  and  under  favour  of  occasional 
good  harvests,  she  struggled,  and,  as  it 
turned  out,  struggled  in  vain,  to  make 
headway  against  the  wasting  process  and 
the  new  impediments  to  her  progress. 
There  was,  however,  great  joy  in  Down- 
ing Sti-eet  as  each  fresh  additional  mil- 
lion was  dredged  out  of  Ireland,  and 
poured  into  tbe  abyss  of  the  British 
Exchequer,  in  place  of  being  allowed  to 
remain  with  the  people  to  reward  Irish 
industry,  and  to  help  to  fortify  and  pro- 
vide the  people  against  the  lean  years, 
bad  harvests,  and  hard  times  which  had 
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since  come  with  a  vengeance.  The  ven- 
geance, however,  was  not  wholly  for 
Ireland,  for  the  problem  of  her  pacifica- 
tion remained  to  be  solved,  and  it  would 
be  well  if  all  these  millions  rendered 
back  could  suffice  for  the  solution  in 
peace.  He  would  now  explain  precisely 
how  the  new  taxes  came  to  be  oast  on 
Ireland  in  1858,  and  how  radicaUy  un- 
just they  were.  The  explanation  of 
what  was  done  in  that  Session  of  Par- 
liament practically  explained  the  whole, 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  then  announced 
that  he  was  going  in  for  a  system  of 
identity  of  imposts,  and  it  never  ap- 
peared to  dawn  on  his  ingenuous  mind 
that  identity  of  imposts  did  not  mean  ac- 
tual and  equitable  equality  of  taxation ; 
and  although  other  Chancellors  of  the 
Exchequer,  other  Governments,  and 
other  Parliaments  had  since  then,  from 
time  to  time,  increased  the  Spirit  Duties 
and  varied  the  Income  Tax,  they  merely 
proceeded  in  grooves  defined  and  deeply 
cut  for  them  by  the  legislation  of  1853, 
which  laid  down  the  lines  of  a  financial 
system  which,  save  that  it  succeeded  in 
extracting  a  greater  Revenue  from  Ire- 
land than  ought  ever  to  have  been  ex- 
acted, was  at  once  unscientific,  unjust, 
and  unfortunate.  He  would  next  refer 
to  the  best  records  obtainable  in  an 
exact  and  statistical  form  of  the  total 
incomes  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  two 
Islands  respectively,  to  the  extent  which 
the  Income  Tax  Returns  reached.  He 
would  not  commence  with  the  earliest 
years  of  the  working  of  the  Income  Tax 
in  Ireland,  for  all  the  sources  of  income 
were  not  at  first  made  out ;  but  he  took 
the  Returns  for  1861,  when  the  Income 
Tax  had  been  seven  years  working.  In 
that  year  the  yield  from  Income  Tax 
in  Ireland  was  £715,269.  In  the  same 
year  the  Income  Tax  for  Great  Britain 
was  £9,755,938,  which  showed  ap- 
proximately taxable  incomes  13  times 
greater  in  Great  Britain  than  in  Ire- 
land. It  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  tliese  were  the  proportions  they 
would  find  without  descending  to  com- 
pare the  earnings  and  incomes  of  the 
wage -earning  classes  in  both  Islands, 
in  which  he  could  show,  were  it  ne- 
cessary, that  a  still  greater  disparity 
existed  ;  but  he  was  not  driven  to  force 
the  figures  by  substituting  estimates  and 
hypoinesis  for  statistics.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  would  make  allowance  for  the 
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iact  that  the  rating  of  houses  and  lands 
in  Ireland  was  made  under  the  Poor 
Law,  or  (Griffith's  yaluation,  and,  the 
nting  in  England  was  presumed  to  be 
taken  at  a  fuller  yalue,  and,  making 
other  trivial  allowances,  he  would  adopt 
the  conclusion  that  the  rateable  incomes 
of  Gbeat  Britain  under  all  the  Schedules 
would  indicate  the  relative  ability  of  one 
Uand  to  the  other  at  that  time  as  about 
1  to  12.     There  was  no  rational  theory 
to  sustain  an  assumption  that  Ireland 
rdativelv  to  Oreat  Britain  was  better 
able  to  bear  taxes  in  1853  than  what 
the  Betums  of  1861  would  denote ;  but, 
if  such  was  the  fact,  so  much  the  worse 
for  those  who  argued  in  favour  of  the 
taxation  scheme  of  1853.    It  sufficed  for 
him  (Sir  Joseph  M*Kenna)  to  show  that 
&e  taxation  of  Ireland  in  1841  and  1851, 
being  already  as  1  to  12  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, no  fresh  taxation  should  have  been 
laid  in  1 853  on  the  poorer  country,  and 
he  had    explained  that  if  Parliament 
were  to  have  measured  the  taxation  to 
be  levied  in  Ireland  by  the  Schedules 
prepared  for  the  purposes  of  the  Income 
Tax,  the  total  contribution  of  Ireland  to 
BoTcnue  would  have  been  laid  down  at 
a  thirteenth  of  that  of  Great  Britain. 
What  excuse,  therefore — what  plausible 
pretext — what  cogent  reason  was  there 
lor  imposing  upon  unfortunate  Ireland 
in  the  year  1853  a  fresh  burden  destined 
to  grow  weightier  and  weightier  year  by 
year  ?    He  might  answer  that  in  truth 
there  was,  to  his  thinking,  neither  co- 
gent reason,  rational  excuse,  nor  plau- 
nhle  pretext  for  doing  what  was  then 
done ;  but  that  which  stood  in  place  of 
reason,   excuse,   and  pretext  was  this 
sophism  that  indentity  of  imposts  was 
equivalent  to  equality  of  taxation,  and 
tluB  corollary  that  indentity  of  imposts 
was  to  be  established  as  speedily  as  pos- 
nble.  He  gave  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment   credit  for  believing  he  was 
doing  no  injustice ;  but  he  was  at  best 
legislating  in  the  dark,  for  there  was  then 
no  Income  Tax  Schedule  for  Ireland  to 
demonstrate  the  injustice  of  the  scheme. 
What  that  scheme  was,  and  how  it  was 
followed  up,   it  was  his    (Sir    Joseph 
M'Kenna's)  duty  to  review  by  the  clear 
and  unsparing  light  of  events.     When 
the  present  Premier,  then  Chancellor  of 
the  Kxchequer,  on  the  18th  April,  1853 
—that  day  29  years  —  introduced  his 
Budget   to   Parliament,   he  had,   from 


several  points  of  view,  a  gratifying 
statement  to  make;  but  the  case  had, 
nevertheless,  a  shad^  side,  and  there 
was  a  spectre  which  it  was  his  business 
to  lay  or  banish  somehow  from  the  feast 
he  was  about  to  spread  before  an  ad- 
miring Parliament  and  an  appreciative 
British  public.  The  spectre,  which 
would  have  scared  anyone  else,  rose 
before  him  in  this  way.  There  had 
been  a  grim  Famine  in  Ireland  in 
1846-7.  It  was  no  portion  of  his  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna's)  present  duty  to  re- 
view that  terrible  chapter  of  Irish  his- 
tory, some  of  the  details  of  which  would 
never  vanish  from  his  memory.  But, 
as  one  of  the  results  of  that  Famine, 
there  were  certain  debts  due  by  the 
famine-stricken  districts  to  the  Treasury, 
the  greater  jmrtion  of  which  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  had  al- 
ready recommended  to  be  treated  on 
distinctly  equitable  grounds  as  Imperial 
Expenditure,  and  discharged  from  being 
a  debt  of  the  districts.  They  were  called, 
in  official  language,  **  Consolidated  An- 
nuities," and  the  charge  to  extinguish 
them  amounted  to  £260,000  a-year.  As 
was  natural  under  these  circumstances, 
those  who  were  made  liable  to  repay 
were  very  fretful,  and  appealed  to  the 
good  feeling  and  justice  of  Parliament 
to  have  them  treated  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendation  of  the  Lords' 
Committee.  How  this  appeal  was  re- 
sponded to  hon.  Members  should  hear, 
and  how  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer improved  the  occasion  by  an  ap- 
parent remission  of  the  Famine  Debt, 
whilst  he  added  burdens  to  Ireland 
of  fresh  taxation  to  an  immensely 
greater  extent,  laying  the  foundation  or 
opening  up  the  way  for  still  further 
levies  in  the  future,  until  it  had  come  to 
pass  that  the  drain  from  Ireland,  poverty- 
stricken  as  she  was,  was  ratably  more 
than  double  the  amount  drawn  from  the 
more  prosperous  inhabitants  of  Great 
Britain.  What  he  (Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna) 
described  was  carried  out  in  this  way. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made 
his  statement  with  that  matchless  power 
of  exposition  which  not  only  persuaded 
the  majority  of  his  audience  that  what- 
ever he  said  was  right,  but  actually  ap- 
peared to  have  the  same  effect  on  Ins 
own  mind.  The  Income  of  the  year  just 
closed  was  £53,000,000,  the  Expenditure 
something  over  £50,000,000,  the  Sur- 
plus  £2,460,000.     What  would  he  do 
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dafeot  inaideiital  to  all  schemes  of  taxa- 
tion, except  to  Income  Tax  per  se ;  what 
was  complained  of  was  the  monstrous 
inequality  brought  about  in  their  own 
time  bj  an  innovation  made  in   1853, 
which,  under  the  pretence  of  making 
some  sort  of  concession  by  forgiving  a 
oomparatiyely  small  debt,  cast  new  bur- 
dens on  the  Irish  people,  already  taxed 
to  the  full  level  of  Great  Britain.     This 
question  of  the  disparity  of  the  incidence 
of  Imperial  taxation  on  Ireland  was  last 
brougnt  under  the  notice  of  this  House  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Gal  way 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment.   On  that  occasion  the  House  heard 
a  characteristic  critique  from   a  right 
hon.   Member  once  himself  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Lowe),  and  now  a 
noble  Lord.     His  line  of  argument  was 
peculiar  and  characteristic ;  he  regarded 
Ireland  and  Great  Britain  as  geographi- 
eal  expressions  merely,  and  they  were 
not  taxed  at  all ;  and  then  he  went  on  to 
say  it  was  true  that  individuals  happen- 
ing to  reside  in  these  countries  were 
taxed,  but  they  were  taxed  quite  equally, 
ind  on   the  same  identical  tariff,  and 
there  was  an  end  of  it— that  settled  it — 
argument  was  exhausted — all  was  fair. 
Sach  absurdities  as  were  here  involved 
scarcely  deserved  notice,  save  to  exem- 
plify the  shifts  to  which  people  were 
ariven  who  had  to  struggle  to  defend 
the  innovation  of  1853.     According  to 
that  argument  France  and  Tunis  were 
merely  geographical  expressions ;  and  if 
Tunis   were  incorporated  with    France, 
and  if  there  was  a  heavy  tax  laid  on  the 
date  crop  and  a  light  one  on  grapes,  it 
would   be   quite  fair  as    between    the 
French  and  the  Tunisians,  provided  the 
heavy  tax  on  dates  applied  to  dates  grown 
by  Frenchmen  in  Tunis  or  in  France, 
and  the  light  tax  on  grapes  applied  to 
grapes   grown  by  Tunisians  in  either 
country.      He   (Sir   Joseph    M'Kenna) 
had  really  thought  that  iEsop's  fable  of 
the  Fox  and  the  Stork  had  long  since  put 
boyhood  as  well  as  manhood  on  its  guard 
against  such  shallow  sophistry.     The 
l^islation  of  1853  on  this  subject  did 
not  take  place  without  some  earnest  pro- 
test from  an  Irish  Member.     Mr.  John 
Francis  Maguire,  then  Member  for  Dun- 
pirvan,  and  afterwards  Member  for  Cork 
City,  was  reported  to  have  said — 

*'  The  right  hon.  Gentlnman  in  the  course  of 
hii  speech — which  for  a  Chancellor  of  the  P]x- 
che<|iier  to  make  was,  he  thought,  one  of  the 


jauntiest  he  had  ever  heard— said  that  the  jus- 
tice of  the  tax  was  generally  felt  and  acknow- 
ledged in  Ireland.  Now,  if  -that  were  the  case, 
such  a  feeling  ought  to  have  manifested  itself 
where  the  Consolidated  Annuities  were  particu- 
larly oppressive,  and  where  the  Income  Tax 
would  be  scarcely  felt ;  but  what  was  the  fact  ? 
Why,  it  was  from  those  portions  of  Ireland  in 
particular  whore  the  Consolidated  Annuities 
pressed  heaviest,  and  the  Income  Tax  would  be 
lelt  the  lightest,  that  petitions  and  remon- 
strances against  the  proposal  were  poured  into 
that  House.  All  the  counties  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  had  pronounced  against  the 
impost.  The  attempt  to  gull  the  people  of 
Ireland  into  an  approval  of  the  tax  by  saying 
that  the  present  proposition  was  a  good  bargain, 
because  they  would  have  to  pay  £460,000  in- 
stead of  £260,000,  to  which  they  were  at  present 
liable,  was  worse  than  a  financial  juggle — it 
was,  if  he  might  say  so  in  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage, an  Exchequer  swindle.  The  trick  was 
so  stale,  the  juggle  so  plain,  and  the  real  object 
so  unconcealed,  he  could  only  express  his  wonder 
at  any  man  representing  an  Insh  constituency 
being  gulled  by  it."  —  [3  Hansard,  cxxvii. 
530-1.] 

So  spoke  John  Francis  Maguire  in  that 
House  one  day  in  May,  1853.  He 
thought  he  had  mastered  the  suhjeot  and 
understood  the  scope  and  nature  of  the 
transaction,  but  he  had  not  penetrated 
far  into  the  future ;  for,  in  place  of  this 
being  the  laying  on  of  an  impost  of 
£460,000  a-year  in  lieu  of  £260,000  re- 
mitted, the  transaction  was  ah  initio  an 
immensely  worse  one  for  Ireland  than 
Mr.  Maguire  believed  it  to  be  when  he 
denounced  it — for  its  author  then  an- 
nounced a  principle  which  had  been  un- 
sparingly applied  ever  since,  under  which 
there  had  been  raised  by  taxation  of 
Ireland  for  the  last  20  years — not  to  go 
farther  back— about  £3,000,000  a-year 
more  than  her  previous  normal  contri- 
bution, being  at  least  £3,000,000  a-year 
more  than  her  quota,  if  the  entire  Re- 
venue of  the  United  Kingdom  were 
raised  by  an  identical  Income  Tax  for 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland.  There 
was  no  test  nor  analysis  of  the  wealth 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  that  would 
not  disclose  the  extraordinarily  unfair 
disparity  which  existed  between  the 
taxation  of  the  people  of  the  two 
Islands.  The  latest  Eetum  of  the  com- 
parative population  and  taxation  of 
Groat  Britain  and  Ireland  at  the  decen- 
nial epochs  was  that  issued  in  August, 
1874,  which  dealt  with  the  financijJ 
years  1841,  1851,  1861-2,  and  1871-2. 
It  was  too  soon  to  expect  the  Return  for 
1881-2  ;  but  thoro  had  boon  no  change 
to  afiPect  the  case  based  on  the  four  com- 
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pleted  decennial  Betoms.  The  respec- 
tive totals  of  the  incomes  of  £100  and 
upwards  for  Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland 
were,  in  the  year  1871-2 — for  Gbeat 
Britain,  £455,750,000;  for  Ireland, 
£26, 500, 000.  The  total  Bevenae  raised 
by  taxation  was,  from  Great  Britain, 
£57,534,683,  which  was  the  merest  firac- 
tion  in  excess  of  2«.  6i^.  in  the  pound  on 
the  total  incomes;  and  the  Bevenue 
raised  firom  Ireland  in  the  same  year 
was  £7,086,593,  which  equalled  5«.  3^. 
in  the  pound,  on  the  total  of  Irish  in- 
comes under  all  Schedules.  What  wonder 
was  it  that,  under  these  circumstances,  an 
agricultural  people  would  be  unable  to 
pay  fair  rents,  not  to  speak  of  rack  rents? 
One  independent  English  Member  at 
least  expressed  in  April,  1853,  his  objec- 
tion to  heaping  new  taxes  on  Ireland 
before  she  had  recovered  from  the  effects 
of  a  desolating  Famine  which  had  re- 
duced her  population  from  8,000,000  to 
5,500,000  between  1841  and  1851.  Sir 
Francis  Baring,  on  28th  April,  1853, 
showed  that — 

"  The  relief  giTen  to  Great  Britain  by  the 
immediate  operation  of  the  Budget  of  that  year 
would  be  £1,443,000,  and  the  taxes  impoeed— 
new  and  peculiar  to  Great  Britain— £403,000, 
making  the  amount  leas  to  be  paid  by  EIngland 
£1,040,000.  He  submitted  for  the  fair  conside- 
ration of  his  fellow-countrymen,  whether  it  was 
quite  fair,  when  they  would  be  immediately 
receiving  a  relief  of  £1,040,000,  to  place  a  new 
Income  Tax  on  Ireland,  and  a  whole  amount  of 
additional  taxation  of  £413,000.*'— [3  Hansard^ 
cxxvi.  732.] 

He  had  said  that  the  increase  of  the 
Duty  on  Irish  Spirits  had  no  connection 
with  a  temperance  policy,  for  it  singled 
out  the  soberest  population  to  mulct 
them  most  heavily.  The  Irish  people 
were  in  1853,  and  were  now,  the  most 
moderate  of  the  three  nations  in  their 
consumption  of  alcohol.  The  alcohol 
consumed  in  beer,  spirits,  and  wine  for 
each  unit  of  the  population  of  England 
for  the  year  ended  3l8t  of  Marc^,  1877, 
was  slightly  in  excess  of  four  gallons  and 
three  quarts. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Bight  o'clock. 


Sir  J09eph  M'K^nna 
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POOR  LAW  GUARDL^NS  (IRE: 
BILL.— [Bill  7.] 
{Mr.  Leahy,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  (TShU 

SECOXD   READIXO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  rea 

Mr.  LEAHY,  in  moving  t 
BUI  be  now  read  a  second  tin 
the  Bill  wonld  introduce  two 
changes  in  the  system  of  electii 
Law  Guardians  in  Ireland.  In 
place,  it  proposed  that  the  elec 
Poor  Law  Guardians  should  b* 
three  years,  instead  of  annnall; 
present.  This  was  most  desirab 
was  very  inconvenient  to  have  an 
election,  from  the  excitement  tl 
place.  Besides,  the  expense  of 
these  officers  would  be  gpreail' 
nished  by  allowing  them  to  hoi 
for  three  years.  In  the  secom 
the  Bill  proposed  to  substitute  t 
lot  for  ihe  existing  method  < 
tion  by  voting  papers.  He  oo 
that  it  was,  on  all  hands,  acknoi 
that  the  ballot  was  the  better 
taking  the  sense  of  the  electors, 
could  not  see  why  the  system  ahi 
be  applied  to  elections  of  Guan 
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\i  iTM  in  eyery  Parliamentary  and  Mu- 
oidpal  contest.  There  were  very  many 
serious  evils  connected  with  the  present 
fljstem  of  sending  out  voting  papers  to 
be  delivered  and  collected  by  the  police 
at  the  houses  of  the  electors.  Without 
making  any  insinuations  against  the 
I  police,  it  was  undoubted  that  in  many 
cases  these  votine  papers  were  tampered 
with.  If  the  baUot  system  was  adopted, 
it  would  do  away  with  all  this  irre- 
golarity.  He  did  not  see  that  there 
was  anything  proposed  by  this  Bill  to 
which  anybody  could  make  any  serious 
objection ;  and  he  was  therefore  at  a  loss 
to  know  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis),  who  had  put 
down  a  Notice  in  opposition  to  it,  could 
advance  to  justify  the  action  he  had 
taken.  It  was  not  necessary  to  make 
any  lengthened  observations  in  support 
of  so  simple  a  measure,  and  he  would 
therefore  merely  move  its  second  read- 
ing. 

Mb.  gray,  in  seconding  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading,  said,  that  four 
years  ago  he  had  the  honour  of  intro- 
dacing;  this  Bill.     On  that  occasion,  in 
1878,  there  was  a  tolerably  exhaustive 
discussion  on  the  subject.     The  Bill  was 
not  then  read  a  second  time ;  but  it  was 
not  met  by  a  direct  negative,   as  was 
now  proposed.  By  a  Motion  tantamount 
to  the  Previous   Question,  the  House 
decided  that  as  a  Select  Committee  had 
'>oen  appointed  on  the  Motion  of    the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert), 
now  Secretary  to   the    English    Local 
Government  Board,  it  would  be  unde- 
sirable to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 
The  subject  was  fully  investigated  by 
that  Committee,  and  he   had  had  the 
honour  of  being  one  of  its  Members. 
It  might  be  urged  that  the  Committee 
'oported  against  the  introduction  of  the 
Tstem  of  voting  by  ballot  for  Poor  Law 
Onardians  generally ;  but  any  Member 
who  took  the  trouble  to  read  the  entire 
of  the  Beport,  and  to  examine  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Committee,  must 
see  that  the  conclusion  arrived  at  was 
somewhat  inconsequential.     The  objec- 
tionB  to  the  present   system   were  set 
fordi  in  full  detail  in  that  Eeport ;  yet, 
after  statine  the  various  irregularities, 
the  intimioationsy  the  tamperings  with 
voting  papers,  the  delays  and  confusions 
which  urequently  arise  under  the  present 
system,  it  said — **  We  therefore  recom- 
mend that  the  system  of  voting  by  ballot 


should  not  be  adopted."  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham,  who  was  Chairman  of 
that  Committee,  would  not,  he  thought, 
feel  any  objection  to  his  saying  that  the 
Eeport  in  its  present  condition  was  a 
somewhat  limp  document.  It  acknow- 
ledged the  weakness  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, it  rejected  the  proposition  to  adopt 
voting  by  ballot,  but  suggested  nothing 
instead.  The  fact  was,  the  Beport, 
which  at  first  read  admirably,  was  so 
cut  up  before  adoption  that  its  con- 
clusions were  an  absurdity.  In  1878  he 
showed,  in  instancing  various  abuses, 
that  tenants,  especially  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts, were  subjected  to  the  grossest  in- 
timidation by  bailiffs  and  agents,  com- 
pelling them  to  vote  for  the  landlord's 
candidates.  It  might  be  alleged  now 
that  things  had  greatly  changed  since 
then,  and  that  the  same  amount  of  in- 
timidation was  not  likely  to  be  practised 
in  future.  It  might  even  be  shown  that 
intimidation  was  not  confined  to  the 
landlords,  that  it  was  practised  by  re- 
presentatives of  popular  interests,  and 
by  clergymen  of  various  denominations. 
But  he  was  equally  opposed  to  all  in- 
timidation, desiring  that  every  man 
should  be  able  to  vote  according  to  his 
conscience.  It  was  also  shown  to  the 
Committee  that  those  who  desired  to 
tamper  with  voting  papers  followed  the 
policeman  from  house  to  house,  asking 
the  voters — many  of  whom  were  igno- 
rant persons — to  allow  them  to  fill  up 
the  voting  papers,  and  invalidating  them 
very  often  by  either  filling  them  wrongly 
or  deliberately  making  some  slight 
error.  The  manner  in  which  ballot 
papers  were  marked  was  now  widely 
known  in  Ireland,  and  many  people  had 
an  idea  that  these  voting  papers  should 
be  marked  in  the  same  way.  He  knew 
a  Queen's  Counsel  in  Dublin,  who  as- 
sumed that  he  ought  to  mark  the 
voting  paper  he  received  for  the  election 
of  Poor  Law  Guardians  in  a  manner 
similar  to  the  way  he  marked  the  ballot 
paper  for  a  Member  of  Parliament.  But 
this  was  sufficient  to  invalidate  a  voting 

gaper ;  and  anyone  who  desired  to  inva- 
date  it,  had  only  to  suggest  to  the 
elector  that  he  should  put  a  cross  oppo- 
site to  the  name  of  the  person  he  de- 
sired to  see  elected.  So  rigid  were  the 
rules,  that  if  a  voter,  instead  of  wait- 
ing for  the  policeman  to  call,  brought 
the  voting  -  paper  to  the  Eeturning 
Officer,  the  vote  was  invalidated.     If  he 
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put  it  into  the  post  it  was  invalidated. 
A  most  mischievous  arrangement  under 
the  present  system  was  that  the  rate- 
book, as  it  stood,  was  taken  as  the 
register  of  the  votes  in  an  electoral  divi- 
sion. The  consequence  was  that  great 
uncertainty  was  introduced  into  the 
elections,  and  it  was  only  after  the 
worry  and  expense  of  a  contest  that  a 
candidate  could  obtain  a  scrutiny,  which 
generally  lasted  for  days,  and  might  have 
the  effect  of  reversing  the  result  of  the 
election.  He  had  never  heard  a  sugges- 
tion even  in  favour  of  retaining  this  sys- 
tem .  He  knew  some  difference  of  opin  ion 
existed  with  regard  to  the  first  proposition 
in  this  Bill — namely,  triennisd  elections. 
He  himself  supported  it,  because  the  only 
apparently  good  objection  he  had  ever 
heard  against  the  substitution  of  ballot- 
ing for  the  present  system  being  that  it 
would  involve  a  large  amount  of  addi- 
tional expense,  extending  the  period  of 
election  from  one  to  three  years,  would 
counteract  any  additional  expense  that 
might  arise.  A  proper  registry  would 
tend,  in  his  opinion,  to  reduce  expense, 
because  candidates  would  be  able  to  cal- 
culate their  chances,  and  contests  would 
be  fewer  in  number.  The  second  pro- 
position was  substantially  that  the  sys- 
tem of  voting  should  be  assimilated  to 
that  adopted  in  Municipal  and  Parlia- 
mentary elections.  The  onus probandi  of 
showing  that  the  ballot  would  not  be 
applicable  to  Boards  of  Guardians  lay 
upon  the  opponents  of  the  Bill.  To 
accomplish  proper  secrecy  in  voting,  he 
proposed  that  property  holders  having 
multiple  votes  should  receive  a  separate 
voting  paper  for  each  vote ;  thus  a  man 
having  six  votes  would  receive  six  pa- 
pers. He  left  the  framing  of  rules  for 
carrying  out  this  system  to  the  Local 
Government  Board.  An  important  aim 
of  the  Bill  was  to  secure  that  every  man 
who  wanted  to  vote  should  record  his 
vote  in  person.  The  present  system  of 
proxy  voting  was  an  outrageous  abuse. 
A  property  holder  having  18  votes, 
against  the  poor  man's  one,  could  hand 
12  of  them  over  to  a  nominee,  who,  as 
wire-puller  in  the  district,  could  use  them 
for  purely  party  purposes.  A  property 
voter  should  exercise  his  own  discretion 
as  to  the  candidate  for  whom  his  votes 
should  be  recorded.  He  had  heard  that 
a  well-known  electioneerer  in  Dublin 
held  nearly  1,000  proxy  votes,  and  that 
one  agent  thereby  returned  most  of  the 

JUr,  Gray 


Conservative  Ghiardians  to  the  South 
Dublin  Board.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Mr.  Banks, 
showed  the  Committee  that  an  enormous 
number  of  complaints  reached  his  Board 
each  year  of  intimidation  and  undue  in- 
fluence ;  but,  notwithstanding  that,  the 
Board  did  not  make  any  inquiry  as  to 
how  those  votes  were  obtained.  Passing 
by  altogether  the  allegations  of  corrup- 
tion, or  intimidation,  or  other  forms  of 
undue  influence  which,  if  proved  before 
an  Election  Petition  Judg^,  would  result 
in  the  disfranchisement  of  the  consti- 
tuency, and  taking  cognizance  merely  of 
the  inquiry  whether  the  candidate  de- 
clared elected  had  received  a  majority  of 
valid  votes,  this  entire  Board  was  occu- 
pied in  this  investigation  six  weeks  each 
year.  This  statement  alone  was  suffi- 
cient to  prove  the  desirability  of  intro- 
ducing vote  by  ballot.  But  that  pro- 
longed investigation  did  not  represent 
all  the  complaints,  because  it  was  only 
after  a  local  scrutiny  had  proved  unsatis- 
factory that  the  matter  went  before  the 
Local  Government  Board.  In  Dublin, 
for  instance,  where  the  Returning  Offi- 
cers were  lawyers  of  experience,  that 
scrutiny  occupied  a  fortnight.  Mr.  Banks 
also  deposed  to  the  widespread  tamper- 
ing with  votes^  and  to  undue  influence 
upon  voters,  being  careful  to  point  out 
that  this  was  not  restricted  to  Boman 
Catholic  clergymen,  but  extended  to 
Protestant  and  Presbyterian,  in  fact, 
to  clerg3rmen  of  all  denominations 
throughout  Ireland,  as  well  as  to  bailiffs, 
rent  warners,  agents,  mobs — he  himself 
(Mr.  Gray)  had  heard  of  a  mob  follow- 
ing a  policeman  from  house  to  house 
insisting  upon  the  voting  papers  being 
delivered  up  to  them  to  be  filled  as  they 
wished  or  to  be  destroyed.  These  com- 
plaints, Mr.  Banks  said,  were  of  every- 
day occurrence.  He  urged  some  objec- 
tions against  the  substitution  of  the 
ballot  system ;  but  they  were  very  slight, 
and,  subject  to  their  removal,  be  favoured 
the  proposed  change.  One  was  the  ex- 
pense, which  he  estimated  would  be 
double  ;  but  this  was  met  by  the  trien- 
nial election.  Mr.  Banks  further  said 
that  it  would  be  a  great  hardship  upon 
a  poor  man  to  have  to  walk  to  the  poll- 
ing booth.  It  would  be  a  greater  hard- 
ship upon  him  to  be  unable  to  exerdse 
the  franchise  at  the  election  of  a  Guar- 
dian .  The  greatest  distance  which  would 
have  to  be  walked  would  be  three  miles 
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and  a-ha]f,  and  no  person  who  knew 
Ireland  would  say  that  that  was  a  very 
formidable  difficulty.   Mr.  Banks  f urtlier 
said  that  females  who  would  be  entitled 
to  Tote  would  be  afraid  to  como  to  the 
polling  stations.     But  everyone  knew 
that  the  system  of  election  by  ballot  in 
Ireland  was  monotonous  in  the  extreme, 
and   that   the  most  timid  female  need 
have  no  apprehension  of  walking  into 
the  polling  booth  and  recording  her  vote. 
He  further  said  that  it  would  be  hard 
upon  a  working  man  to  be  taken  from 
his  labour  to  exercise  the  franchise.     No 
doubt  it  would ;  but  inasmuch  as  an  ex- 
tension of  the  hours  of  polling  was  in- 
troduced in  England  to  provide  against 
that  difficulty,  he  saw  no  reason  why  a 
similar  plan  should  not  be  applied  to 
Ireland.     He  had  very  warm  hopes  that 
the  Bill  would  receive  the  support  of  the 
Qovemment,  and  be  read  a  second  time 
at  an   early  hour  to-day.     He  had  in 
contemplation  at  one  time  the  introduc- 
tion into  the  Ballot  Act  Continuance 
Bill  of  a  clause  extending  this  principle 
to  the  election  of  Guardians ;  and  if  the 
Bill  should,  unfortunately,  be  rejected  to- 
day he  should  make  an  endeavour    in 
ihat  direction.     The  system  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  introduce  had  worked 
M>  well  in  connection  with  the  election 
of  Members  of  Parliament  and  of  Muni- 
cipalities in  Ireland,  and  the  abuses  of 
the  existing  system  were  so  patent  and 
undisputed,  that  he  hoped  they  would 
not  be  forced  to  wait  much  longer  for 
this    much-needed    reform  in   Ireland. 
This  question  had  been  so  long  before 
the  Housed—for  four  years  it  had  been 
brought  forward  by  himself,  and  pre- 
viously by  the  late  Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen 
-^tbat  he  really  thought  it  was  time  to 
settle  it  on  the  basis  of  the  Bill  which 
he  now  supported.     The  introduction  of 
the  system  could  do  no  mischief,  while 
it  would  do  away  with  a  great  deal  of 
iooonvenience  and  a  great  deal  of  feeling 
of  injustice  which  existed  in  connection 
with  the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians. 
There  might  have  been  some  kind  of 
teaaon  for  the  proxy  vote,  and  for  the 
present  system  of  election  when  it  was 
trst  introduced.  The  functions  of  Boards 
of  Ghiardians  were  then  8olel,y  confined  to 
the  administration  of  the  rates  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  poor,  and  it  might  have  been 
felt  necessary  to  give  the  property  class  a 
preponderating  power  by   the   ex-officio 
repreaentation,  as  well  as  by  the  enor- 
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mous  power  of  the  proxy  system.  But 
since  that  time  the  functions  of  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  Ireland  had  been  greatly 
enlarged,  and  it  was  scarcely  going  to 
far  to  say  that  at  present  the  relief  of 
the  poor  was  not  the  most  important 
duty  they  had  to  exercise.  The  entire 
powers  of  the  Public  Health  Act  of 
1878,  which  were  of  very  great  impor- 
tance, were  now  vested  in  the  Guardians 
of  the  rural  districts  as  the  rural  sani- 
tary authority.  They  had  the  power, 
for  instance,  of  entering  any  man's 
dwelling,  of  shutting  it  up  if  they 
thought  it  necessary,  or  ordering  im- 
provements at  the  expense  of  indivi- 
duals ;  they  had  the  power  of  burning 
clothes,  of  compelling  persons  to  leave 
their  homes  and  go  to  hospital ;  in  fact, 
they  had  the  most  despotic  powers,  not 
merely  over  the  purses,  but  over  the 
persons  of  those  within  their  jurisdiction. 
It  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
these  powers  should  be  fenced  round 
with  safeguards,  which  would  inspire  a 
feeling  of  confidence  in  the  constitu- 
encies. The  tendency  of  the  time  was 
to  increase  the  powers  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  and  therefore  the  necessity 
became  greater  for  so  managing  their 
election  as  to  enable  them  to  command 
the  confidence  of  their  constituents.  He 
asserted,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  under  the  existing  system  they  did 
not  command  the  confidence  of  their 
constituents,  and  that  it  was  impossible 
they  could  do  so  so  long  as  the  present 
causes  of  complaint  existed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time.** — {Mr,  Leahy,) 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  that  day  six  months,  said, 
as  he  understood  the  measure,  its  object 
was  to  insure  the  holding  of  office  by 
the  representatives  of  the  Land  League 
for  the  period  of  three  years  instead  of 
one,  and,  in  districts  where  that  wicked 
and  inhuman  organization  had  no  power, 
to  throw  the  nomination  of  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians  into  the  hands  of  the 
Eoman  Catholic  Clergy.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray)  said  he  con- 
sidered voting  by  the  cumulative  vote  an 
abuse. 

Mr.  gray  said,  he  referred  to  the 
proxy  vote.  The  Bill  did  not  deal  with 
the  property  vote. 
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Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  that  being 
so,  he  had  nothing  further  to  say  upon 
the  point.  The  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
low  also  stated  that  intimidation  had 
been  constantly  used  by  bailiffs  and 
agents  of  landlords,  and  in  some  cases 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  Clergy.  He  said 
that  intimidation  on  the  part  of  the 
representatives  of  the  landlords  was  not 
likely  to  be  repeated  ;  but  he  did  not  say 
that  it  was  not  likely  to  be  repeated  on 
the  part  of  the  other  intimidators,  the 
Soman  Catholic  Clergy,  whose  influence 
had  been  used  in  the  most  illegitimate 
manner  at  Parliamentary  and  Munici- 
pal elections.  Looking  to  the  part  taken 
by  those  gentlemen  in  the  support  and  in 
active  advocacy  of  the  principles  of  the 
Land  League,  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  hesitate  before  placing  this  new 
weapon  in  their  hands.  He  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  six  months" — (Mr.  Tottenham.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that  he  rose  thus  early  in  the  debate  for 
the  purpose  of  stating  that  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  support  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill.  As  he  understood  the  Bill,  it 
was  a  measure  intended  to  correct  abuses, 
and  to  require  all  whom  the  law  invested 
with  the  right  of  voting  for  the  Board  of 
Guardians  to  exercise  their  right  on  their 
individual  responsibity.  In  his  opinion, 
the  less  the  people  were  led  in  such 
matters  the  better  it  would  be  for  the 
general  community,  and  the  more  they 
were  called  upon  to  act  for  themselves 
the  better  security  we  should  have  for 
good  order.  It  would  be  better  that  the 
voter  should  walk  to  the  polling  booth 
and  record  his  vote,  under  any  condi- 
tions of  secrecy  that  might  be  imposed, 
rather  than  that  voting  papers  should  be 
left  by  a  policeman  one  day  and  called 
for  the  next.  What  they  had  to  deter- 
mine, in  the  first  place,  was  whether  this 
Bill  was  necessary,  and  that  depended 
on  whether  any  abuses  existed  under  the 
present  system  which  required  to  be 
remedied.  In  reference  to  this  point, 
he  might  observe  that  the  Committee 
which  was  appointed  in  1878  to  inquire  I 


into  the  subject,  and  which  was  of  a 

cosmopolitan  character,  comprising  hon. 

Members  from  both  sides  of  the  House 

who   were  practically  acquainted  with 

the  municipal  affairs  of  Ireland,   and 

who  were  men  of  great  knowledge  and 

of  business  habits,  had  reported — 

"That  the  abuse  and  inconvenienoe  of  the 
voting  paper  system  as  at  present  carried  out 
were  very  great ;  that  intimidation,  tampering, 
and  forgery  of  papers  were  practised,  and  fie- 
quently  voters  did  not  receive  their  papers  at 
all,  and  in  other  cases  they  were  invalidated 
from '  trifling  technical  errors.'  '* 

He  asked  the  House  whether  a  system 
which  admitted  of  these  irre^nilcurities 
deserved  to  be  supported?  He  would 
not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  by 
referring,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
low  (Mr.  Gray)  had  so  moderately  and 
clearly  done,  to  the  evidence  given  by 
that  distinguished  official,  Mr.  Banks, 
who  probably  knew  more  about  the 
working  of  the  Poor  Law  system  than 
any  man  in  Ireland.  One  of  the  princi- 
pal objections  taken  by  Mr.  Banks  to 
the  introduction  of  the  ballot  was  that 
secrecy  could  hardly  be  secured  to  illi- 
terate persons ;  but  it  appeared  that  Mr. 
Banks  had  then  altogether  overlooked 
the  provisions  of  the  Ballot  Act  for 
securing  secrecy.  When  the  Committee 
to  which  he  referred  held  its  sittings 
the  Ballot  Act  was  on  its  trial,  and  the 
system  was  hardly  understood  in  the 
different  aspects  in  which  it  was  intended 
to  be  applied  in  the  country.  But  they 
had  now  had  a  long  experience  of  the 
Ballot  Act,  and  he  asked  was  there 
any  Member  of  the  House  prepared  to 
go  back  to  the  system  of  open  voting  in 
existence  before  ?  ["  No,  no !  "]  Then, 
why  should  not  the  system  be  extended 
to  all  cases  in  which  they  wished  to 
secure  the  independence  of  the  voter? 
He  cared  not  by  whom  intimidation  was 
practised  ;  it  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to. 
If  it  were  desirable  that  the  indepen* 
dence  of  the  voter  should  be  secured  in 
the  case  of  a  Parliamentary  election,  it 
was  still  more  desirable  that  that  inde- 
pendence should  be  maintained  in  the 
case  of  an  election  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  whose  power  was  exercised 
at  the  doors  of  the  voters,  who  had  the 
control  of  their  roads,  and  of  almost 
all  public  matters  in  their  immediate 
neighbourhood.  It  was  most  important, 
therefore,  that  the  voters  should  exer- 
cise their  right  of  voting  free  from  in- 
timidation and  from  undue  influence, 
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and  with  a  due  sense  of  their  responsi- 
bilitj.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim 
(Mr.  Tottenham) objected  to  the  triennial 
period,  and  was  afraid  Guardians  would 
be  elected  by  the  influence  of  the  Land 
League ;  but  he  (the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland)  wanted  to  prevent  that 
influence,  and  therefore  he  supported 
the  Bill.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
prevent  tlie  election  of  Guardians  by 
■ny  such  influence,  and  the  first  stop 
towards  that  was  to  make  the  voters 
independent.  He  believed,  in  addition 
to  the  almost  unaninious  opinion  of  the 
Oommittee  of  1878  in  favour  of  triennial 
election,  that  it  was  the  general  feelinpf 
in  England  that  Guardians  should  hold 
office  for  three  years ;  but  it  was  further 
urged  that  in  all  of  the  public  bodies 
there  was  a  system  of  election  by  rota- 
tion, so  as  to  prevent  all  the  old  mem- 
bers from  going  out  together,  and  a 
fresh  set  coming  in  who  would  possess 
no  acquaintance  with  their  duties,  and 
that  if  this  triennial  system  were  adopted 
with  reference  to  Poor  Law  elections  a 
new  Board,  unacquainted  with  the  busi- 
nees  it  would  have  to  perform,  might  be 
dected  every  third  year.  That  objection 
was  purely  theoretical.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose it  ever  happened  in  Ireland  that 
tn  entire  Board  of  Guardians  went  out 
tt  any  election.  On  the  contrary,  from 
their  position  and  influence  in  the  dis- 
trict, most  of  the  Guardians  were  sure  to 
be  re-elected.  Assuming  that  the  three 
years'  tenure  of  office  tended  to  make 
Quardians  independent,  he  was  in  favour 
of  that  tenure.  It  would  probably  be 
also  less  expensive  than  the  present 
system  of  annual  elections.  Ttie  Bill 
was  framed  with  extreme  moderation, 
and  with  great  consideration  for  existing 
arrangements.  As  he  understood  it,  it 
did  not  propose  to  interfere  with  any 
existing  votes,  and  that  all  it  did  was  to 
require  the  personal  exercise  of  the  vote. 
The  franchise  was  not  altered,  the  votes 
of  property  and  of  occupiers  remained 
the  same,  while  the  personal  exercise  of 
the  vote  would  be  much  less  embarrass- 
ing when  it  was  only  to  be  exercised 
triennially.  It  did  not  lay  down  hard- 
and-fast  lines,  but  gave  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  power  to  make  the 
election  rules.  The  Local  Government 
Board  had  come  in  for  some  hard  knocks 
in  the  House ;  but  he  must  confess  he 
still  had  confidence  in  it.  He  thought 
there  were  a  few  alterations  on  points  of 


detail  which  he  should  be  disposed  to 
make  in  the  measure  in  Committee,  and 
this  lie  reserved  the  ri^ht  to  himself  to 
do.  Believing  the  Bill  did  not  inter- 
fere with  any  right  of  property,  that  it 
would  assist  in  establishing  individual 
responsibility  among  the  people  of  Ire- 
land in  the  exercise  of  the  franchise, 
and  would  at  the  same  time  secure  inde- 
pendence, he  should  give  it  his  cordial 
support. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  could  not 
take  the  same  view  of  this  proposal  as 
that  taken  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  he  should  feel  it  his  duty,  if 
they  went  to  a  division,  to  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leitrim.  He  would  not  follow  the  abstract 
arguments  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  ballot.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
under  discussion  had  been  rejected  by 
the  able  Committee  which  sat  to  consider 
the  question  in  1878.  That  Committee 
had  been  described  as  a  cosmopolitan 
one.  Whatever  that  term  might  mean, 
the  Committee  was  certainly  a  good  one. 
It  thoroughly  thrashed  out  the  subject, 
and  very  frankly  stated  in  its  Report  the 
arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill  which  it 
had  seen  fit  to  reject.  The  question  was 
considered  with  reference  to  England 
and  Scotland,  as  well  as  Ireland ;  but  for 
neither  of  those  countries  had  any  Bill 
similar  to  that  now  under  their  dis- 
cussion been  brought  forward.  He 
should  like  to  know  how  the  owners 
of  property  were  to  have  their  proper 
weight  in  Poor  Law  elections  if  this 
system  was  carried  out?  It  was  quite 
true  that  on  the  last  occasion  when  this 
subject  was  brought  up  he  moved  the 
Previous  Question,  and  he  did  so  because 
a  Committee  was  then  sitting,  charged 
with  the  business  of  investigating  this 
very  matter.  The  Committee  of  1878 
was  not  so  much  in  favour  of  altering 
the  present  system  as  had  been  repre- 
sented. Several  witnesses  condemned 
the  present  system,  but  others  had  proved 
that  the  system  was  convenient  as  afford- 
ing the  greatest  facilities  for  every  class. 
Mr.  Banks  stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
present  system  of  election  was  the  sim- 
plest, the  most  efficacious,  and  cheapest. 
The  question  of  election  by  ballot  came 
prominently  before  the  Committee,  and 
the  system  was  objected  to  by  some  wit- 
nesses on  account  of  the  increased  in- 

2  n  2 


935        Poor  Law  Ouardiant  (COMMONS} 


{IreUmdy  Bitt. 


936 


convenience  it  would  entail  as  compared 
with  the  present  system,  by  reason  of 
imposing  on  the  voter  the  necessity  of 
attending  to  record  his  vote,  and  of  its 
unsuitableuess  to  plurality  of  voting.   It 
was  for  these  reasons,  amongst  others, 
that  he  was  opposed  to  the  Bill.     The 
Committee,  by  a  majority,  found  that 
it  was  not  desirable  to  apply  the  ballot 
to  the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray) 
was  in  a  terrible  state  of  mind  about 
voting  by  proxy,  and  before  the  Com- 
mittee he  formulated  a  paragraph  which 
he  proposed  should  be  introduced  into 
the  Beport,  and  which  summed  up  in 
the  most  forcible  manner  what  he  con- 
ceived to  be  the  abuses  of  the  system. 
The  Committee  admitted  that  there  were 
some  abuses  in  connection  with  it ;  but 
they  added  that  in  certain  cases  it  was  a 
most  valuable  mode  of  recording  one's 
vote,  and  on  a  division  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber stood  alone — in  a  minority  of  1 — 
in  support  of  his  paragraph.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  who   sat  behind  him  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  had  raised  the  point  as  to 
what  sort  of  Guardians  were  likely  to 
be  elected  if  the  proposal  was  agreed 
to?    He  did  not  want  to    enter    into 
that   large  question.      He  very  much 
agreed    in   what   the    hon.   Gentleman 
said  as  to  Guardians  being  elected  for 
three  years ;  but  they  must  not  look  at 
the  matter  as  merely  for  the  present, 
but  must  look  forward  a  little.     As  long 
as  there  was  life  there  was  hope,  and  he 
did  not  yet  despair  that  some  time  or 
other,  almost  hopeless  as  the  case  might 
seem,  a  better  state  of  things  might  arise 
in  Ireland.     But  it  was  a  mere  mockery 
to  say  that  the  laws  enacted  in  Parlia- 
ment had  at  present  any  force  in  Ireland. 
The  objections  he  had  raised  were  not  of 
a  polemical  or  Party  nature  at  all ;  they 
were  difficulties  which  beset  the  progress 
of  such  a  proposal  as  this  with  regard  to 
England  and  Scotland.     His  right  hon. 
and   learned   Friend    opposite    entirely 
supported  the  Bill.     The  measure  was 
one  of  extreme  importance,  and  in  his 
opinion   it  was  one  that,  if  introduced 
at  all,  ought  to  be  made  a  Government 
measure.     Although  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  with  a  light  heart,  gave 
his  assent  to  this  proposal  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  he  would  like  to  know  what 
Her  Majesty's   Government,  who  were 
always  for  assimilating  the  laws  of  these 
countries,  intended  to  do  with  respect 
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to  England  and  Sootland?  If  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
went  to  a  division,  he  would  oertainly 
support  him. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  was 
glad  that  the  Government  showed  no 
hesitation  in  supporting  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill.    He  did  not  think  it  pos- 
sible to  adduce  a  stronger  argument  for 
the  passing  of  this  measure  than  the 
Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee  of  1878. 
They  reported,   emphatically   and  dis- 
tinctly, that  all  the  Irish  witnesses  ex- 
amined were  in  favour  of  the  altera- 
tion of  the  system  of  voting  by  ballot. 
The  Irish   witnesses  who   were  in  fa- 
vour of  the  present  system   were  offi- 
cials ;   while  the  non -official  wtnesses 
condemned  it.     He  had   sat  for  12  or 
14  years,  both  as  an  elected    and  an 
ex'offieio  Guardian,  and  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  nothing  could  be 
more  mischievous  than  the  present  sys- 
tem of  election.     A  crowd  followed  the 
policeman  leaving  the   papers    at    the 
houses  of   the    electors,    and  the    un- 
fortunate voter  was  surrounded  by  the 
friends  of  both  candidates ;  and  the  fact 
was  that  at  present,  in  connection  with 
the  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians,  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  freedom  of  election. 
Notwithstanding  the   evidence  of   Mr. 
Banks,  it  was  not  possible  for  a  solid  or 
substantial  argument  to  be  used  against 
the  passing  of  this  Bill ;  and  when  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  and  Members  of  Par- 
liament were  elected  by  ballot,  what 
reason  could  be  adduced  why  Poor  Law 
Guardians  should  not  be  elected  by  the 
same  system  ?     He  could  quite  under- 
stand how  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim's 
political  vision  was  distorted,  and  why 
he  saw  in  every  Irish  measure  a  Land 
League  scheme.     But,   speaking  as  an 
Ulster  Member  —  and    in    Ulster  they 
knew    nothing  of  the  intimidation  of 
the  Land  League  —  he  could  say  that 
no  difference  of  opinion  existed  among 
the  Ulster  Members   as  to   the   desir- 
ability   of    having  Poor    Law    Guar- 
dians elected  by  ballot.     If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  wanted  to  get  rid  of 
the  intimidation  of  the  Land  League,  the 
bailifiP,  or  anyone  else,  he  could  not  do 
better  than  give  the  voter  the  protection 
of  the  ballot.     He  was  glad  the  Govern- 
ment intended   to  support  the  second 
reading,  and  after  that  stage  he  hoped 
they  would  give  some  facilities  for  pass* 
ing  the  Bill  into  law, 
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Mb.  sexton  said,  that,  after  the 
excellent  and  very  reasonable  speech  of 
the  rig^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland,  he 
thought  it  unnecessary  to  prolong  the 
conversation  to  any  extent.     It  seemed 
that  it  was  only  on  Wednesday  that  he 
and  his  Friends  could  enjoy  the  luxury 
of  agreement  with  Her  Majesty *8  Go- 
vernment,   and  of   seeing  their  argu- 
ments not  only  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, but  so  well  supplemented  as  they 
had  been  to-day.    The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  comprised  the  object 
of  the  Bill  in  a  single  sentence,  when 
he  said   that   the  object    of  the   Bill 
was  to  recognize  and  protect  the  free- 
dom and   conscience  of  the  individual 
Toters.     Moreover,  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  embedded  in  his  speech 
one  or  two  remarks  wliich  ho  would 
like    to    see    illuminated    as    political 
maxims,    and    hung    up    in    whatever 
room   the   Cabinet  met  to  discuss  the 
affairs  of  Ireland.     He  had  not  much 
fault  to  find  with  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(llr.  Plunket) ;  but  he  might  say  it  was 
a  black-letter  speech,  or  a  technical  plea. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  one   of   those    exceedingly    artful 
speakers  who  employed  the  perfection 
(n  their  artfulness  in  order  to  conceal 
their  art.     He  dealt  what  was  as  nearly 
as  his   courtly  nature   would  allow   a 
rebuke  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim 
for  dragging  the  large  question  of  the 
Land   League    into  the    scope   of    the 
second  reading  of  this  modest  Bill,  and 
then  he  proceeded  to  say  the  laws  passed 
in  that  House  had  at  present  no  force  in 
Ireland.     It  was  very  singular  that  that 
remark  was  never  made  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  when  the 
proposal  was  to  pass  a  restrictive  mea- 
sure for  Ireland.     They  should  not  for- 
get the  fact  that  500   or  600  of  their 
coantrymon  were  now  in  gaol  in  Ire- 
land,   although    the    right     hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  at  present 
the  law  had  no  force  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham), 
like  the  character  in  Dickens's  novel  wlio 
was  always  bringing  into  bis  conversa- 
tion the  subject  of  King  Charles's  head, 
had  dragged  the  Land  League  into  that 
discussion.     In  fact,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  deliver  his  sentiments  for  a 
moment  on  any  imaginable  topic  with- 


out referring  to  that  **  inhuman  and 
wicked  association."  The  reason  of  this 
was  not  far  to  seek.  The  Land  League 
had  extended  its  protection  to  the  tenants 
whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  evicted 
and  cast  out  upon  the  highway,  and 
therefore  it  was  perfectly  natural  that 
he  should  attack  the  Land  League  in 
return  whenever  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity. There  was  no  orator  in  the 
House  of  Commons  who  made  such 
liberal  draughts  on  the  adjectives  as 
that  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  might  re- 
mind him  that  the  adjective  taken  alone 
did  not  make  any  solid  form  of  argu- 
ment. It  was  a  curious  fact  that  the 
only  opposition  offered  to  that  small  and 
inadequate  Bill  for  the  good  of  Ireland 
came  from  the  immediate  Kepresenta- 
tives  of  the  landlord  class  in  that  coun- 
try. It  was  notorious  that  the  country 
had  been  administered  solely  hitherto 
in  the  interest  of  the  landlord  class ;  and 
when  it  was  said  that,  according  to  the 
objects  of  the  Bill,  the  representatives 
of  the  Land  League  should  be  put  into 
the  various  offices,  the  meaning  was 
that  men  who  were  in  sympathy  with 
the  electors  should  hold  those  offices 
instead  of  those  mean  creatures,  the 
followers  of  the  landlords  in  Ireland. 
It  was  wonderful  that  any  man  of  the 
experience  and  sagacity  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  think  that,  when  the 
citadel  of  the  landlord  class  in  Ireland 
had  been  battered  down,  he  could  any 
longer  defend  the  outworks  of  their 
stronghold. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  said,  he  had  received 
many  communications  on  that  subject 
from  persons  on  both  sides  of  politics, 
some  of  whom  thought  it  would  be 
very  advantageous,  from  a  Conservative 
point  of  view,  if  the  ballot  were  adopted 
at  the  election  of  Guardians.  Among 
those  communications  was  the  following, 
which,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
he  would  read  : — 

*'  Honoured  Sir, — There  was  a  deal  more  rows 
about  the  election  of  Guardians  than  the  election 
for  the  county.  I  was  bothered  entirely  be- 
tween them,  and  the  ballot  would  bo  a  grand 
thing,  for  a  man  could  say  and   do   what  he 

liked.     Mr. was  pressing  mo  one  way,  and 

I  was  not  wanting  to  oftbnd  him,  and  how  did 
1  know  but  what  the  reduction  would  be  do- 
ponding  upon  it.  Three  shillings  in  the  pound 
we  are  expecting,  and  the  boys  on  the  other 
side  going  for  ruin  like  mad,  and  am  bound  to 
get  a  taste  of  the  stick.  I  gavo  them  the  slip 
to  go  to  the  funeral  of  my  cousin  and  forgot  to 
fill  it  in  the  paper  at  all ;  but  I  am  very  sorry 
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ever  since,  because  if  I  bad  voted  I  would  have 
only  had  one  party  against  me,  and  now  I  have 

fot  the  two,  and  ihem  calling  me  a  snake.    So 
hope  your  honour  will  get  me  the  ballot 
agaixist  next  year.'* 

He  would  add  nothing,  but  simply  sup- 
port the  Bill. 

Ur.  WARTON  said,  he  thought  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
departed  on  that  occasion  from  the  usual 
prudence  of  his  Profession  by  going 
oeyond  his  brief.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  had  said  that  no 
man  objected  to  Tote  by  ballot  at  Par- 
liamentary elections,  or  would  wish  to 
return  to  the  former  mode  of  voting. 
Now,  he  protested  against  the  doctrine 
that  the  ballot  in  itself  was  a  good  thing, 
and  that  there  was  not  a  man  in  the 
House  who  objected  to  it.  Every  honest 
Member  of  the  Tory  Party  must  admit 
that  a  most  disgraceful  system  of  voting 
bv  ballot  now  existed.  The  ballot  had 
been  brought  in  by  the  Liberal  Party 
professedly  to  put  down  corruption  ;  but 
it  had  increased  corruption,  because  it 
had  enabled  men  to  take  bribes  from 
both  sides,  and  to  tell  falsehoods. 
Again,  he  maintained  that  the  time 
was  inopportune  for  bringing  in  a  Bill 
of  that  kind.  It  reminded  him  of  the 
saying  about  Nero  fiddling  while  £ome 
was  burning.  Murder  now  stalked 
through  Ireland,  and  the  Government 
looked  coldly  on,  the  Prime  Minister 
intimating  that  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther he  would  bring  forward  any  mea- 
sures to  restore  peace  and  the  autho- 
rity of  the  law,  because  he  did  not 
know  whether  he  could  get  the  cldture 
passed  by  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Warton) 
wished  to  have  no  more  Irish  legis- 
lation until  Ireland  was  at  peace,  and 
the  supremacy  and  authority  of  the 
law  were  asserted.  All  these  questions 
were  comparatively  trumpery  so  long 
as  the  Queen's  supremacy  was  not  en- 
forced. It  was  idle  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  to  attempt  to 
ridicule  the  frequent  references  made  to 
the  Land  League  in  their  discussions. 
The  fact  was  that  the  Land  League  was 
everywhere,  and  the  Government  knew 
it,  but  did  not  suppress  it  as  they  ought 
to  and  could  have  done  if  they  had  used 
more  vigorous  measures.  The  clause 
which  required  that  everyone  should 
attend  in  person  to  vote  was  a  disfran- 
chising clause,  because  at  present  votes 
could  be  given  without  personal  attend- 

Mr.  ffdhea 


anoe.  He  was  in  fayour  of  taking  the 
votes  at  Parliamentary  eleotions  by 
means  of  voting  papers. 

CoLONSL  NOLAN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  regular 
to  discuss  the  clauses  of  a  Bill  on  a 
Motion  for  the  Second  Beading  ? 

Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  such  a 
course  '^as  irregular,  unless  the  clause 
so  discussed  raised  some  principle  of  the 
BiU. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  would  bow 
to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  and  conclude 
by  expressing  his  determination  to  op- 
pose the  further  progress  of  this  measure 
by  every  means  in  his  power. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said  that,  as  Chair- 
man of  a  very  large  Union  in  Ireland,  he 
wished  to  give  his  support  to  this  Bill ; 
and  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  had  just  spoken  would  not 
persevere  in  his  intention  to  block  the 
Bill,  as  the  Government  had  adopted  its 
principle.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim 
(Mr.  Tottenham)  had  represented  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  County 
Carlow  (Mr.  Gray)  as  having  said  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  Clergy  interfered 
much  in  these  elections.  Now,  what  he 
understood  his  hon.  Friend  to  say  was 
that  the  elections  were  interfered  with 
equally  by  clergymen  of  all  denomina- 
tions. In  his  part  of  the  country  the 
Clergy  interfered  very  little  in  Poor  Law 
elections.  In  future  he  believed  that 
these  elections  would  turn  less  upon 
Land  League  or  Catholic  questions  than 
upon  questions  of  expenditure,  and  the 
ballot  would  promote  the  return  of  Guar- 
dians pledged  to  economy.  The  objeO' 
tions  raised  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket) 
were  exactly  the  same  as  those  which 
the  Tory  Party  used  at  the  introduction 
of  the  Ballot  Bill  for  Parliamentary 
elections.  At  that  time  the  Conserva- 
tives, seeing  that  it  was  impossible  to 
stand  against  the  feeling  in  the  country 
and  in  Parliament  in  favour  of  that 
measure,  took  the  course  of  raising  a 
number  of  technical  objections.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  plural  voting 
could  not  be  worked  under  this  Bill; 
but  it  was  hard  to  understand  what 
difficulty  could  arise  in  a  voter  having 
to  fill  up  a  dozen  papers  instead  of  one. 
As  to  the  illiterate  voter,  he  must  be 
got  rid  of — he  must  be  handed  a  paper 
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like  anyone  eUe,  and  if  he  filled  it  up 
wrongly  he  mast  Buffer  the  loss  of  his 
vote ;  hnt  there  would  not  bo  one  in  a 
hundred  who  would  be  so  stupid.  The 
ballot  for  Poor  Law  elections  must  be 
adopted  first  in  either  England  or  Ire- 
land ;  and  it  was  of  ten  times  more  con- 
sequence to  Ireland,  where  many  Boards 
of  Ouardians  were  like  County  Muni- 
cipalities, and  the  constituencies  wore 
mostly  small  farmers,  who  felt  the  want 
of  the  ballot.  It  was  natural  that  the 
demand  should  come  first  from  Ireland ; 
and  if  the  Bill  were  blocked  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton) — who,  however,  might  relent  in 
this  case  when  ho  saw  what  was  the  wish 
of  the  Irish  Members — he  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  defeat  his  ob- 
Btniction  by  giving  facilities  for  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  Gotemment  had  at  last  opened 
their  eyes  to  the  expediency  of  per- 
mitting this  very  much  needed  Bill  to 
pass  through  the  House.  It  was  a  very 
small  Bill,  but  one  very  much  required 
in  many  parts  of  Ireland,  and  would 
simply  have  the  effect  of  giving  freedom 
of  judgment  to  the  men  entitled  to  vote. 
The  existing  system  was  the  cause  of 
Tory  great  abuses,  and  he  had  known 
Toters  over  and  over  again  to  destroy 
their  papers  by  voting  for  both  candi- 
dates when  only  entitled  to  vote  for  one, 
acting  under  representations  from  the 
agents.  Ho  had  often  heard  men  say 
they  would  be  very  glad  to  bo  rid  of  the 
vote  altogether  iu  consequence  of  the 
intimidation  to  which  it  had  laid  them 
open.  This  measure  would  give  free- 
dom of  action  to  the  small  holders 
throughout  the  country,  and  they  were 
the  men  who  most  required  it.  It  did 
not  at  all  affoct  property  votes,  but 
merely  did  away  with  deputies  and 
asked  men  to  vote  for  themselves.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  if  any  obstruction 
were  offered  the  Government  would  give 
facilities  for  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  and 
bring  it  to  a  successful  issue  this  Session. 

Mb.  FINDLATER  could  not  allow 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  to  pass  without  expressing  his 
opinion  that  the  best  mode  of  making 
Her  Majesty's  Government  respected  in 
Ireland  was  by  passing  good  and  just 
laws.  He  intended  to  support  this  Bill 
in  its  integrity.  When  ho  first  read  the 
Bill  he  did  not  approve  of  tho  sections 


which  required  the  personal  attendance 
of  voters;  but,  having  heard  the  able 
arguments  in  favour  of  it  put  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oarlow,  he  felt 
that  his  first  impression  was  erroneous. 
The  arguments  from  the  Conservative 
Leaders  against  the  Bill  did  not  pos- 
sess the  slightest  weight.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  appeared  to  have 
examined  the  Bill  with  minuteness  and 
care,  and  his  approval  of  it  did  not  do- 
serve  the  description  ** perfunctory,"  ap- 
plied to  it  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  forthe  University  of  Dublin.  He 
could  not  agree  with  Members  who  con- 
sidered the  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be 
to  enable  Eoman  Catholic  clergymen  to 
exercise  undue  influence.  It  effect  must 
be  quite  the  contrary.  At  the  last  elec- 
tion for  the  county  which  he  represented, 
he  found  a  landlord's  agent  presiding  in 
one  of  the  polling  booths,  speaking  to 
different  voters  in  the  most  familiar 
manner,  with  the  object,  no  doubt,  of 
influencing  their  votes.  A  great  many 
Boman  Catholic  clergymen  were  also 
present ;  but  he  did  not  observe  any 
attempt  on  their  part  to  interfere  with 
the  election.  It  was  a  very  valuable 
measure,  and  would  prove  most  bene- 
ficial to  Ireland ;  and  he  trusted  that 
the  dreadful  system  of  blocking  would 
not  be  employed  to  defeat  it. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  said,  he  thought 
very  much  credit  was  due  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlo w  (Mr.  Gray)  for  the 
manner  iu  which  he  had  presented  this 
Hill.  In  support  of  the  case  made  out 
by  the  hon.  Member,  he  would  mention 
an  instance  of  proxy  voting  which  oc- 
curred a  few  days  ago  at  the  election  of 
Guardians  for  Rathdrum.  A  large  sheaf 
of  voting  papers  having  been  handed  in 
on  behalf  of  Earl  Fitzwilliam,  a  gentle- 
man who  attended  on  the  part  of  the 
tenant  farmers  insisted  upon  seeing 
them,  and  found  that  they  did  not  bear 
Earl  Fitzwilliam's  signature,  but  that 
they  had  been  signed  by  some  bailiff  or 
under-agent. 

Mr.  CALL  an  said,  he  objected  to 
the  4th  clause,  which  insisted  upon 
tho  personal  attendance  of  voters.  This 
absolutely  took  away  all  right  of  voting 
by  proxy,  which  had  existed  in  Ireland 
since  the  institution  of  the  Poor  Law 
system,  and  still  existed  in  England.  To 
take  from  the  beneficial  owners  of  pro- 
perty all  right  of  voting  by  proxy  would 
result  in  the  election  of  a  worse  class  of 
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Guardians.  He  had  seen  amongst  the 
lowest  class  of  ratepayers'  Guardians  as 
great  a  tendency  to  **job''  as  amongst 
grand  jurors.  Practically,  if  this  clause 
passed  a  person  who  did  not  reside  in 
Ireland  would  not  have  a  vote,  although 
the  principle  of  the  Poor  Law  was  not 
representation  of  persons,  but  represen- 
tation of  property.  With  this  reserva- 
tion he  supported  the  Bill,  and  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port  would  not  block  it  on  going  into 
Committee. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  begged  to  assure  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Plunket),  who  had  made  some 
reference  to  his  absence  from  the  dis- 
cussion, that  he  entirely  syinpathized 
with  the  objects  of  the  Bill.  When  he 
moved  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee on  this  subject  in  1878,  he  in- 
cluded Ireland  and  Scotland  in  his 
Motion,  because  he  thought  if  it  was 
desirable  to  consider  the  law  with  re- 
gard to  England,  it  was  equally  desir- 
able to  consider  it  as  regarded  Ireland 
and  Scotland.  He  had  a  very  strong 
opinion  that  when  they  were  considering 
any  question  of  administration  it  was 
desirable  to  consider  it  as  regarded  the 
Three  Countries,  and  not  as  it  affected 
one  country  separately.  On  that  Com- 
mittee they  had  the  presence  of  several 
hon.  Members  for  Ireland,  and  many 
witnesses  from  Ireland  were  examined, 
and  the  evidence  of  the  majority  was 
decidedly  in  favour  of  an  alteration  of 
the  present  system.  He  could  not,  of 
course,  speak  of  the  necessity  of  an 
alteration  in  Ireland  so  strongly  as  he 
could  with  regard  to  the  necessity  of  it 
in  England.  He  believed  that  in  the 
large  towns  of  England  a  strong  feeling 
existed  as  to  the  importance  of  altering 
the  present  system  of  electing  Guardians. 
In  Lancashire  great  excitement  very 
often  arose  in  connection  with  those 
elections,  because  they  were  made  poli- 
tical elections  like  most  other  elections 
in  that  county ;  and  the  abuses  were 
so  great  and  so  objectionable,  that  he 
had  been  pressed  over  and  over  again 
by  gentlemen  representing  both  sides  of 
politics  to  push  forward  as  far  as  pos- 
sible this  question.  He  did  not  think 
that  in  Lancashire  there  was  any  subject 
upon  which  a  stronger  and  more  unani- 
mous opinion  prevailed  than  the  subject 
of  altering  the  present  system  of  elect- 
ing   Guardians    and    substituting    the 

Jlr.  Callan 


ballot  for  the  voting  papers  now  used. 
He  would  go  further,  and  say  that  all 
elections  should  be  by  ballot  where  it 
was  possible  or  desirable  to  have  it.  He 
would  not  confine  the  ballot  mainly  to 
Poor  Law  Guardians,  but  would  extend 
it  to  Local  Board  and  other  elections. 
Therefore,  speaking  for  himself  person- 
ally and  not  as  a  Member  of  the  Gt)- 
vernment,  he  entirely  sympathized  with 
the  Bill,  and  hoped  it  would  soon  be- 
come law.  With  respect  to  the  4th 
clause,  which  necessitated  the  attend- 
ance of  the  voter  at  the  polling  booth, 
of  course  there  was  much  to  be  said  on 
both  sides ;  but  that  was  a  matter  for 
discussion  in  Committee.  The  great 
objection  to  the  present  proposal  when 
it  was  brought  before  the  Committee 
was  that  of  expense;  but  he  thought 
that  had  been  met  by  the  proposal  to 
make  the  tenure  of  office  three  years 
instead  of  one. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  95  ;  Noes 
31  :  Majority  64.— (Div.  List,  No.  64.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS 

EXPENSES  BILL.— [Bill  34.] 

{Mr,  Ashton  DHke^  Mr,  Barran,  Mr,  Buri.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  ASHTON  DILKE,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said :  Sir,  the  measure,  as  I  intro- 
duce it  to  the  House,  may  be  divided 
into  two  parts,  the  latter  of  which,  I 
think,  may  be  taken  almost  as  a  neces- 
sary corollary  of  the  first.  The  first 
portion  of  the  Bill  provides  for  the 
payment  of  the  absolutely  necessary 
expenses  —  the  expenses  of  Returning 
Officers — of  a  Parliamentary  election  out 
of  the  local  rates ;  but  the  second  part 
of  the  Bill  is  new,  although  its  provi- 
sions are  adopted  in  almost  every  foreign 
country.  A  measure  with  a  similar  in- 
tention to  that  contained  in  the  pro- 
posals of  the  first  part  has  frequently 
been  proposed  to  this  House ;  but  the 
principle  of  the  second  portion  of  the 
Bill  has  been  passed  over  altogether. 
The  measure  is  one  which  has  been  very 
closely  identified  with  the  name  of  my 
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right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Fawcett)  when  he  was  an  inde- 
pendent Member.    It  was  brought  in  as 
an  Amendment  to  a  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill,  introduced  by  a  Conservative  Go- 
Temment,  and  it  was  carried  by  a  small 
majority ;  but  not  meeting  with  the  ap- 
pDval  of  the  Government,  they  succeeded 
m  procuring  a  majority  against  the  pro- 
posied  on  Beport,  and  on  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  it  was  cut  out  of  it  by  a 
BtUl  larger  majority.     The  proposal  was 
again  introduced  in  1872  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  the  Ballot  Bill  was 
before  the  House.    It  received  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Liberal  Government  of  the 
day ;  but  it  was  not  carried,  and  has  not 
since  been  renewed.   Therefore,  the  Bill 
I  have  now  to  introduce  to  this  House 
has,  on  a  previous  occasion,  been  carried 
in  the  teeth  of  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment, and  rejected  in  spite  of  the  ap- 
poval  of  the  Liberal  Government.     I 
hope  that  it  will  be  more  fortunate  on 
the  present  occasion,  and  that  it  will  re- 
eeive  the  support  of  a  majority  of  the 
new  House  of  Commons.    The  chief, 
and,  in  fact,  the  only  grave  objection 
raised  against  the  Bill,  on  the  Conserva- 
tive aide,  is  simply  the  question  of  cost. 
In  connection  with  that  point,  I  have 
been  engaged  during  the  past  Eecess  in 
speaking  to  a  good  many  meetings  in 
yarious  parts  of  the  country  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Parliamentary  Eeform,  and  in- 
cluded in  that  was  this  question  of  pay- 
Hient  of  election  expenses  out  of  the 
iiites.     I  have  brought  it  forward  in 
Order  to  ascertain   the  feeling  of  the 
Working  classes  on  the  subject;  and  I 
Venture  to  say,  though  it  is  a  proposal 
to  put  on  the  shoulders  of  the  ratepayers 
Certain  expenses,  yet  of  all  the  proposi- 
tions I  have  submitted  to  the  various 
Hieetings  I  have  not  found  one  which  is 
Hiore  thoroughly  popular,  or  where  the 
forking  classes  of  the  Kingdom  more 
thoroughly  see  the  advantage  they  will 
gain  by  the  carrying  out  of  the  j^roposal, 
tvhich  is  not  to  be  weighed  in  the  same 
balance  with  the  very  trifling  expendi- 
ture it  will  involve.    When  the  proposal 
Mras  first  brought  forward  there  were 
uo  Members  of  this  House  who  could 
fairly  lay  claim  to  the  title   of  being 
direct  Bepresentatives  of  the  working 
classes ;  but  in  the  present  Parliament 
we  have  at  last  secured  the  presence 
of  several  hon.   Gentlemen  who  come 
directly  under  that  description;  and  who 


are  intimately  connected  with  the  work- 
ing class  interest,  and  so  far  the  object 
of  the  Bill  may  be  said  to  have  been 
attained;   for  although  my  right  hon. 
Friend,   in  introducing   it,   deprecated 
its  being  a  measure  exclusively  for  the 
benefit  of  working  men,  or  calculated 
to  secure  the  return  of  working  men, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  gene- 
rally so  accepted  by  the  House,  and  that 
that  was  the  general  impression  con- 
veyed to  the  country.    But.  even  if  it 
were  not  desirable  to  increase  the  repre- 
sentation of  that  class,  there  is  anotber 
class  to  whom  the  franchise  may,  before 
many  years,  be  given,  to  which  this  Bill 
will  apply  with  greater  force  than  the 
working  classes.     I  refer  to  the  agricul- 
tural labourer.     With  regard  to  that 
class,    a    Conservative    Statesman    has 
lately  said  that  he  would  be  glad  to  see 
them  represented ;  and  if  that  feeling 
had  been  shared  by  his  Party,  it  ought 
not  to  have  been  difficult  for  that  Party 
to  let  the  labourers  have  one  of  the 
county  seats  which  were  at  the  command 
of  the  Party ;  but  the  remark  referred 
to  is,  perhaps,  to  be  regarded  rather  as 
a  Platonic  expression.     I  think,  how- 
ever, it  will  be  admitted  that  a  candi- 
date of  the  agricultural  labourers  would 
find  considerable   difficulty  in   raising 
even  the  comparatively  small  sum  ne- 
cessary for  the  payment  of  the  Eetum- 
ing  Officer's  expenses,  if  there  should 
not  be  an  extension  of  the  law  in  the 
direction  which  I  propose.    I  believe 
that  even  those  expenses  will  be  con- 
siderably   diminished    if    this    Bill    is 
passed.     The  expenses  to  the  commu- 
nity at  large,  I  believe,  will  be  con- 
siderably reduced.     I  found  my  argu- 
ment on  the  facts  as  to  the  expenditure 
at  the  last  General  Election  in  1880.  The 
Return,  which  gives  the  expenses  of  the 
Eeturning  Officers,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
the  general  expenses  of  the  Election,  is 
an  instructive  one,  because  it  shows  that 
the  Eetuming  Officers'   expenses   vary 
enormously  in  different  constituencies. 
At  Abingdon,  where  900  electors  were 
polled,  the  Returning  Officer's  expenses 
were  £177,  giving  an  average  of  4«.  per 
elector;  but  in  Barnstaple,  where  1,650 
electors  were  polled,  the  expenses  were 
£92,  a  cost  of  Is,  2d,  per  head.    Taking 
boroughs  of  medium  size,  I  find  that  at 
Warrington,  where  6,000  electors  were 
polled,  the  Beturning  Officer's  expenses 
amounted  to  £630,   or  about  2«.   por 
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head;  whereas,  at  Burnley,  where  I 
suppose  the  electors  were  moved  by  the 
economy  which  distinguishes  their  Be- 
presentative,  7,600  were  polled  at  an 
expenditure  of  £153,  or  bd.  per  head. 
Coming  to  the  very  large  boroughs,  I 
find  that  in  Lambeth  50,000  electors 
were  polled  at  an  expenditure  of  £1,557, 
being  an  average  of  about  ^d,  per  head ; 
but  in  Leeds,  the  polling  of  49,000 
electors  only  cost  £559,  or  ^d.  per  head. 
I  think  that  demonstrates  very  clearly 
that  wherever  we  find  inequalities  of  this 
kind  we  may  assume  that  the  lower 
value  and  not  the  higher  value  is  the 
true  one;  and,  therefore,  I  think  I 
should  not  be  taking  too  sanguine  a 
view  if  I  say  that  if  this  Bill  were 
passed  the  Eeturning  Officers'  expenses 
generally  would  be  diminished,  possibly 
by  more  than  one-half,  because,  as  the 
expenditure  would  be  met  by  the  various 
Municipalities,  it  would  be  open  to  criti- 
cism and  revision.  As  it  is,  the  cost  is 
almost  ridiculously  small.  I  have  esti- 
mated that  the  total  cost  of  the  average 
annual  rate  required  will  amount  to  one- 
eighth  of  a  farthing  in  the  pound — ^that 
is  to  say,  if  we  take  the  cost  of  a  General 
Election — and  the  fact  is  that  we  have 
one  every  four  yeara  on  the  average— 
we  find  that  it  would  require  a  rate  of 
half-a-farthing  in  the  pound  for  the 
year  of  the  Election.  I  know,  however, 
that  there  is  a  very  g^eat  objection  to 
do  anything  which  would  tend  to  in- 
crease the  local  rates,  the  whole  theory 
of  the  Conservative  Party  at  present 
being  to  throw  local  rates  as  much  as 
possible,  not  on  local  bodies,  but  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  There  will, 
however,  be  far  less  likelihood  of  extra- 
vagance if  the  expenses  are  thrown  on 
the  rates  than  there  will  be  if  they  are 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  and 
a  Motion  to  make  the  expenditure  Im- 
perial has  been  already  rejected  by  a 
large  majority.  We  are  told  that  if  this 
Bill  is  passed,  we  shall  see  a  greater 
number  of  candidates  than  we  do  at  the 
present  moment  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  18  true  only  to  a  limited  extent ; 
and,  if  it  is  true.  I  am  inclined  to  think 
it  is  not  an  unmitigated  evil.  I  believe 
it  would  be  better  for  this  House  if, 
instead  of  being  divided  into  Liberal 
and  Conservati?e  camps,  we  had  an  in- 
dejMndent  feeling  which,  under  the  pro- 
Tittons  of  the  Bill,  I  think  we  should 
have.    One  important  ikot  should  no^ 
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be  forgotten  in  connection  with  the 
question.  There  are  constitaencies  in 
the  United  Kingdom  which  have  never 
been  contested  on  aooount  of  the  enor- 
mous expense  that  would  be  incurred ; 
and  I  contend  that  it  would  be  better  to 
have  a  surplus  of  candidates  than  we 
should  have  such  a  gross  scandal  as  we 
have — namely,  some  constituencies  in 
which  there  have  not  been  contests  for 
a  quarter  of  a  century,  or,  as  in  some 
cases,  since  the  passing  of  the  first  Reform 
Act.  The  practice  of  foreign  countries 
is  favourable  to  my  proposal.  In  a 
lietum  published  last  year  it  is  set  forth 
that  in  Austria,  Hungary,  France,  and 
Italy,  all  necessary  election  expenses 
are  paid  out  of  national  money — that 
is,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Funds.  In 
Germany,  the  Netherlands,  Spain,  Por- 
tugal, and  Denmark,  the  election  ex- 
penses are  paid  out  of  the  local  rates,  as 
I  propose  in  the  present  Bill.  These 
facts  show  that  there  is  a  universal  con- 
sensus of  opinion  that  the  necessary  ex- 
penses should  be  paid  by  the  electors 
themselves,  and  not  by  the  candidates. 
The  candidate,  by  offering  himself  to  a 
constituency  to  serve  them,  confers  a 
great  favour  on  a  constituency ;  and  the 
expenses  that  a  candidate  would,  in  any 
case,  have  to  incur,  would,  no  doubt,  be 
heavy  enough.  It  may  be  said  that  the 
Eeturning  Officers'  expenses  amount  to 
but  a  smadl  proportion  of  the  whole  ex- 
penditure; but  that  is  not  so,  for  al- 
though in  many  cases  the  saving  of  the 
official  expenses  will  make  but  little 
difference  to  the  candidates,  still,  in  the 
case  of  working-men  candidates,  it  will 
be  found  that  the  Returning  Officers'  ex- 
penses amount  to  a  considerable  propor- 
tion of  the  whole  expenses  incurred  on 
their  behalf.  There  is,  no  doubt,  the 
evil  of  the  multiplication  of  candidates 
as  a  possible  one  to  be  guarded  against 
if  this  Bill  be  passed ;  and  several  pro- 
posals have  been  made  with  regard  to 
this  evil.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Frome  (Mr.  H.  B.  Samuelson),  as 
far  as  I  know,  however,  has  proposed 
the  only  one  likely  to  be  available — 
namely,  that  a  candidate  not  polling  a 
certain  number  of  votes  should  be  fined 
a  fixed  sum,  or  compelled  to  pay  his 
share  of  the  election  expenses  ;  but  it  is 
open  to  many  of  the  same  objections  as 
the  present  plan,  and  therefore  I  propose 
a  better  method,  and  a  method  which  is 
ly  adopted  in  almoit  vmyolhw 
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country,  and  the  second  part  of  the 
Bill,  which  has  not  yet  been  mooted  in 
this  country,  has  been  brought  in  to 
effect  that  purpose.  I  propose,  in  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill,  that  if  a  candi- 
date does  not  g^in  an  absolute  majority 
of  the  electors  he  shall  not  be  elected, 
and  that  there  shall  be  a  second  elec- 
tion, to  be  decided  by  a  relative  ma- 
jority of  YOtes.  A  sub-section  of  the 
olause  also  omits  what  are  known  as  the 
three-cornered  constituencies,  where  it 
would  be  difficult  to  apply  the  section.  I 
trust,  however,  before  the  Bill  passes  into 
law,  that  three-cornered  constituencies 
will  have  gone  the  way  of  all  flesh.  I 
should  now  like  to  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
various  political  associations  that  have 
sprung  up  on  both  sides  during  the  last 
few  j'ears.  When  I  first  brought  in 
this  Bill  there  was  a  division  taken  upon 
it,  and  in  the  course  of  some  discussion, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  said  he  regarded  the  Bill  with 
suspicion,  as  I  was  the  nominee  of  a 
Caucus — that  very  much  dreaded  and 
detested  body.  Well,  Sir,  I  can  say 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  meant, 
if  to  do  anything,  to  neutralize  the  power 
of  the  Caucus.  If  a  candidate  is  ap- 
pointed by  the  managers  of  a  Party  that 
the  electors  do  not  like,  the  electors 
have  at  present  no  power  to  object  to 
the  selection  made.  For  instance,  at 
Wigan,  during  the  spring  of  last  year, 
there  was  a  contested  election,  when 
there  were  two  candidates  in  the  field. 
The  borough  is  one  which  contains  a  con- 
siderable Irish  vote,  and  where,  the  work- 
ing-man element  being  rather  strong, 
it  might  be  presumed  that  there  was  also 
a  certain  amount  of  the  English  vote 
which  was  opposed  to  the  Government 
on  the  burning  question — namely,  the 
application  of  exceptional  laws  to  Ire- 
land. What  happened  was  this.  The 
Conservative  went  to  the  poll  on  the 
ordinary  platform  of  the  Party,  and  the 
Liberal  went  to  the  poll,  and,  in  order 
to  secure  the  Irish  vote,  pledged  himself 
to  oppose  the  Bill  which  the  Govern- 
ment was  then  fighting  for  so  deter- 
minedly in  the  House.  Therefore,  those 
Liberals  who  voted  for  that  candidate 
were  in  the  position  of  persons  who 
voted  against  the  Government ;  and  the 
result  of  that  was  that  if  a  moderate 
Liberal  elector  of  that  constitency  wanted 
to  show  he  supported  the  Government 


in  the  crisis,  he  had  only  the  option  of 
voting  for  the  Conservative  candidate, 
and  the  Liberal  candidate,  in  spite  of 
the  Irish  vote,  was  thrown  out  by  a 
considerable  majority.    What  I  contend 
is,  that  if  this  Bill  had  been  in  operation 
we  should  have  had  three  candidates — 
a  Conservative  candidate,  a  candidate 
receiving  the  support  of  the  Irish  elec- 
tors, and  a  candidate  who  would  have 
received  the  votes  of  the  Ministerialists 
in  the  borough ;  and  I  think  it  would 
have  been  a  valuable  indication  to  the 
Government  if  they  had  been  able,  with- 
out having  the  accusation  of  splitting 
the  Party  cast  in  their  teeth,   to  run 
such  candidates  as  would  have  given 
them  a  clear  test  of  the  feeling  of  the 
country.     In  that  way  they  would  have 
been  able  to  have  learnt  whether  it  was 
with  them  or  against  them.     With  re- 
gard to  the  action  of  Liberal  associations 
throughout  the  country,  that  action,  as 
is  well  known,  has  been  introduced  very 
largely  in  order  to  prevent  splits  in  the 
Party  organization,  and  the  running  of 
superfluous  candidates;  and  that  they 
succeeded  at  the  last  General  Election, 
in  1880,  is  evident  from  the  fact  that 
there  is  only  one  seat  in  the  Kingdom — 
that  in  the  Tower  Hamlets— which  has 
been  lost  to  the  Party,  and  which  did 
not  finally  result  in  representing  the 
feelings  of  the  electors,  as  there  were 
too  many  candidates  running  for   the 
seat,  and  votes  were  thrown  away  upon 
candidates  who  had  no  chance  of  suc- 
cess.    In  1874  we  find  that  no  less  than 
13  seats  were  absolutely  thrown  away 
by  the  fact  of  so  many  splits  taking 
place  in  the  ranks  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
in  consequence  of  which  candidates  were 
run  upon  whom  votes  were  thrown  away, 
and  which,  if  they  had  been  given  to 
another  candidate,  would  have  been  suffi- 
cient to  carry  the  election.     Whilst  I 
say  this,  I  do  not  wish  to  see  standing 
at  every  election  a  cut-and-dried  Libercd 
or  a  cut-and-dried  Conservative,  for  I 
hold  that  we  should  have  independent 
candidates  as  well  as  independent  speech 
in  a  constituency.     Under  the  present 
system,    however,    we   have  sometimes 
found  that  a  candidate  will  go  down  to 
a  constituency  and  will  be  addressed  by 
a  minority  of  the  electors,   who  hold 
strong  views  on  some  particular  point. 
He  will  be  asked  to  give  a  pledge  on 
som?)  particular  question,  and  he  con- 
sents, often  to  the  detriment  of  his  own 
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moral  character,  either  because  he  knows 
that  he  is  not  likely  to  have  the  oppor- 
tunity practically  to  carry  it  out,  or  be- 
cause he  will  be  able  in  some  way  to 
fi^et  out  of  his  pledge  in  the  future. 
We  have  seen  that  to  be  the  case  on 
both  sides,  in  order  to  secure  the  Irish 
vote,  or  the  temperance  vote,   or  the 
suffrages  of  those  in  favour  of  the  county 
franchise.     But  if  there  was  such  a  law 
as  is  proposed  in  the  machinery  of  the 
Bill,  each  Party  would  be  enabled  to 
bring  forward  a  candidate  of  its  own, 
and  so  discover  what  was   the  exact 
amount  of  support  that  would  be  given 
to  their  views,  so  that  if  their  candidate 
was  beaten  he  could  retire  before  the 
second  ballot.     In  foreign  countries  the 
system  I  propose  is  almost  of  universal 
application ;  and  there  the  question  of 
expenditure  is  really  considered  to  be 
one  of  no  practical  importauce  at  all. 
In  England,  which  is  much  wealthier 
than  other  countries,  the   question  of 
expenditure  will  be  still  more  insignifi- 
cant and  trifling.     I  do  not  believe  that 
second  elections  in  this  country  would 
number  one  in  40,  although  in  Conti- 
nental countries  they  number  one  in  six 
or  one  in  eight,  because  among  our  own 
political  Parties  it  is  a  settled  custom  to 
run  a  Liberal  against  a  Conservative. 
Nor  do  I  believe  that  the  expense  of 
elections,  once  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Municipalities,  would  be  large.    In  con- 
clusion,  I   will  give  expression  to  the 
hope  that  the  Government  will  assist 
me  to  carry  the  Bill,  which  I  believe 
will  be  found  a  successful  measure,  and 
not  an  unpopular  one  in  the  country. 
I  beg  to  move  its  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
* '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.  Ashton  Dilke,) 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE,  iu  opposing  the 
Motion,  said,  that,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  not  expedient  to  charge  any  portion 
of  the  expenses  of  Parliamentary  can- 
didates upon  the  ratepayers.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Ashton 
Diike)  seemed  to  be  one  of  those  happy 
people  who  took  a  delight  in  all  pro- 
ceedings connected  with  elections,  and 
who  thought  those  proceedings  could 
not  be  too  much  prolonged.  He  ap- 
peared to  approach  the  question  from 
a  feeling  that  the  more  the  candi- 
dates the  merrier  would  be  the  contest ; 
but  that  was  not  his  (Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke's) 
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own  feeling  when  he  oontemplated  the 
number  of  candidates  which  would  be 
started  by  the  crotchetmongers  througb- 
out   the    country,   and    the  prolonged 
turmoil    which    would    be    inevitable 
through  the  two  contests  it  was  now 
proposed  to  institute  instead  of  one  elec- 
tion.    He  therefore  condemned  the  pro- 
posal as  unnecessary  and,  to  some  extent, 
cruel  to  the  candidates,  as  subjecting 
them  to  additional  torture.  The  expense 
of  an  election  depended  upon  the  time 
it  occupied;  and  under  the  Bill  there 
would  be  a  period  before  nomination, 
the  period  between  the  nomination  of 
the  first  election,  and  then  a  period  of 
not  less  than  five,  and  not  more  than 
ei^ht,  days  before  the  second  election. 
What  the  consequent  expense  would  be 
he  would  leave  to  the  imagination  of 
hon.   Members,   who    already  smarted 
under  the  cost  of  the  present  system, 
with  its  official,  its  permissive,  and  its 
illegitimate  heads  of  expenditure.     The 
measure  had,  indeed,  so  narrow  a  scope 
that  it  would  scarcely  be  worth  opposi- 
tion were  it  not  for  the  principle  which 
it  involved.   Besides,  there  were  several 
expenses  attendant  upon  a  Parliamentary 
election;   but  the  Bill  dealt  with  only 
one,  and  no  adequate  reason  had  been 
shown  for  transferring  the  expense  of 
elections  from  persons  now  willing  to 
bear  it  to  persons  who  would  be  very 
unwilling  to  bear  it  indeed — namely,  the 
ratepayers.    The  hon.  Member  had  re- 
ferred to  other  countries;  but  he  had 
not  attempted  to  show  that  the  system 
in  operation  there  was  attended  by  any 
special  advantages.    If  the  present  elec- 
tion arrangements  were  to  be  interfered 
with  at  all,  he  thought  there  was  an 
overwhelming  case  in  favour  of  placing 
such  charges  on  the  National  Exchequer, 
for  he  was  at  a  loss  to  see  how  the  ex- 
penses of  the  election  of  Members  of 
Parliament  who  were  to  deal  with  Im- 
perial interests  could  fairly  be  made  a 
charge  upon  the  rates.    The  ratepayers, 
indeed,  were  at  present  looking  forward 
to  the  promised  settlement  of  the  whole 
question  rather  in  the  direction  of  relief 
than  of  an  increase  of  their  burdens,  as 
was  now  proposed.     The  second  part  of 
the  proposal  was  entirely  new  to  the 
English  Constitution,  and    he  was  op- 
posed to  it  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
needlessly  multiply  contests,  introduce 
into  public  life  the  unpleasantness  in- 
I  evitable  to  prolonged  strife,  and  lower 
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the  character  of  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  people  in  that  House.    A  class  of 
candidates  would,  no  doubt,  be  enabled 
to  come  forward  who  were  at  present 
debarred  from  doing  so ;  but  mon  were 
what  their  opportunities    made  them, 
and,  €L8  a  rule,  it  was  not  desirable  that 
a  working  man  should  represent  a  large 
body  of  his  fellow-countrymen.     In  the 
ranks  of  labour  men  of  exceptional  gifts 
were  occasionally  found.    Such  men  had 
done  honour    to    their    order   in  that 
House,  and  no  one  could  pretend  that  the 
question  of  money  had  ever  jeopardized 
their  election.   Funds  for  popular  candi- 
dates were  always  forthcoming.    He  did 
not  believe  that  any  genuine  working- 
class  representative  was  ever  prevented 
by  the  want  of  pecuniary  means  from 
being  elected  to  that  House.     The  real 
difficulty  with  working  men  was  how  to 
support  themselves  when  they  were  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  seeing  that  an 
annual   subsidy,   which  would    be  re- 
quisite for  the  purpose,   was  different 
from  a  lump  sum.   He  thought  it  unfair 
to  throw  the  cost  of  the  Bribery  Com- 
missioners upon  the  ratepayers  belong- 
ing to  the  incriminated  boroughs ;  and 
especially  there  was  one  point  which  he 
wished   to  put  forward,  and  that  was 
what  the  position  of  women  would  be 
ander  this  Bill.     He  had  always  held 
that  a  woman  who  was  in  possession  of 
property,  or  who  occupied  a  house  which 
Would  entitle  a  man  to  a  vote,  ought 
Hot  to  be  prevented  from  voting.     Ho 
had  never  gone  further.     Now,  in  the 
Case  of   a  Bribery  Commission,  it  ap- 
peared very  hard  that  women  who  had 
never  had  an  opportunity  of  being  bribed 
Or  of  demonstrating  their  superior  virtue, 
ahould  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  the 
misconduct  of   their   male  neighbours 
.^ho   enjoyed  the  franchise.     But  this 
Bill  would  inflict  a  permanent,  instead 
of    an   occasional,  injustice,    for  those 
women  would  be  charged  with  a  rateable 
proportion  of  the  costs  of  elections.    He 
trusted  the  House  would  not  accept  this 
measure.     He  noticed  that  the  silver 
nide  of  the  shield  was  turned  towards 
them,   and  that  Ministers  who   before 
supported  the  measure  were  now  con- 
spicuous by  their  absence.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
indeed,  in  1871,   said  that,   partly  by 
their  own  fault  and  partly  by  the  fault 
of  others,  Her  Majesty's  Government 


had  fallen  out  with  more  than  one  class 
of  the  community ;  they  had  fallen  out 
with  the  Army  and  with  the  licensed 
victuallers ;  but  that  Bill  would  do  still 
greater  mischief,  because  it  would  throw 
further  taxation  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
whole  community.  But,  if  that  was  the 
case  in  1871,  the  argument  was  still 
stronger  now,  seeing  that  since  then  the 
community  had  been  made  to  suffer  from 
the  imposition  of  additional  burdens, 
such  as  the  Education  rate  and  other 
charges.  He  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  had  come  into  the  House.  In 
1871  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  some- 
what complained  of  the  lukewarm  man- 
ner in  which  the  Prime  Minister  dealt 
with  the  question.  But,  inasmuch  as 
this  year  a  large  and  comprehensive 
measure  had  been  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General,  deal- 
ing with  all  other  branches  of  the  Elec- 
tion question,  but  not  mentioning  this, 
he  trusted  the  Government  had  changed 
their  minds,  and  would  not  be  found 
voting  for  the  second  reading.  For  his 
own  part,  he  felt  he  had  discharged  his 
duty  to  the  long-suffering  ratepayers  by 
resisting  this  attempt  to  throw  an  addi- 
tional burden  upon  backs  too  little  able 
to  bear  this  grievance. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  it  was  with 
very  great  pleasure  that  he  had  observed 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  op- 
posed the  Motion  for  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke)  had 
said  very  little  in  favour  of  the  course 
he  had  taken,  and  practically  nothing 
against  the  clause  which  provided  for  the 
Returning  Ofhoers'  expenses.  It  was  in 
that  clause  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  was 
chiefly  interested.  In  effect,  it  was  not 
wholly  one  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
working  men  from  the  difliculties  of  Par- 
liamentary expenses ;  but  it  was  a  pro- 
posal rather  for  the  object  of  giving  a 
wider  choice  of  candidates  to  the  con- 
stituencies. There  were  two  questions 
always  put  when  the  name  of  a  candi- 
date was  mentioned.  The  first  pro- 
bably was.  What  were  his  politics  ?  And 
the  second  was  sure  to  be.  What  was 
his  power  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the 
election?  And  it  was  very  often  the 
case  that  the  second  question  ultimately 
came  to  be  the  most  important,  because, 
whatever  his  politics  might  be,  or  his 
capacity  to  represent  the  constituency 
faithfully,  unless  he  was  able  to  meet 
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the  efnormouB  cost  of  the  election,  his 
chance  of  being  returned  was  poor  in- 
deed. In  his  opinion,  the  ratepayers 
ought  to  bear  the  burden  of  the  ex- 
penses ;  and,  whilst  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Mover  of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Ashton  Diike) 
had  shown  that  under  it  the  additional 
cost  to  the  rates  would  be  very  small  in- 
deed— so  small  that  it  was  hardly  worthy 
of  discussion — yet  the  advantages  to  the 
candidate  would  be  enormous,  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Mr. 
J.  E.  Yorke)  said  that  working  men 
would  find  very  little  difficulty  in  meet- 
ing the  cost  of  Parliamentary  contests. 
He  begged  to  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  that  was  not  the  case.  The  diffi- 
culties were  enormous  indeed,  and  one 
of  the  most  aggravating  and  irksome 
difficulties  was  that  of  the  Returning 
Officers*  charges.  By  the  recent  laws 
regelating  elections,  it  was  necessary  for 
a  candidate  to  pay  a  deposit  before  he 
could  leg^ly  become  a  candidate  at  all, 
and  that  brought  about  in  some  cases  a 
most  peculiar  and  contradictory  state  of 
things.  In  his  (Mr.  Broadhurst's)  own 
case,  in  theboroughof  Stoke-upon-Trent, 
there  were  four  candidates  at  the  last 
General  Election.  His  hon.  Colleague, 
and  those  upon  his  side,  were  hoping 
they  would  be  reduced  to  three.  He 
himself  was  secretly  praying  that  there 
would  be  either  five  or  only  two,  because, 
according  to  the  number  of  candidates 
on  the  day  of  nomination  would  be  the 
relative  cost  to  each.  As  it  was,  he 
found  very  great  difficulty  to  obtain  the 
£250  that  he  had  to  pay  way  by  of  deposit 
before  he  could  be  legally  a  candidate. 
That  was  an  obstacle  that  Parliament 
should  remove  at  once ;  and,  as  a  matter 
of  good  taste,  all  rich  men  who  were 
capable  of  meeting  the  expenses  should 
vote  for  the  Bill  in  order  to  remove  the 
difficulties  that  stood  in  the  way  of  their 
less  fortunate  fellow-countrymen.  He 
did  not  think  there  was  any  force  in  the 
objection  that  working  men  would  make 
frivolous  proposals  of  candidates,  as  no 
one  would  be  so  interested  in  keeping 
the  number  of  candidates  down  as  the 
ratepayers  themselves.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve either  that  there  would  be  any  great 
increase  in  the  number  of  labour  can- 
didates. With  regard  to  the  general 
opinion  on  the  subject,  he  could  say, 
from  his  own  experience,  that  he  had 
never  addressed  a  public  meeting  during 
the  last  two  years  in  aid  of  a  proposal 

Mr.  JSrooAh^Mt 


similar  to  this  at  which  there  was  any 
opposition  offered  to  it.  Another  power- 
ful reason  why  Parliament  should  re- 
move these  expenses  from  candidates 
was,  that  while  they  were  called  upon, 
and  were  willing,  to  pay  these  large 
sums  of  money  for  seats  in  Parliament, 
the  constituencies  could  not  be  persuaded 
from  the  belief  that  Members  had  some 
pecuniary  interest  in  obtaining  a  seat  in 
the  House,  their  argument  being  that 
if  there  were  so  many  who  were  willing 
to  pay  those  large  sums  for  seats  in  the 
House  there  must  be  some  means  of  re- 
compense. The  sooner  such  an  impres- 
sion was  removed  the  better.  He,  there- 
fore, cordially  supported  the  second 
reading,  and  hoped  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  permit  them  to  take 
a  division  upon  the  question. 

Mr.  GEEGOBY  opposed  the  Bill, 
contending  that  there  was  no  need  at 
the  present  time  for  any  such  legislation, 
and  that  no  sufficient  reason  had  been 
shown  for  any  change  in  the  present 
system.  He  was  unwilling  that  any- 
thing should  be  added  to  the  already 
heavy  burdens  upon  the  ratepayers,  and 
could  not  vote  for  a  measure  which 
would  impose  upon  candidates  the  anxiety 
of  a  second  election  within  eight  days 
of  the  first.  He  had  no  confidence  in 
the  predictions  that  the  cost  would  be 
infinitesimally  small,  as  he  had  seen  so 
many  similar  prophecies  falsified  by  the 
result.  Just  the  same  thing  had  been 
said  of  the  Education  rate,  which  in 
some  instances  had  risen  to  \8,  or  In,  6i/. 
in  the  pound.  As  things  were,  the  pre- 
sent expenses  were  not  generally  felt  by 
gentlemen  who  presented  themselves  as 
candidates,  or  who  were  properly  quali- 
fied to  be  brought  forward  for  seats  in 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  admitted 
that  labour  candidates  were  not  generally 
prejudiced  as  things  were,  and  he  did 
not  think  the  Bill  would  add  to  their 
number.  But  it  would,  if  carried,  cer- 
tainly lead  to  a  large  increase  in  the 
number  of  candidates,  by  encouraging 
persons  to  come  forward  who  would  not 
be  bond  fide  ones,  and  who,  at  their  own 
will,  would  be  able  to  add  to  the  burdens 
of  the  locality.  It  was  said  that  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  would  not  have  the 
same  means  of  returning  their  own  can- 
didates as  were  possessed  by  the  large 
towns.  Well,  the  county  franchise  had 
not  yet  been  extended,  and  that  questioOi 
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therefore,  had  not  yet  arisen.  Bat  the 
ag^icaltural  lahourers  had  not  been  un- 
able to  provide  means  for  their  unions 
and  other  objects,  and  he  (Mr.  Gregory) 
did  not  doubt  they  would  be  able  to  do  so 
also  for  election  purposes.  Besides,  the 
Betuming  Officer's  expenses  were  only 
a  fraction  of  the  total  expenses  of  a 
candidate,  and  were  far  less  than  the 
other  expenses  necessarily  incurred .  The 
second  part  of  the  Bill,  dealing  with  re- 
elections  in  certain  cases,  he  thought  was 
simply  extravagant  and  preposterous,  and 
the  result  would  be  to  make  life  intoler- 
able to  the  man  who  had  to  be  elected  a 
second  time  within  eight  days  after  his 
first  election.  As  no  benefit  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  derived  from  the  mea- 
sure, he  should  decidedly  vote  against 
the  second  reading. 

Mb.  Bebjeant  SIMON  said,  he  re- 
mtted  that  he  could  not  support  the 
Bill  in  its  present  complex  form.  The 
first  part  of  it  embraced  a  proposal  he 
had  over  and  over  again  supported  in  the 
House.  Indeed,  two  Sessions  ago  he  had 
himself  brought  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 
The  objection  as  to  the  expenses  fall- 
ing on  the  ratepayers  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, of  no  weight.  They  would  be  in- 
finitesimal, and,  therefore,  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  that  there  would 
be  a  pressure  on  the  ratepayers.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stoke 
(Mr  Broadhurst)  had  shown  it  would  not 
be  a  farthing  in  the  pound.  But,  even 
if  it  were  otherwise,  he  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Bimon)  thought  that  the  ratepayers 
ought  to  pay  for  the  privilege  of  repre- 
lentation  in  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
and  the  ground  upon  which  he  sup- 
ported the  first  part  of  the  Bill  was  not 
on  economic  grounds,  but  because  he 
vas  of  opinion  that  the  present  system 
of  payment  by  Members  of  the  legal 
machinery  for  conducting  an  election 
▼as  an  entire  reversal  of  the  principle  of 
representation.  If  it  was  a  privilege 
to  be  represented  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, those  who  enjoyed  that  privilege 
ought  to  pay  for  the  legal  machinery 
irluch  was  necessary  to  conduct  the  elec- 
tion. The  present  state  of  things  re- 
versed the  relation  between  the  Member 
and  the  constituents.  Instead  of  being 
a  person  who  was  conferring  a  benefit 
on  the  community,  it  represented  him 
him  as  a  person  who  was  receiving  a 
iavour  at  the  hands  of  the  constituency. 


The  present  system  was  a  prolific  source 
of  corruption,  because  the  constituencies 
were  taught  to  regard  the  candidate  as 
a  person  whom  they  were  benefiting. 
As  a  rule,  only  rich  men  could  come  for- 
ward as  candidates,  because  it  was  only 
they  who  could  incur  the  expenses  of 
election.  He  himself  had  fought  three 
contested  elections,  and,  therefore,  knew 
the  trouble  and  misery  of  a  contest.  He 
regretted  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Ashton  Dilke)  had  introduced  the  pro- 
posal of  a  second  election,  as  he  thought 
it  was  useless  and  dangerous.  Life 
would  be  positively  miserable  if  a  man 
after  going  through  one  contest  had  to 
go  through  a  second,  and  perhaps  a 
third,  for  there  might  not  be  an  abso- 
lute majority  of  electors  in  the  second 
any  more  than  in  the  first  election. 
Where  were  they  to  stop?  He  was 
sorry  that  a  useful  measure  had  been 
spoilt  by  the  introduction  of  such  a  pro- 
posal. Under  the  circumstances,  he  could 
not  support  the  Bill,  though  he  would 
not  vote  against  it,  because  the  first  part 
was  a  proposition  of  his  own.  He  should 
walk  out  without  voting.  [**  No,  no !  "] 
He  really  did  not  know  what  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was — whether  it  was 
contained  in  the  former  or  the  latter 
proposals,  and  he  certainly  could  not 
support  the  latter. 

Sir  MASSEY  LOPES  said,  he  opposed 
the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  pro- 
posal to  impose  additional  expense  upon 
the  ratepapers  of  particular  localities, 
which  ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
National  Exchequer.  They  had  been 
told  that  the  addition  which  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Bill  would  make  to  local 
rates  would  be  very  small.  That  might 
be  so ;  but  the  Conservative  Party  ob- 
jected not  so  much  on  the  matter  of  cost, 
as  on  the  matter  of  principle,  and  he 
could  not  understand,  if  the  House  were 
to  pass  the  Bill,  how  they  could  oppose 
the  payment  of  Members  of  Parliament. 
They  might  depend  upon  it  that,  if  they 
conceded  this  point,  the  inevitable  con- 
sequence would  be  a  proposal  to  pay 
Members  of  Parliament.  The  principle 
was  not  a  novel  one,  but  had  been  before 
the  House  six  or  seven  times.  A  Bill 
to  the  same  effect  was  introduced  in  1867 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
the  present  Postmaster  General,  when  it 
was  carried  by  a  small  majority  of  about 
3.  It  was  again  introduced  in  1871, 
when  it  was  strenuously  opposed  by  the 
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lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  the  present 
Attorney  General  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  present  Homo 
Secretary,  both  of  whom  were  Tellers 
against  it.  The  Home  Secretary  then 
made  a  forcible  speech  on  the  subject. 
Proposals  to  the  same  effect  were  brought 
forward  in  1872-3,  and  defeated  by  large 
majorities.  The  Bill  was  both  impolitic 
and  unjust;  impolitic,  because  it  was  very 
undesirable  that  the  Eepresentatives  of 
the  people  should  be  more  under  the 
control  of  their  constituents  than  they 
were  at  present.  They  did  not  want  in 
the  House  of  Commons  machines  and 
delegates  ;  they  wanted  Gentlemen  able 
to  exercise  their  own  judgment,  and  to 
g^ve  their  own  free  expression  of  opinion 
upon  questions  that  came  before  them. 
If  this  proposal  were  carried  it  would 
tend  to  put  Members  of  Parliament  more 
under  local  influence  than  they  were  at 
present.  It  was  unjust,  because  owners 
of  personal  property  would  be  exempted 
from  paying  the  expenses;  while  the 
owners  of  real  property,  already  bur- 
dened too  highly,  would  have  an  addi- 
tional burden  thrown  upon  them  in  hav- 
ing to  defray  them.  The  analogy  of 
Municipal  elections  did  not  apply,  for 
the  candidates  had  simply  to  perform 
local  duties  and  were  elected  for  local 
purposes,  whereas  Members  of  that 
House  dealt  with  national  matters.  The 
effect  of  the  Bill,  too,  would  be  to  pro- 
mote Parliamentary  contests,  to  bring 
into  the  field  men  who  were  anxious  to 
air  their  own  projects,  and  largely  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  candidates  who 
would  be  able  to  gratify  their  personal 
ambition  at  the  expense  of  the  consti- 
tuency. The  local  rates  had  already  to 
bear  the  expense  of  registration,  which 
was  an  expense  which  ought  to  fall  on 
the  National  Exchequer,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  go  further  in  the  same  direction. 
He  was  satisfied  that  the  professed  ob- 
ject— namely,  to  introduce  more  work- 
ing-class Members  of  Parliament  — 
would  not  be  secured  by  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  object  to  working  men's  candi- 
dates; he  should  like  to  see  more  of 
them,  and  he  was  sure  that  Conserva- 
tives generally  would  welcome  a  greater 
number  of  them  than  were  in  the  House 
at  present.  But  the  Bill  would  not  add 
to  their  number,  while  it  would  certainly 
interfere  most  seriously  with  the  dig- 
nity, patriotism,  and  independence  of 
Members  of  Parliament. 

Sir  Money  Zopet 


Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Devon 
(SirMasseyLopes)  had  just  said  he  would 
like  to  see  a  larger  number  of  labour 
Representatives  in  the  House,  and  yet 
he  objected  to  remove  what  constituted 
the  chief  obstacle  in  the  way  of  their 
coming  here.     The  hon.  Baronet  said 
the  object  would  not  be  attained,  even  if 
the  Bill  were  carried ;    and  what  he 
meant  by  that  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  sup* 
posed  was,  that  the  other  expenses  were 
so  high  that  still  the  labour  candidates 
would  not  be  able  to  secure  election. 
Still,  the  hon.  Baronet  said  that  if  the 
Bill  were  carried,  the  number  of  candi- 
dates would  be  greatly  increased ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Anderson)  would  ask,  would  not 
the  other  expenses  tend  to  chock  the 
multiplication  of  candidates  in  the  same 
way  that  it  would  check  the  number  of 
labour  candidates?    The  hon.  Baronet 
was  not  entitled  to  both  of  these  con- 
sequences, but  must  take  the  one  or  the 
other,  as  the  one  destroyed  the  other. 
He  (Mr.  Anderson)  thought  if  the  Bill 
were    carried,   with    certain    necessary 
modifications  that  it  would  be  requisite 
to  introduce  into  it  in  Committee,  it  would 
remove  the  great  obstacle  that  working 
men  had  to  obtaining  seats  in  Parlia- 
ment.     Already  they  had  a  few  very 
able  men  of  that  class,  and  very  good 
Members  they  were,  and  he  joined  with 
the  hon.  Baronet  in  wishing  there  were 
more    of   them,    because    the    number 
they  had  was  very  small  as  compared 
with  the  proportion  that  working  men 
bore  in  the  electorate.     But  the  principal 
reason  he  supported  the  Bill,  or  at  least 
the  1st  clause,  which  threw  the  expenses 
of  the  Returning  Officer  on  the  constitu- 
ency, was  that  the  candidate  had  no  sort 
of  control  over  those  expenses.     All  the 
other  expenses  connected  with  the  elec- 
tion were  more  or  less  in  the  hands  of 
the  candidate  and  his  committee;   but 
when  they  came  to  the  expenses  of  the 
Returning  Officers  he  was  absolutely  help- 
less, and  had  simply  to  pay  down  a  large 
sum  of  money  that  was  expended  by 
people  over  whom  he  had  no   control 
He  thought  it  was  a  fair  argument  that 
in  all  our  other  elections  the  public  paid 
such  expenses,  not  merely  the  Municipal 
elections, but  the  School  Board  and  Paro- 
chial Board  elections ;  and  he  did  not  see 
why  there  should  be  any  difference  in 
Parliamentary  elections.     He  admitted, 
however,  the  Bill  ought  to  be  guarded; 
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and  the  Bill,  as  it  stood  at  present,  was 
entirely  unguarded,  for  there  was  no- 
thing to  prevent  any  number  of  candi- 
dates coming  forward,  and  there  was  no 
kind  of  stipulation — as  there  had  been 
in  all  the  other  Bills  on  this  subject — 
that,  unless  a  candidate  carried  a  given 
proportion  of  votes,  he  should  be  punished 
by  being  made  to  pay  the  expenses  of  it, 
as  far  as  his  share  of  them  went.  Under 
the  Municipal  Election  Act,  at  present 
candidates  had  nothing  to  pay,  and  the 
result  was  sometimes  very  curious.      It 
happened  the  other  dn y  in  his  own  con- 
stituency that  one  gentleman  got  him- 
self nominated  in  some  three,   four,  or 
five   different  wards,    thus  putting  all 
those  wards  to  the  expense  and  trouble 
of  a  contest,  which  was  a  great  abuse ; 
because,  if  elected  in  all  of  them,  be  could 
only  sit  for  one.  That  was  an  abuse,  and 
in  the  same  way,  under  this  Bill  as  it 
stood,    a  candidate  might  get  himself 
nominated  in  a  dozen  different  constitu- 
encies, and  put  them  all  to  the  expense 
of  a  contest.     That  would  certainly  be 
an  abuse ;  but  there  was  nothing  to  pre- 
Tent  proper  safeguards  being  put  into 
the  Bill  at  some  other  stage.     As  re- 
garded^he  2nd  clause,  he  did  not  take 
the  same  view  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr.   Serjeant 
Simon),  who  declined  to  vote  for  the 
Bill  because  that  clause  was  in  it.     He 
(Mr.  Anderson)  objected  to  that  clause 
just  as  much  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman;   but  the  course  he  should 
take  would  be  to  support  the  Bill  in  its 
leading  clause,  and   in  Committee  en- 
deavour to  get  the  2nd  clause  thrown 
out,  and  that  was  the  course  he  would 
recommend  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  take.     He  thought  the  2nd 
elause  was  a  distinct  blot  on  the  Bill. 
It  tended  to  complicate  the  matter,  and 
produce  a  confusion  in  the  desire  to  sup- 
port the  Bill,  which,  otherwise,  on  its 
merits,  the  Bill  was  fairly  entitled  to. 
For  these  reasons  he  should  support  the 
Becond  reading;    but  would  endeavour 
to  get  the  objectionable  clause'  thrown 
out  afterwards. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  did  not 
consider  that  there  was  anything  to 
complain  of  under  the  present  system. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dews- 
bury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  had  stated 
that  he  had  fought  three  contested  elec- 
tions. As  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  won  all  those  elections  he  had  not 
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j  much  reason  for  complaining.  He  (Mr. 
R.  N.  Fowler)  had  fought  five  contested 
elections,  and  only  won  two.  Conse- 
quently, ho  had  more  reason  to  complain 
of  the  present  system  than  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dewsbury  had.  It 
was  said  that  gentlemen  were  deterred 
from  becoming  candidates  in  consequence 
of  the  expense  attaching  to  candidature. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  lost  his  seat  for 
Brighton,  the  borough  of  Hackney,  at  its 
own  expense,  returned  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  also  believed  the  return 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster for  Birmingham  did  not  cost  him 
Irf.  He  did  not  think  anyone  who 
was  sufficiently  distinguished  for  a  large 
number  of  people  to  desire  to  see  him 
in  Parliament  was  over  kept  out  on  the 
score  of  expense,  while  the  present 
system  acted  as  a  deterrent  to  candidates 
who  had  no  claim  to  election.  He  ap- 
prehended that  the  larger  the  constitu- 
encies were  the  greater  would  be  the 
number  of  candidates.  If  this  Bill  were 
passed  the  country  would  be  flooded 
with  "  bogus "  candidates,  simply  de- 
sirous of  bringing  themselves  and  their 
crotchets  before  the  public.  This  would 
be  the  case  at  General  Elections,  but 
much  more  the  case  at  by-elections, 
where  men  who  were  obscure  would 
strive  to  attain  that  importance  in  the 
country  for  which  a  by-election  afforded 
special  facilities.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  present  system  acted  as  a  deterrent 
upon  men  coming  forward  who  had  no 
claim  to  a  seat  in  that  House,  and  who 
did  not  enjoy  the  confidence  of  any  large 
section  of  any  constituency ;  and,  believ- 
ing that  the  Bill,  by  removing  that  de- 
terrent, would  cause  very  great  evils,  he 
should  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  saying  a  word  or  two 
with  respect  to  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  this  question.  He  thought 
the  House  must  feel  a  sense  of  satis- 
faction at  the  tone  of  moderation  which 
had  prevailed  on  both  sides.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
Ashton  Dilke),  in  introducing  the  Bill, 
stated  that  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  which  included  the  first  proposal, 
in  a  previous  Session,  it  was  carried  at 
that  time,  although  the  Government  of 
the  day  were  in  opposition  to  it,  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  being  then  the 
Conservative  Party;    but  a  little  later, 
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when  a  Liberal  Government  was  in 
Office,  and  a  similar  proposal  was  made, 
it  was  not  carried ;  and  he  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
thought  his  better  part  would  be,  if  he 
was  to  offer  the  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  say  as  little  as  possible  about 
the  former  action  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  E. 
Yorke),  who  had  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill,  seemed  to  think  he  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert) was  an  impartial  person  in  his 
views  on  the  question ;  but  he  was  not 
so  impartial  as  the  hon.  Member  thought, 
for  he  had  voted  on  every  occasion  for 
the  proposal  contained  in  the  1st  clause  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  had  great  pleasure 
now  in  giving  his  support  to  the  pro- 
posal, and  also  in  giving  the  support  of 
the  Government  to  it.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  stated  that  the  proposal  of  the  re- 
turning expenses  was  a  small  matter, 
and  that  the  amount  needed  would  be 
very  small ;  but  there  was  no  doubt  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill  was  based  not  on 
the  amount  of  the  expense  thrown  on  the 
rates,  but  on  the  principle.  There  was 
a  distinction  between  this  proposal  and 
other  matters  of  expense  to  which  ob- 
jection was  made  as  falling  upon  local 
rates.  In  this  case,  the  extension  of 
expenditure  upon  the  localities  which 
were  interested  in  the  return  of  Mem- 
bers would  be  borne  by  those  localities ; 
but  if  it  fell  upon  the  national  purse,  of 
course,  all  persons  throughout  the  coun- 
try would  have  to  pay,  whether  they 
were  privileged  to  return  Members  or 
not.  Every  borough  had  not  the  privi- 
lege of  returning  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  certainly,  if  exceptions  were 
made  in  cases  of  this  kind,  it  would  not 
be  objected  that  the  expenses  should  fall 
rather  upon  the  rates  than  upon  the 
national  purse.  It  was  objected  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Devon  (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  that,  if  this 
expense  was  allowed  to  fall  upon  the 
rates,  there  would  probably  before  long 
be  a  demand  that  the  Members'  expenses 
should  be  borne  in  the  same  way.  That 
he  (Mr.  Hibbert)  considered  was  a  very 
long  way  off,  and  he  did  not  think  it  was  a 
proposal  which  would  meet  with  very 
large  support  in  the  present  House  of 
Commons,  or  in  the  country;  and  if 
such  a  proposition  was  ever  made,  it 
would  be  upon  a  fair  discussion  as  to 
whether  the  expense  of  such  payment 
should  be  thrown  on  the  local  rates,  or 
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on  the  national  funds.  But,  upon  the 
main  question,  as  to  whether  the  cost 
of  what  were  called  Returning  Officers* 
expenses — that  was,  the  necessary  ex- 
penses of  the  machinery  of  an  election — 
should  be  paid  by  the  candidate,  or 
should  be  paid  by  the  localities  interested 
in  the  return  of  the  Members,  then, 
he  thought,  there  were  very  strong 
reasons  why  a  change  should  be  made, 
and  that  the  expense  should  cease  to  be 
paid  by  the  candidates,  and  should  be 
thrown  upon  the  rates.  This  proposal 
he  did  not  support  merely  because  its 
working  would  admit  the  working  man, 
because  he  did  not  think  legislation 
should  be  carried  out  with  the  view  of 
promoting  class  interests  of  any  kind; 
but  on  broader  grounds,  he  said  that 
what  had  to  do  with  the  proper  ma- 
chinery of  returning  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament, ought  to  be  not  only  conducted 
by  the  localities  interested,  but  ought  to 
be  paid  for  by  them  ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  show  that  the 
very  fact  of  candidates  being  called  to 
pay  these  necessary  expenses  had  been 
one  very  great  reason  why  other  ex- 
penses which  were  not  so  legitimate, 
and  practices  which  were  in  a  g^reat 
many  cases  illegal,  had  by  degrees  grown 
up,  and  money  had  been  so  very  lavishly 
expended  in  the  various  elections  of  the 
country.  On  the  ground,  therefore,  that 
the  change  would  lead  to  a  greater 
economy,  he  also  supported  the  propo- 
sal. He  believed  that  if  elections  were 
conducted  at  the  expense  of  the  locality 
there  would  be  very  much  smaller  settle- 
ments made  for  Keturning  Officers'  ex- 
penses, and  that  what  had  been  charged 
in  such  cases  would  be  found  in  some 
cases  to  far  exceed  what  was  necessary 
for  the  purpose.  He  was  told  on  good 
authority  that  before  the  last  Election 
the  Returning  Officers  in  the  Metropolis 
held  a  meeting,  at  which  they  came  to 
an  agreement  to  demand  even  a  larger 
sum  for  expenses  than  was  allowed  under 
the  Act  passed  a  few  years  ago,  and  de- 
tailed in  the  Schedule  of  the  Act.  On 
the  ground,  then,  that  this  measure 
would  clear  the  way  to  greater  purity  of 
election,  as  he  thought ;  on  the  ground, 
also,  of  leading  to  greater  economy, 
and  on  the  ground  of  giving  all  classes 
more  freely  an  opportunity  of  seeking 
the  suffrages  of  the  various  boroughs 
or  counties,  he  thought  the  1st  clause 
of   the    Bill  deserved  the   support  of 


m    ParlUmwittry  EUciioM      {Apbil  19,  18821 


JExpsnsei  Bill. 


966 


the  House.  At  the  same  time  ho 
felt  bound  to  say  that  he  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  in  his  remarks 
that  the  clause  did  want  some  provisions 
which  should,  to  a  certain  extent,  pre- 
rent  any  large  acquisition  of  what  wore 
called  "  bogus  "  candidates.  The  Bill  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General  did  contain  such  a  proposal.  It 
provided  that  in  case  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  votes  was  not  given  for  any  can- 
didate, a  part  of  the  money  which  had 
been  paid  for  the  Returning  Officer's  ex- 
penses should  be  taken  from  him  and 
not  returned ;  but  that  in  the  case  of  a 
proper  proportion  of  the  votes  being  cast, 
the  amount  of  money  paid  for  the  admis- 
aion  of  a  candidate  should  be  returned  to 
die  candidate.  In  Committee,  he  should 
propose,  if  the  Bill  passed  the  second 
reading,  that  some  such  provision  should 
be  made,  and  probably  it  would  bo 
accepted  by  his  hon.  Friend.  As  to  the 
2nd  clause  of  the  Bill,  he  must  say  that 
he  could  not  give  the  support  of  the 
Qoreminent  to  the  proposal  except  to 
this  extent.  The  Government  were  will- 
ing that  the  Bill  should  be  read  a 
second  time ;  but  they  would  take  a  dis- 
cussion upon  it  in  Committee,  and  he 
did  not  wish  in  what  he  had  said  to 
commit  the  Government  in  any  way 
npon  the  2nd  clause.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  g^eat  objections  against  it ;  and, 
no  doubt,  there  were  strong  reasons  for 
it,  that  some  such  change  was  in  exist- 
ence in  all  countries,  with  the  exception 
of  Spain.  With  the  understanding  that 
the  Government  were  only  committed  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  that 
the  2nd  clause  was  open  to  question,  he 
should  support  the  Motion. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that  it 
was  carious  to  find  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  '(Mr.  Hibbert),  as  repre- 
senting the  Government,  should  get 
up  and  say  that,  although  he  did  not 
like  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  he  was,  never- 
theless, prepared  to  give  to  it  the  sup- 
S)rt  of  the  Government.  The  hon. 
entleman  wanted  to  modify  the  1st 
dauee,  and  said  he  would  oppose 
the  2nd. 

Mb.  HIBBERT:  I  ought  to  have 
said,  if  I  did  not  sufficiently  explain  my- 
self, that  if  the  1st  clause  is  adopted,  it 
will  require  some  additional  provision 
being  made  to  prevent  "  bogus  "  candi- 
dates coming  forward. 


Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that  that  was 
with  regard  to  the  Ist  clause.  The  Ist 
clause  was  to  be  modified,  and  the  2nd 
expunged.     Was  that  so  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  That  was  rather 
a  remarkable  proceeding.  There  was 
no  precedent  for  throwing  the  expense 
on  the  ratepayers.  No  one  could  com- 
plain of  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-ou-Tyne  (Mr.  Ashton  Dilko) 
had  done;  but  it  was  matter  of  some 
complaint  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  have  treated  the  matter  so 
slightingly.  In  fact,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Hibbert),  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley),  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Fawcett)  were  the  only  occupants  of  tlio 
Treasury  Benoh.  All  the  Members  of 
the  Cabinet  were  absent,  and  only  one 
of  the  Members  of  the  Government,  re- 
presenting the  Local  Government  Board, 
came  forward  to  support  a  Bill  which 
contained  an  important  principle,  inas- 
much a3  it  sought  to  amend  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  people.  The  practice 
hitherto  had  always  been  that  the  ex- 
penses at  elections  should  be  borne  by 
the  candidates  themselves.  The  matter 
was  not,  perhaps,  of  first-rate  importance ; 
but  still  alterations  of  the  Constitution 
ought  not  to  be  made  in  that  manner. 
If  the  Government  really  wished  that 
this  important  change  should  take  place, 
why  did  not  one  of  their  chief  authori- 
ties come  forward  and  say  so  boldly? 
He  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  was  one  of  the 
few  Members  who  had  no  Returning 
Officer's  expenses,  and  he  was  also  re- 
turned by  an  absolute  majority  of  the 
electors,  and  therefore  he  could  not  have 
any  personal  objections  to  the  mea- 
sure; but  he  thought  there  were  one 
or  two  sound  and  Constitutional  objec- 
tions to  a  proposition  of  this  sort  being 
brought  forward  in  the  manner  it  had 
been.  To  some  extent  this  was  a  senti- 
mental grievance.  What  was  desired 
was  that  all  kinds  of  persons  should  be 
at  liberty  to  come  forward  and  seek  the 
suflfrages  of  the  electors.  Looking  at 
the  matter  practically,  that  was  not  a 
desirable  state  of  things.  It  was  no  use 
mincing  matters,  nor  representing  things 
as  they  are  not.  The  fact  was  that  re- 
presentation in  Parliament  was  a  matter 
of  serious  and  earnest  business.  It  had 
been  said  that  this  was  a  measure  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  the  working  men 
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Members  of  that  House.  Well,  he  had 
no  objection  to  a  working  man  being  in 
the  House  ;  but  if,  however,  those  per- 
sons wished  to  represent  constituencies, 
they  should  be  prepared,  like  other  can- 
didates, to  devote  their  lives  to  the  Busi- 
ness of  that  House.  This  representa- 
tion was  not  a  thing  to  be  taken  up  and 
put  down  at  pleasure ;  and  unless  a  man 
was  able  by  himself,  or  through  his 
friends,  to  pay  the  moderate  Returning 
Officer's  fees  now  demanded,  could  it  be 
supposed  that  he  was  a  fit  and  proper 
person  to  sit  in  that  House?  Was  it 
right  that  this  attempt  to  change  our 
present  system  should  be  made  in  so 
unsatisfactory  a  manner?  As  to  the 
second  portion  of  the  Bill,  it  had 
been  so  much  objected  to  by  all  the 
Members  who  supported  the  first  sec- 
tion, that  it  would  not  be  worth  his 
while  to  spend  any  time  in  criticizing  it. 
After  all,  this  was  merely  tinkering  at  a 
g^eat  question.  If  they  were  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  representation  of  the 
people,  let  them  do  so  broadly  on  the 
invitation  of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
If  they  were  to  have  Reform  Bills,  let 
them  not  have  them  in  the  form  of  tin- 
kerings  on  Wednesday  afternoons,  but 
on  the  responsibility  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  so  that  the  House  might 
know  what  they  were  going  to  vote 
upon. 

Mr.  cropper,  in  opposing  the  Bill, 
said,  that  he  considered  the  2nd  clause 
to  be  a  deterrent  to  every  hon.  Member, 
as  no  one  was  anxious  to  prolong  the 
excitement  of  a  contested  election.  If  the 
1st  clause  of  the  Bill  were  passed  in  its 
present  form,  constituencies  would  run 
the  risk  of  having  all  sorts  of  candidates 
thrust  upon  them;  and  it  was  possible  that, 
in  the  event  of  an  election  taking  place, 
there  might  be  found  in  every  borough 
returning  Members  to  that  House  a  Tem- 
perance candidate,  a  Home  Rule  candi- 
date, and  candidates  representing  all 
other  kind  of  crotchets  so  well  known  to 
hon.  Members.  In  fact,  ambitious  per- 
sons might  put  up  for  three  or  four 
places,  not  only  to  get  a  name,  but  in 
the  hope  that  by  some  lucky  chance 
they  might  get  into  Parliament.  In 
reference  to  the  allusions  which  had 
been  made  to  the  question  of  paying 
Members  for  their  services,  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  that  was  not 
the  only  place  where  men  gave  their 
services  for  nothing.    The  whole  ma^s- 


tracy  of  this  country  gave  thoir  services 
for  nothing.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
some  time  or  other  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  bring  in  a  measure 
embodying  the  best  part  of  the  Bill; 
but,  in  its  present  form,  he  could  not 
support  it. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  hoped  that, 
when  he  rose  to  say  a  few  words  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill,  it  would  not  be  sup- 
posed for  a  single  moment  that  he  in- 
tended to  supply  the  want  that  had  been 
complained  of — the  absence  of  leading 
Members  of  the  Government  on  the  occa- 
sion of  this  debate.  He  hoped  it  would 
not  be  thought  unnatural  that  he  should 
say  a  few  words  in  favour  of  a  proposal 
which  he  had  advocated  in  season  and 
out  of  season,  both  when  Liberal  and 
when  Conservative  Governments  had 
been  in  Office.  He  had  brought  it  for- 
ward on  seven  different  occasions,  and 
had  met  with  various  results.  The 
first  time  the  subject  was  brought  for* 
ward  was  when  the  Conservative  Go- 
vernment was  in  Office  in  1868.  It  was 
carried  twice  in  Committee  on  the  Cor- 
rupt Practices  Bill,  and  it  was  only  at  the 
very  last  moment  that  it  was  rejected. 
The  next  time  the  proposal  was  brought 
forward  it  was  only  lost  by  the  very 
narrow  majority  of  3.  On  the  subse- 
quent occasions,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  it 
fared  worse,  and  was  rejected  by  in- 
creasing majorities.  The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Torke)  had  expressed  the  hope  that  he 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  had  changed  his  opinion 
in  reference  to  this  proposal ;  but  he  had 
not  changed  his  opinion,  and  should  cer- 
tainly support  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
because  the  more  he  thought  of  this  ques- 
question,  the  more  it  seemed  to  him  that 
it  embodied  a  principle  which  it  was  of 
increasing  importance  that  that  House 
should  recognize  and  accept.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said,  as  had  often  been 
said  before,  about  the  effect  that  this 
proposal  of  throwing  the  expenses  upon 
the  rates  would  have  in  encouraging 
the  number  of  candidates  at  a  contested 
election  ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  if 
the  proposal  were  properly  safeguarded 
it  would  tend  in  the  exactly  opposite 
direction  ;  for,  at  present,  constituencies 
were  interested  in  extravagance,  whereas, 
if  this  proposition  were  carried  out,  con- 
stituencies would  be  interested  in  eco- 
nomy. If  at  the  present  time  it  appeared 
that  there  was  not  likely  to  be  a  contest, 
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ii  was  perfectly  well  known  that  a  cer- 
tain number  of  hundreds  of  pounds  which 
would  otherwise  be  spent  would  not  be 
spent;  and,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  persons  who  would  participate  in  the 
idyantages   of  that   expenditure  were 
naturally  interested  in  creating  a  con- 
test.   But  supposing  this  Bill  were  car- 
ried out,  who  would  suffer  from  an  un- 
necessary contest  ?    It  would  not  be  the 
candidate  who  was  subjected  to  a  vexa- 
tious contest,  but  the  constituency,  and 
the  consequence  would  be  that  the  whole 
public    sentiment    of  the    constituency 
would  be  against  the  person  who  had 
thrown  that  unnecessary  expense  upon 
the  ratepayers.     But  it  was  often  said 
that  the  g^eat  argument  in  favour  of 
making  the  constituencies  responsible 
for  the  expenses  would  be  that  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  bringing  forward  more 
working-men  candidates.   That  was  very 
deairable ;  but  he  always  thought  it  was 
unfortunate  to  discuss  this  proposition 
on  that  narrow  issue.   He  hoped  one  re- 
Bttlt  of  that  measure  would  be,  not  only 
to  admit  working  men  more  readily  into 
that  House,  but  to  throw  the  doors  of  that 
House  more  widely  open  to  those  who 
did  not  possess  a  great  amount  of  wealth. 
But  the  great  importance  of  the  mea- 
wire,  as  he  (Mr.  Fawcett)  viewed  it,  con- 
sisted in  the  fact  that  it  was  the  recog- 
nitioQ  of  a  principle,  and  that  principle 
was  simply  this — that  a  Member  who 
came  into  that  House  ought  to  feel  that 
he  undertook   a    great  and   important 
duty— one  that   he  ought  not  to  play 
with ;  and,  that  being  the  case,  it  seemed 
to  him  of   the  first  consequence  that 
werything  should  be  done  to  make  the 
constituencies  feel  that  a  man  who  un- 
dertook that   duty,    and   discharged  it 
Wthfull}',  ought  not  to  have  to  pay  fur 
the  privilege  of  doing  it;  and  that,  at 
toy  rate,  they  should,  as  far  as  possible, 
k(«en  and  lighten  the  pecuniary  burden 
which  might  be  imposed  upon  him  in  the 
discharge  of  that  public  and  local  duty. 
It  seemed  to  him  that,  from  that  point 
of  view,  this   measure  would   improve 
*nd  place  upon  their  true  footing  the 
delations    which    should    exist  between 
Members  and  constituencies.     A  great 
deal  had  been  said  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  about  the  second  part  of  the  Bill, 
and  one  of  his  chief  reasons  for  troubling 
the  House  with  these  few  remarks  was 
that  there  ahoold  be  no  doubt  upon  that 


point.  Certainly  he  should  be  sorry  if 
his  hon.  Friend  who  had  brought  in  the 
Bill  (Mr.  Ashton  Dilke)  should  for  a 
moment  suppose  that  in  voting  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  he  was  voting 
for  the  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill.  He  ob- 
jected to  that  2nd  clause,  not  only  on 
the  grounds  that  had  been  stated  by 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  but  for  a  wider  and  a  different 
reason.  If  anyone  would  look  to  the 
Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  see  the  con- 
ditions with  which  he  had  found  it  ne- 
cessary to  surround  that  clause,  it  at  once 
became  evident  that  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  to  work  that  clause  in  consti- 
tuencies which  returned  more  than  one 
or  more  than  two  Members.  In  a  few 
years  time  the  subject  of  Parliamentary 
Reform,  and  the  great  question  of  the 
re-distribution  of  seats  would  become 
questions  of  absorbing  importance  to 
that  House.  He  knew  that  in  express- 
ing the  opinions  he  was  about  to  ex- 
press, he  was  expressing  opinions  which 
many  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  did  not  share ;  but  he  felt  that 
whenever  the  question  of  re-distribution 
should  again  have  to  be  considered,  it 
was  of  the  first  importance  that  they 
should  not  drift  in  the  direction  of  single- 
Member  constituencies,  but  that  they 
should  have  constituences  in  which  two 
or  three  or  four  Members  could  be  re- 
turned, so  that  not  only  the  majority 
should  have  a  chance  of  being  repre- 
sented, but  that  different  sections  of  opi- 
nion should  have  a  chance  of  being  re- 
presented in  proportion  to  their  voting 
strength.  That  being  the  case,  he  should 
be  sorry  if,  by  a  side  wind,  as  it  were, 
he  were  in  any  way  made  to  support  a 
proposal  which  would  render  it  very  dif- 
ficult to  have  constituencies  in  future 
with  two,  three,  or  four  Members.  An- 
other objection  which  had  been  urged  to 
the  Bill  was  one  which  had  been  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Devon  (Sir  Massoy  Lopes), 
who  had  always  taken  such  a  great  in- 
terest in  the  question  of  local  taxation.  He 
said  that  if  the  charges  were  to  be  trans- 
ferred from  the  candidates,  they  ought  to 
be  transferred  to  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
and  should  not  be  tlirown  upon  local  taxa- 
tion. He  (Mr.  Fawcett)  was  as  anxious 
as  the  hon.  Baronet  could  possibly  be 
that  no  charges  should  unnecessarily  be 
thrown    upon    local    taxation  \    but   it 
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seemed  to  him  that  there  was  aa  insu-  i 
perable  objection  to  that  proposal  of 
throwing  it  on  a  public  fund.  Public 
money  was  too  often  considered  to  be  no 
one's  money,  and  it  was  supposed  that 
the  Consolidated  Fund  was  a  great 
source  of  wealth  which  could  be  drawn 
upon  at  will,  and  by  drawing  upon 
which  no  one  became  the  poorer.  If, 
therefore,  they  paid  these  expenses  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  they  interested 
the  constituencies  in  extravagance ; 
whereas,  if  they  paid  them  out  of  the 
local  rates,  they  interested  them  in  eco- 
nomy ;  and,  moreover,  it  had  always 
appeared  to  him  that  the  principle  of 
maintaining  tlie  local  as  well  as  the  Im- 
perial character  of  representation  had 
been  felt  by  the  Conservative  as  well  as 
the  Liberal  Party.  He  would  not  delay 
the  debate  at  that  hour  of  the  afternoon 
with  any  further  observations.  This 
question  could  be  raised  in  many  dif- 
ferent ways.  It  could  be  brought  up  in 
connection  with  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  or  the  Ballot  Bill.  But  he  could 
not  resume  his  seat  without  expressing 
his  satisfaction  at  the  announcement 
that  had  been  made  that  afternoon,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  that  at 
length  the  principle  was  recognized  by 
the  Government  that  constituencies  and 
not  candidates  should  in  future  be  re- 
sponsible for  the  necessary  expenses  of 
elections.  In  recognizing  and  support- 
ing that  principle,  he  believed  an  im- 
portant step  had  been  taken  to  place 
the  relations  between  constituencies  and 
Representatives  on  an  improved  basis, 
and  not  a  little  would  thus  be  done  to  place 
the  representative  system  of  this  country 
on  a  more  satisfactory  basis.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  rejoiced  in  the 
announcement  that  had  been  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Hibbert) ;  and, 
with  the  qualifications  which  he  had 
stated,  he  should  certainly  give  his  cor-  1 
dial  support  to  the  second  reading:  of  the  i 
Bill.  I 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON,  in 
opposing  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  said,  he  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  a  Ministry  who  pro- 
fessed to  be  the  friends  of  the  rate- 
payers were  supporting  a  proposal  to 
lay  upon  that  body  an  additional  charge 
of  something  like  £300,000  whenever  a 
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General  Election  took  place.  He  was 
not  sure  that  it  was  desirable  to  have 
no  property  qualification ;  in  any  case, 
the  present  law  produced  some  of  the 
effects  of  a  property  qualification.  Men 
who  aspired  to  a  place  in  that  House 
should  have  some  independent  means 
and  some  leisure.  He  was  utterly  un- 
able to  see  how  a  skilled  artizan,  or  a 
bond  fid€  working  man,  could,  after  a 
hard  day's  toil,  come  down  to  the 
House,  and  fiit  up  to  any  hour  of  the 
night,  as  hon.  Members  were  oblig^  to 
do.  For  precisely  the  same  reason,  he 
objected  to  professional  men,  whose 
whole  time  was  employed  in  their  pro- 
fession, being  Members  of  Parliament 
He  was  prepared  to  vote  against  officers 
on  full  pay  being  eligible  as  Members, 
and  for  the  same  reason  he  had  voted 
against  the  admission  of  clergymen.  It 
was  singular  that  no  one  had  attempted 
to  explain  the  second  part  of  the  Bill, 
which  referred  to  *'  absolute  and  rela- 
tive ''  majorities.  He  confessed  he  did  not 
know  what  was  meant  by  a  ''  relative 
majority,"  and  had  supposed,  after  the 
condemnation  of  the  phrase  "  bare 
majority,"  that  any  such  epithet  was 
un -Parliamentary.  However,  his  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill  was  that  it  would 
add,  no  matter  how  slightly,  to  the  local 
burdens ;  and  he  should,  therefore,  vote 
against  the  second  reading.  The  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
were  fighting  for  a  great  principle,  and 
that  principle  was  that  no  addition 
should  be  made  to  the  rates. 

Ma.  LABOUCHEBE  asked  what  was 
the  real  objection  felt  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  the  Bill  ?  The  hon.  GenUe- 
man  the  Member  for  North  Shropshire 
(Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  had  stated  it 
very  fairly.  He  said  that  at  present 
there  was  a  high  property  qualification 
necessary  to  enable  Gentlemen  to  become 
Members  of  that  House,  and  he  desired 
that  that  property  qualification  should 
continue.  According  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's view,  it  was  the  business  of  the 
electors,  not  to  ask  anyone  what  his 
politiccd  views  were,  but  to  select  some 
wealthy  neighbour  as  their  Bepresenta' 
tive,  to  do  what  he  liked,  because  he 
knew  infinitely  better  than  the  con- 
stituency. He  (Mr.  Labouchere),  how- 
ever, wished  to  point  out  that  the  world 
was  not  divided  into  men  who  had 
nothing  and  men  who  were  rich.   There 
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were  a  number  of  persons  in  the  country 
who,  being  possessed  of  £300  or  £400 
s-year — too  small  an  income  to  allow 
them  to  stand  for  a  constituency  under 
the  existing  system,  on  account  of  the 
heaTy  expenses  an  election  entailed — 
would,  under  other  and  more  favourable 
circumstances,  be  able  to  obtain  a  seat 
in  that  House,  and  who  would  make 
useful  Members  of  it.  It  was  out  of  the 
question  to  say  that  these  expenses  were 
Tery  little,  because  in  some  constitu- 
encies, especially  in  counties,  they  were 
Tery  great.  He  was  very  glad  that  the 
Government  had  stated  that  they  were 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  was  also  very  glad  that  they  in- 
tended to  oppose  the  2nd  clause  in  Com- 
mittee, for  he  was  decidedly  opposed  to 
the  introduction  of  the  double  system  of 
election.  It  was  satisfactory  to  hear  the 
opinion  boldly  expressed  by  them  that 
the  expenses  in  question  should  be 
throwu  on  the  ratepayers,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  Bill  would  become  law. 

Ma.   LEWIS   said,   he   thought   the 
House  had  just  reason  to  complain  of 
the  absence  of  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment when  a  Bill  of  that  sort,  making 
two  vital  changes  which   were   totally 
unconnected  with  each  other,  was  being 
considered.     Hon.  Members  knew  per- 
fectly well,  from  the  course  of  proceed- 
ings that  went  on,  that  the  Government 
had  no  opinion.  Members  of  the  Cabinet, 
when  this  new  Keform   Bill  came  on, 
took  care  to  desert  the  House,  and  sent 
the   most   amiable   and   respected,  but 
still  a   subsidiary.  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment to   represent  their  opinions. 
Did  the  Government  think  that  way  of 
playing  fast  and  loose  with  a  question  of 
Beform,  which,  inter  alia,  introduced  the 
French  practice  at  elections,  would  satisfy 
their  Friends  in  the  House  or  in  the  coun- 
try ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Hib- 
bert)  proposed  to  take  his  knife  and  cut 
the  Ist  clause  of  the  Bill  into  little  bits, 
and  cut  out  Clause  2  altogether.     That 
was  not  the  sort  of  reform  which  would 
satisfy  the   aspirations  of  the  Badical 
Party  or  the  Birmingham  Caucus.  They 
wanted  something  far  stronger  and  more 
drastic   than    the  milk-and-water  pro- 
posals of   the   Bill.     The  Government 
had  themselves  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
election  expenses,  for  that  was  the  real 
object  of  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  with  regard 


to  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill ;  but  they 
had  not  ventured  to  put  such  a  proposal 
as  this  in  that  Bill.  Yet  that  Wednes- 
day afternoon,  with  the  Front  Ministerial 
Bench  deserted,  tliey  were  asked  to  pass 
that  Reform  Bill  in  petto,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  satisfying  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  and  showing  that  there 
were  some  Radical  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  were  prepared  to  play 
helter-skelter  with  the  Constitution,  and, 
for  that  afternoon,  at  any  rate,  would 
show  how  Radical  they  were.  He  him- 
self happened  to  be  in  a  peculiar  posi- 
tion, because  he  had  voted  for  Clause  1 
in  the  last  Parliament ;  but  he  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  mistook  what  Clause  1 
was. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  that  he  had 
never  proposed  that  all  expenses  should 
be  thrown  on  the  rates.  He  had  limited 
it  to  the  Returning  Officers'  expenses. 

Me.  LEWIS  said,  he  should  like  to 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  voting 
on  Clause  1,  although  his  own  opinion 
diflPered  from  that  of  most  of  those  on 
the  Opposition  Benches.  He  believed  the 
result  of  that  portion  of  the  measure 
would  be  that  they  would  have  every 
wretched  "ism"  on  the  Liberal  side  re- 
presented by  a  candidate  at  elections.  He 
believed  one  result  would  be  that  the  Con- 
servative Party  would  benefit  by  the  ex- 
penses of  elections  being  thrown  on  the 
constituencies,  because  the  Vegetarians, 
the  Dipsomaniacs,  and  Hypochondriacs 
would. have  a  candidate,  every  conceiv- 
able opinion  of  the  smallest  and  most 
minuto  character  in  the  Liberal  Party, 
from  the  lowest  class  of  working  men 
upwards,  would  be  represented  at  the 
poll ;  and  he  believed  that  in  many  con- 
stituencies, where  an  unfortunate  Con- 
servative candidate  could  not  at  the 
present  time  show  his  face,  they  would 
find  the  Conservative  candidate  at  the 
head  of  the  poll,  attended  by  all  the 
Radical  "  isms"  a  long  way  below  him. 
That  was  a  result  he  should  be  glad  to 
see  ;  but  ho  would  rather  not  see  that  if 
it  involved  the  sacrifice  of  a  principle. 
Ho  himself  believed  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the 
1st  clause  of  the  Bill,  for  it  was  in  the 
interest  of  the  Conservative  Party  ;  but 
it  was  not  popular  with  the  Party,  for 
reasons  which  it  was  not  necessary  to  go 
into.  Still,  he  should  have  voted  for  it, 
as  he  had  done  on  a  previous  occasion ; 
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but  he  declined  to  be  dragged  through 
the  Lobbies  with  that  double-barrelled 
Keform  Bill,  merely  on  the  idea  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  would  be  able 
to  convince  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  Ashton  Dilke)  that  he  ought 
to  submit  to  the  physical  deformity 
which  he  proposed  to  inflict  on  the  Bill 
— namely,  to  cut  out  Clause  2  and  leave 
only  a  part  of  Clause  1 .  There  seemed, 
however,  to  be  no  probability  that  there 
would  ever  be  any  practical  step  taken 
by  this  great  Legislature  during  1882. 
They  would  probably  end,  as  they  had 
begun,  with  a  considerable  amount  of 
speechmaking,  and  no  legislative  results. 
Every  step  that  was  taken  by  the  Liberal 
Government  seemed  to  be  directed  to  that 
end — utterly  to  destroy  every  capacity 
of  legislation  for  1882.  They  mi^^ht, 
therefore,  just  as  well  discuss  that  Bill 
as  anything  else  ;  and,  so  far  as  he  could 
judge,  that  seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  who  had  ab* 
sented  themselves  on  this  occasion.  He 
protested,  however,  against  the  Govern- 
ment voting  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill,  the  main  principle  of 
which  they  disapproved. 

Mr.  D.  DAVIES  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  the  Bill  **  body  and 
soul."  The  ratepayers  had  enough  to 
pay,  and  did  not  want  to  be  further 
burdened.  There  were  plenty  of  candi- 
dates willing  to  pay  their  own  expenses, 
and  they  were  a  better  class  of  candi- 
dates than  those  who  would  go  upon  the 
rates.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  had  said  there  would 
be  a  less  amount  of  expenditure;  but  he 
(Mr.  D.  Davies)  could  not  agree  with 
him  in  that,  for  he  believed  there  would 
be  much  greater  expenditure  if  this  Bill 
became  law.  There  would  be  a  contest 
at  every  General  Election  in  every  con- 
stituency. Now.  at  the  last  two  General 
Elections  he  had  had  no  contest.  But 
that  was  not  for  want  of  candidates, 
because  on  the  last  occasion  three  gen- 
tlemen from  Loudon  came  down,  and, 
having  looked  at  the  place,  went  away 
again.  If  his  constituents,  who  were 
Liberals,  had  to  pay  the  expenses,  of 
course  those  gentlemen  would  have  con- 
tested his  seat ;  but  when  they  knew 
that  they  would  have  to  pay  expenses 
they  did  not  like  the  look  of  matters.  He 
should,  therefore,  stand  to  his  guns,  al- 
though he  voted  against  the  GK>Temment. 

Jfr.  Lewi* 


Ms.  DUGKHAM  said,  he  ooold  not 
support  the  Bill,  as  he  did  not  approve 
of  its  principle.  He  saw  no  connection 
between  paying  the  expenses  of  local 
elections  out  of  rates  and  the  proposal 
to  pay  the  election  expenses  of  Members 
of  Parliament.  Neither  did  he  think 
that  the  ratepayers  of  England  should 
have  any  additional  burdens  imposed 
upon  them,  as  would  be  the  case  if  the 
Bill  became  law.  At  present  they  had  a 
great  many  burdens  placed  upon  them 
for  national  objects  which  they  ought 
not  to  bear ;  and  if  those  expenses  were 
added  those  burdens  would  be  further 
increased.  He  considered  the  measure 
would  be  most  iniquitous.  He  protested 
against  the  Bill,  and  regretted  that  the 
Government  had  announced  their  inten- 
tion of  supporting  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  87  ;  Noes 
85  :  Majority  2.— (Div.  List,  No.  65.) 

Bill  eommitUd  for  To-morrow. 
MOTIONS. 


nrCLOSUBE   (cefn  d&awsn)   proyisiokal 

ORDER  BlU.. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbbrt,  Bill  to  confirm 
the  Provisional  Order  for  the  Inclosure  of  cer- 
tain lands  known  as  Cefn  Drawen  Common, 
situate  in  the  parish  of  Glascwm,  in  the  county 
of  Radnor,  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the 
Inclosure  Commissioners  for  England  and 
Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbsbt 
and  Secretary  Sir  William  Hakcou&t. 

BUlpreuHted^Bnd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  126.] 

INCLOSURE      (bETTWS     DISSRRTH)      PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDRR   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbbrt,  Bill  to  confina 
the  Provisional  Order  for  the  inclosure  of  cer- 
tain lands  known  as  Bettws  Disserth,  situate  in 
the  parish  of  Bettws  Diss^alh,  in  the  county  of 
Radnor,  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the  In- 
closure Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbbiit  and 
Secretary  Sir  William  Habcou&t. 

Bill/^M#iiM,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  127.] 

INCLOSURE   (ASHLBSms)   PROVISIONAL  OR- 
DER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbbrt,  Bill  to  confirm 
the  l^x>visional  Order  for  the  inclosure  of  cer* 
tain  lands  known  as  Ashleside  Common,  situate 
in  the  parish  of  Coveriiam,  in  the  North  Riding 
of  Yorkshire,  in  puisuanoe  of  a  Report  of  the 
Inclotura    OommiMionert    tor    Kn^kad   and 
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And  having  gone  through  the  Business 
on  the  Paper,  without  debate — 

House  adioumed  at  a  quarter  past  Four 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 


Wtlei,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbebt 
lad  Secretary  Sir  William  Habcoubt. 
BmpreeeHied,and  x«ad  the  first  time.  [Bill  128.] 

IRISH    BEPBODlTCnTE    LOAN   FUND    ACT 

(1874)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Blakb,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Irish  Reprodnctiire  Loan  Fund  Act, 
1874,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Blake, 
Cdoner  Colthubst,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr. 
0*8hea,    Mr.   0*CoNNOB    Powbb,    and    Mr. 

Wlpreeemted^and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 33.] 

PABI8H   RE0I8TEBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  IVIr.  Boblase,  Bill  to  make 
proTision  for  the  better  preservation  of  the 
indent  Parochial  Kegisters  of  England  and 
Wiles,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
BouLASE,  Bir.  Bbycb,  Mr.  Mellob,  and  Mr. 
Cocubanb-Patbick. 

W[pr$$entedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  132.] 

MILITAEY  MANCEXTVBES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Secretary  Childebs,  Bill 
formaking  provision  for  facilitating  the  Ma- 
BftQTTeB  of  Troops  to  be  assembled  during  the 
meat  Summer,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Secretary  Childebs  and   Mr.  Campbbll- 

BiyXBBMAN. 

Billprf«m/r</,  and  read  thefirsttime.  [Billl34.] 
House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  '10th  Aptil,  1882. 


^^UTES.]— 5a<    First    in    rarliainent— The 
.^Lord  Boston,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
"'wBLic  Bills  —  First  Heading  —  Elementary 
Education   Provisional  Orders   Confirmation 
(Finchley,  &c.)  •  (63). 
^^ommittee^  Heport—D\ikQ  of    Albany   (Estab- 
lishment) *  (58). 

Their  Lordships  met  at  Four  o'clock ; — 

Elementary  education  provisional  or- 
ders CONFIRMATION  (lINCHLEY,  &C.) 
BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
liade  by  the  Education  Department  under  *'  The 
^ementary  Education  Act,  1870/'  to  enable 
the  School  Boards  for  Fiuchlcy,  Llanartb,  and 
Upper  Dylais,  to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  1845,  and  the  Acts  amending 
ttie  same — Was  presented  by  The  Loan  Pbesi- 
Diirr;  read  I*,  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 


past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  20th  April,  1882. 


MINUTES.] — Select  Committee — Canals,  op- 

pointed. 
Supply  —  considered  in  Committee  —  Resolutions 

[April  3]  reported. 
Public  Bills— Ordered — First  Heading — Water 

Pro\'isional  Orders  •  [135];  Gas  Provisional 

Orders  •[136]. 
Select  Committee  —  Report  —  Arklow  Harbour  ♦ 

[96-137]. 
Third  Reading — Army   (Annual)  •   [105],   and 

passed. 

Q  U  E  STI  0  N8. 


MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS— THE 
"  CITY  OF  LIMERICK." 

Mr.  RYLANDS  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is 
intended  to  hold  an  inquiry  into  the  loss 
of  the  steamer  **  City  of  Limerick." 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  City  of 
Limerick  was  detained  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  some  time  ago ;  but  the  case  was 
carried  to  a  Court  of  Survey.  The 
vessel  was  unconditionally  released  by 
the  Court  of  Survey  and  allowed  to 
proceed  to  sea.  The  owners  have  since 
commenced  an  action  against  the  Board 
of  Trade  for  damages  and  costs  of  the 
detention.  That  case  will,  I  hope,  be 
heard  in  the  course  of  a  few  days  by  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  While  it  is  suh  judice 
it  is,  of  course,  not  desirable  to  institute 
any  other  inquiry.  When  the  case  is 
decided  by  the  Final  Court  of  Appeal,  I 
will  consider  whether  a  further  inquiry 
should  not  be  instituted. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
HELY  AND  DOWLING. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  will  take  into  con- 
sideration the  cases  of  two  farmers  from 
Hollywood,    county    Wioklow,    named 
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Hely  and  Dowling,  who  have  been  in 
custody  far  the  last  four  moDtha  is  Dun- 
dalk  Gaol,  and  will,  in  consideratioii  of 
the  peaceable  conditioa  of  the  county, 
order  their  release? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  cases  of  these  men  had  been 
considered ;  but  he  could  not  recommeud 
their  release. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 

1S81  —  PROCLAMATION  OF  COUNTY 

WICKLOW. 

Ma.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  has  seen  the  following 
statement  in  "  Wicklow  News  Letter 
of  Saturday  last,  the  local  Conservative 
Journal: — 

"  Although  thu  diaeaae  of  agrarian  disturb. 
ance  bos  been  somowhat  pravalODt  oa  the 
weBtom  side  of  the  county,  not  only  have  the 
gi«ater  and  most  impartant  districts  been  en- 
tirely free  from  it,  liut  even  in  those  places 
where  it  has  boon  reprasfnt«d  as  epidemic, 
rumourandcurrentroportsh&ve  exaggerated  the 
real  slate  of  things.  ,  .  .  The  two  cases  repre- 
senting the  serious  crime  of  the  Baltinglass 
district  for  half  a  year  were  both  dealt  with  by 
Justice  UarrisoD  on  Fridn}-  last;  one  of  them 
was  the  unlawfully  oiposing  a  child,  and  was 
puniBhcd  by  »  week's  imprisonment ;  the  other, 
a  trumpery  case  of  Uoycotting,  iu  which  the 
accused,  a  woman,  being  found  guilty  by  the 
jury  on  the  charge  of  intimidation,  was  oraeied 
to  come  up  for  judgment  when  called  on ;  " 
and,  whether,  in  consideration  of  the 
peace  and  good  oi-der  prevailing,  he  will 
recommend  the  Lora  Lieutenant  to 
revoke  the  Orders  in  Council  under 
which  the  county  is  proscribed  and  pro- 
claimed ? 

Mh.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  although,  generally  spuaking,  the 
present  state  of  the  county  Wicklow  was 
excej)tionally  quiet,  he  did  not,  as  yet, 
see  hia  way  to  the  release  of  the  political 
prisoners  belonging  to  that  part  " 
Ireland, 

RETUHN  No.  SB  (REVENUE,  TAXATION 
AND     POPULATION  )-PARLIA3IES. 
TAKY  REPHESENTATIUN. 
Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table,  as  a  Supplement  to  Eoturn  No. 
88,  the  number  of  Members  of  Parli 
ment  which  each  of  the  three  divisions 
of  the  United  Kingdom  would  obtain  if 
the  668  Members  were  allotted,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  contribution  of  each 
to  tb«  Imperial  fievenue  f 
J/r.  V.  J  Coritt 


I  COMMONS) 


£af  of  Autih. 


LoHD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH: 
the  information  which  the  right  hon. 
tind  gallant  Member  now  asks  was 
i>mitted  at  m;  request  &ani  the  Betum 
moved  for  by  tne  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford.  My  reason  for  objecting  to 
insertion  of  it  was,  and  is,  that  there 
are  doubts  how  far  the  figures  in  the 
Returns  represent  the  true  incidence  of 
taxation  in  the  Three  Kingdoms ;  and 
this  being  so,  it  is  not  advisable  to  insert 
in  an  official  Betum  figures  resting  on 
in  uncertain  basis.  Anyone  who  cares 
to  do  BO  can  readily  make  the  calculation 
for  himself. 

POST  OFFICE  {IRELAND)— THE  POST- 
MISTRESS OF  ARRAN  ISLAND, 
Mk.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Postmas- 
ter General,  'Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Mary  Henion,  who  has  held  the  office  of 
postmistress  in  Arran  Island  for  the  last 
twenty  years,  has  been  dismissed  in  con- 
sequence of  her  son  being  arrested  under 
the  Coercion  Act ;  whether  during  bsr 
long  service  she  fulfilled  her  duties  to 
the  Bstisfaotion  of  the  Post  Office  au- 
thorities ;  and,  whether  her  summary 
lissal  because  of  the  suspected  wrong 
doing  of  her  sou  has  been  sanctioned  by 

Mk.  FAWCETT  ;  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  that  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  Mrs.  Henion,  postmistress 
of  Arran  Island,  has  been  dismissed  in 
consequence  of  the  arrest  of  her  son 
under  the  Coercion  Act.    For  soma  time 

Sast  the  duties  of  the  Arran  Island  Post 
ffice  have  not  been  conducted  in  a  satii- 
faotory  manner ;  and  it  is  on  this  account, 
and  not  on  account  of  the  son's  arreit, 
that  the  office  has  been  placed  in  other 
hands. 

Mb.  BEDUOND  :  Did  the  dismissal 
come  immediately  after  the  arrest  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT ;  It  came  after ;  but 
I  had  had  the  matter  under  considera- 
tion for  some  time. 

EGYPT— THE  BAY  OF  ASSAB. 
Bason  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ooverumeut  have  recom- 
mended the  Egyptian  Ooverumeut  to 
enter  into  a  Convonlioa  with  the  Govern- 
ments of  Great  Britain  and  Italy  fur  the 
cession  to  Italy  of  a  portion  of  territory 
in  the  Bay  of  Assab,  on  the  Wert  Cout 
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of  the  Bed  Sea ;  whether  this  action  is 
it  rariance  with  the  policy  hitherto  fol- 
loved  by  Her  Majesty's  GoTornnient  as 
regards  the  claims  of  Foreig^ii  Qovern- 
ments  to  obtain  territorial  settlements  on 
the  Egyptian  Coast  of  the  Bed  Sea ;  and, 
if  BO,  what  are  the  reasons  which  have 
led  to  this  change  of  policy ;  whether 
the  OoTernment  of  the  Khedive  have 
remonstrated  against  the  pressure  sought 
to  be  put  upon  them  in  this  matter,  and 
have  refused  to  sign  the  Convention ; 
what  is  the  present  state  of  the  nego- 
tiations ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  ob- 
jection to  communicate  to  Parliament  the 
text  of  the  proposed  Convention,  and 
the  Correspondence  that  has  taken,  place 
in  respect  thereto  f 

BiK  CHARLES  W.  DILKE;  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovernment  have  recommended 
the  Turkish  and  Egyptian  Qovornmenta 
to  enter  into  a  Convention  with  Italy, 
defining  and  limiting  the  rights  of  the 
latter  country  in  respect  to  the  territories 
at  Aseab,  acquired  and  occupied  by  the 
Rubattino  Company  in  the  first  instance, 
and  eubsoquently  by  the  Italian  Oovern- 
ment. They  considered  that  it  was  for 
the  interest  of  Egypt  that  such  a  Con- 
ventiim  should  be  concluded  in  order  to 
avoid  the  complications  tiiat  might  arise 
if  the  Italian  occupation  of  Asaab  were 
maintained  on  an  unrecognized  and  un- 
defined footing,  and  with  a  view  of  ob- 
taining- the  recognition  by  Italy  of  the 
Sovereignty  of  the  Sultan,  and  authority 
of  the  Khedive,  over  the  West  Coast  of 
the  Red  Sea.  The  proposed  Convention 
stipulated  that  the  establishment  at 
Assab  should  have  a  purely  commercial 
character,  and  contain  provisions  for  the 
prohibition  of  the  traffic  in  arms  and  of 
the  Slave  Trade.  The  Exyptian  Govern- 
ment has  refused  the  Convention  ;  but 
correspondence  on  the   subject   is  still 

Sling  on,  and  the  Papers  could  not  be 
id  on  the  Table  without  the  consent  of 
the  other  Qovern ments  concerned.  With 
regard  to  the  hon.  Member's  suggestion 
that  the  action  taken  in  this  matter  is 
at  variance  with  the  policy  hitherto  fol- 
lowed by  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment,  as 
regards  the  claim  of  Foreign  Qovern- 
ments  to  obtain  territorial  settlements 
on  the  Egyptian  Coast  of  the  Bed  Sea, 
1  must  point  out  that  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vernment had  to  deal  with  accomplished 
tacts,  and  with  a  territorial  settlement 
alrealdy  obtained,  and  that  they  took  the 
eouiM  which)  under  the  circumetanoes, 
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seemed  best  calculated  to  protect  the 
interests  of  this  country  and  of  Egypt. 

Mr.  BOURKE:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Oentlemau  can  inform  the  House  with 
whom  the  negotiations  were  first  carried 
on  between  the  Company  and  the  terri- 
torial authority  in  Africa — whether  it 
was  the  Native  Tribes,  or  the  Egyptian 
Government,  or  the  Sultan  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Company  appear  to  have  obtained  con- 
cessions from  various  local  Sultans,  and 
they  actually  occupied  their  settlements 
at  Aasab  Bay  a  considerable  time  ago. 
I  think  that  while  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  in  Office  the  Italian  flag  was 
flying  there. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  said, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  he  should  deem  it  his  duty 
to  bring  the  subject  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  and  to  move  a  Resolution. 

PKOTECTION    OF    PERSON    AMD    PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— ME8SB8. 
JAMES    DOWLING,    DENIS     SOMERS, 
TERENCE  BYRNE,  SIMON   MALONB, 
AND  ARTHUR  MOLONEY. 
Mr.  LALOR  {for  Mr.  Arthub  O'Co.v- 
Nouj  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant   of  Ireland,   Whether 
the  neighbourhood  of  Monasterevan,  in 
Kildare,   has  remained    free  from  out- 
rages ;  whether  Messrs.  James  Dowling, 
Denis  Somers,  Terence   Byrne,    Simon 
Malone,  and  Arthur  Moloney,  of  that 
district,    were    arrested    on    suspicion ; 
whether    Messrs.   Terence    Byrne    and 
Denis  Somers  have  been  liberated;  and, 
whether  the  same  considerations  which 
led  him  to  consent  to   their  liberation 
will  apply  to  the  cases  of  Meaers.  Dow- 
ling, Malone,  and  Moloney  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  most  of  these  men  had  been  re- 
leased. The  cases  of  the  remaining  four 
prisoners  had  been  considered^one  had 
been  released,  and  the  other  three  could 
not  with  safety  be  released  at  present. 

Mr.  LALOR  asked  why  it  was  that 
James  Dowling  was  refused  the  ordinary 
parole  of  three  days? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  he  should 
get  Notice  of  that  Question. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-THE  RETURN 
FOR  QUARTER  TO  21rr  MARCH. 
Mb.  LALOR  (for  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor) asked  the  Chief  Seontary  to  the 
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Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  Betum  ehowiag 
the  number  of  Evictions  in  the  quarter 
ended  3lHt  March  1882  (in  continuation 
of  Beturn,  No.  9,  of  the  present  Session), 
and  of  the  Judgments  for  the  Becovery 
of  Land  entered  up  in  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  (Ireland),  and  of  the  Eject- 
ment Decrees  granted  during  the  same 
period  (in  continuation  of  Return,  No. 
10,  of  the  present  Session)? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTEB.  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  ordered  these  Betums,  and  hoped 
to  lay  tbem  oo  the  Table  on  Tuesday. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
DUTY  OF  PROTECTING  "  EMEKGENCY 
MEN." 

Mb.  LAXOB  (for  Mr.  Ahthor  O'Oon- 
nob)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
twenty  men  of  the  Kilkenny  Constabu- 
lary Forces  were  employed  from  the  5th 
to  the  23rd  September  last  in  "pro- 
tecting" Emergency  men  on  the  pro- 
perty of  Mr.  Boyd,  of  Tinwere,  Durrow, 
Queen's  County,  with  extra  pay  at 
Zt.  Sd.  a-day ;  whether  they  were  re- 
lieved by  an  equal  number  of  theQueen's 
County  Constabulary,  drafted  from  dif- 
ferent points  of  the  county,  who  did  the 
same  duty,  and  were  placed  in  the  same 
circumstances  as  theKilkenny  men ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  a  large  number  of 
the  Kilkenny  Constabulary  were  em- 
ployed at  Mr.  Keating's  residence  at 
Woodgift,  in  county  Kilkenny,  for  some 
three  months,  aUo  roceiviag  the  3s.  Sd. 
a-day  extra  pay ;  whether  application 
was  made,  in  proper  form,  for  the  allow- 
aoce  by  the  Queen's  County  constables 
employed  as  stated;  and,  whether  any, 
and,  if  BO,  what,  answer  was  made  to 
it ;  and,  upon  what  ground  the  allowance 
is  granted  to  one  body  and  withheld 
from  the  other? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  men  alluded  to  in  the  first 
instance  received  2i.  6i^.  a-day  extra  pay 
while  on  duty  at  Durrow.  They  were 
replaced  by  mea  of  the  Queen's  County, 
which  was  the  place  in  which  they  were 
stationed.  The  station  was  reduced  to 
1]  men,  and  they  were  lodged  in  the 
police  barrack.  The  County  Inspector 
did  not  think  there  was  any  necesHity 
for  extra  pay  for  these  men.  The  men 
employed  at  Woodgift  received  8t.  6i^. 
per  day  extra  pay ;  but  they  were  lodged 
in  an  outhouse,  and  i  '  --  ' 
Mr.  Lalor 
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officers  were  entitled  to  this  extra 


pay. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 
SUB-COMMISSIONERS. 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  pledge  was  given  by  the 
Qovemment  that  the  names  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  would  be  laid  before 
Parliament;  and,  whether  any  Beturn 
giving  this  information  has  been  laid 
upon  the  Table ;  and,  if  not,  in  what 
manner  a  list  of  the  names  can  be 
obtained  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Beturn  would  be  preaentmi  to-day; 
but  the  Members  of  the  House  could 
very  easily  ascertain  the  names  without 
this  Beturn. 

Mb.  HEALT  said,  that  as  there 
always  appeared  to  be  some  difficulty  ia 
obtaining  Eeturns  upon  Irish  matters, 
be  would  like  to  know  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  when  they  might  expect  the 
Beturn  he  had  promised  himself  with 
reference  to  the  prisoners  under  the 
Coercion  Act? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  be- 
lieved in  a  day  or  two. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MAJOR 
BOND,  R.M, 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  three  months  for  which 
Major  Bond  was  engaged  are  now  up; 
aun,  if  so,  whether  the  appointment  ha« 
been  renewed  or  confirmed  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  :  The  three 
mouths  expired  about  the  beginning  of 
this  month.  He  is  now,  like  other  magis- 
trates, on  one  month's  notice.  It  is  not 
the  case  that  he  has  been  re-appoiuted 
for  three  months.  At  a  month's  notice 
his  services  could,  if  necessary,  be  dis- 
pensed with. 

Mb.  HEALY  inquired  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Qovemment  tore- 
tain  Major  Bond  from  month  to  month? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  That  will 
depend  on  the  condition  of  the  country. 
Tliere  is  no  intention  of  giving  him  no- 
tice immediately. 

OFFICIAL   SALARIES- MR.  ALGKENON 

WEST. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COBBET  (for  Mr.  Bioqar) 


the  opinion  of   ai>ked  the  Financial  SeOretarj  to  th* 
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Tnuni;,  Wfaetlier  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
ITr.  Alf^ernoD  West,  G.B.,  the  Chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Inland  Sevenue,  holds 
the  pogt  of  Oeatleman  Usher  to  the 
Qdmo  at  a  salary  of  £1S0  per  annum,  or 
thereabouts;  and,  if  so,  why  his  salary, 
uanch.  is  not,  in  accordance  with  the 
imtractions  of  the  Public  Accounts  Oom- 
niUee,  shown  on  the  face  of  the  Herenue 
Eitimates,  in  addition  to  bis  salary  of 
£2,000  as  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  In- 
tud  Revenue  ? 

loBD  FEEDERICZ  CAVENDISH : 
As  regards  the  first  portion  of  tho  Ques- 
tion, tbe  hon.  Member  is,  as  far  as  I  am 
aware,  correctly  informed.  The  Cora- 
mittM  of  Public  Accounts  recommended 
llat  iFhen  a  public  ofRcer  receives  a 
grant  or  temporary  increase  to  his  salary 
in  retpect  to  special  services,  the  fact  of 
audi  increase  should  be  shown  either  on 
thfl  Estimate  or  on  the  Appropriation 
Account  of  the  Department  to  which  he 
belongs.  Payments  made  by  Her  Ma- 
iatj  cut  of  Her  Civil  List  to  officers  of 
Her  Household  do  not  fall  within  the 
tecommendation  of  the  Committee ;  and 
the  Treasury  have  not  required  such 
pajmenta  to  be  noted  in  Estimates  or 
Accounte. 


Colonel  KOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  hie  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  resolution  passed  by  the  Qort 
Board  of  Guardians,  requesting  that 
their  Chairman  might  be  released  from 
prison;  aud,  if  he  would  kindly  accede 
to  the  prayer  of  the  Guardians  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  seen  the  resolution  in  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  case  would  shortly  be 
reconsidered. 

ABUY  ORGANIZATION— ROYAL  ARTIL- 

LERY  AND  ROYAL  ENGINEEliS  — 

OFFICERS'  RETIREMENT. 

Me.  STEWART  MACLIVER  asked 

the  Secretary  of  State  of  War,  If  there 

is  any    Clause   or    Regulation    in   the 

Soyal  Warrant  for  Par  and  Promotion, 

or  in  the  Corrigenda  Warraot,  under 

which    the    Colonels    and     Lieutenant 

Colonels  of    the    Royal    Artillery   and 

Boyal    Engineers,  who    obtained    that 

rank  prior  to  the  1st  October  1877,  can 

be  compelled,  against  their  wishes,  to 


;  retire,  or  remain  unemployed  if  they  do 
not  retire  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  under 
the  Warrant  of  the  2Sth  of  June,  18H1, 
now  in  force,  of  which  the  Corrigenda 
Warrant  forms  a  part,  there  ie  no  regu- 
lation compelling  the  oSicers  to  whom 
ho  refers  to  retire  before  the  ages  named 
in  the  Warrant,  which  are  60,  A9,  or 
SB,  according  to  circumstances.  These 
ages  are  earlier  than  those  named  in  the 
former  Warrant  of  1878,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty has  undoubted  power  further  to 
reduce  them  if  thought  necessary.  As 
to  employment,  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  absolute  power  to  approve  the  em- 
ployment of  such  officers  recommended 
by  the  Commander-in-Chief  as  ha  may 
think  fit. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — EDI- 
TORS OF  NEWSPAPERS  ARRESTEn 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  LALOR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  it  the  fact  that  suspects  who  are  nov 
in  gaol  under  the  Coercion  Act,  and  who 
are  owners  and  editors  of  newspapers, 
are  permitted  to  write  for  their  journals, 
provided  they  shall  not  refer  to  im- 
prisonment or  to  Government;  and  that 
in  all  doubtful  cases  the  govemorof  the 
prison  shall  forward  the  manuscript  of 
a  leading  article  to  the  authorities  of 
Dublin  Castle ;  and,  if  it  be  not  a  fact 
that,  in  consequence  of  such  regulations, 
leading  articles  have  been  kept  back  for 
a  fortnight? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTEH,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  a  fact  that  pi-isoners  conGned 
under  the  Protection  Act  were  permitted 
to  write  for  their  journals,  upon  con- 
dition that  they  did  not  in  any  way 
carry  on  agitation  or  proceedings  which 
would  be  thought  necessary  to  detain 
them.  When  the  Governor  of  the  pri- 
son considered  articles  or  communica- 
tions to  be  objectionable,  he  informed 
the  persons  concerned  that  the  commu- 
nications would  not  bo  forwarded.  The 
person  could  then  request  the  Governor 
to  forward  them  to  him  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  or  the  Under  Secretary.  He 
was  not  aware  that  leading  articles  bad 
been  kept  ba<;k  for  a  fortnight. 

Ma.  L.4.L0R  asked  if  it  was  not  a 
fact  tbat  the  editors  were  not  allowed  tO 
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mentian  anything  in  r^ard  to  prisoners, 
nor  in  regard  to  the  Qovernment  of  tbe 
country  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  un- 
doubtedly the  editors  could  not,  from 
the  prison!!,  write  articles  complaining 
against  the  Qoyemment  or  their  treat- 


CU^i  IMyi. 


POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— '■  PAT." 

Mk.  LALOR  asked  the  Postmaster 
Oeneral,  If  it  is  by  his  orders  that  the 
comic  paper  "  Fat,"  published  in  Dub- 
lin, is  not  allowed  to  pass  through  the 
Post  Office,  particularly  when  directed 
by  Uembere  of  this  House  to  their 
friends  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT:  I  have  made  in- 
quiry with  reference  to  the  Question 
of  the  bon.  Member,  and  I  find  that 
nothing  is  known  of  any  copies  of  Put 
having  been  arrested  in  their  passage 
through  the  post,  either  in  this  country 
or  in  Ireland.  Certainly,  I  have  given 
no  instructions  upon  the  subject. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  apply  to  him 
privately,  he  would  inform  nim  of  cases 
la  which  the  paper  in  question  had  been 
arrested  at  the  Post  Office. 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  call  upon  me,  I  will  gladly 
inquire  into  any  case,  details  of  which 
may  be  communicated  to  rae. 

ARMY— PAYMENT  OF  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  considerable  disappointment  and 
inconvenience  have,  in  many  cases,  been 
occasioned  by  the  delay  which  has  oc- 
curred in  sending  out  orders  for  the 
payment  of  Army  pensions  under  the 
new  system  ;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  add  to  the  groat  advantages 
which  tho  new  system  confers  on  the 
pensioners,  by  arranging  that  in  future 
all  orders  for  the  payment  of  Pensions 
shall  be  issued  within  a  week  of  the 
date  upon  which  the  latter  full  due  ? 

Mr.  Q0R8T  also  asked,  Whether  the 
effect  of  the  new  Regulations  for  pay- 
ment of  Military  and  Naval  Pensions 
through  the  Post  Office  has  not  been  to 
cause  a  delay  in  the  receipt  of  pensions, 
in  some  cases,  of  upwards  of  fifteen  days ; 
and,  whelher  arrangements  will  in  future 
be  made  for  sending  money  orders  to 


dates  as  will  admit  of  their  receiTing 
their  pensions  on  the  days  on  which 
they  are  due? 

Mr.  CHILDER8:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Mr.  O'Shea), 
I  have  to  thank  him  for  the  commen- 
dation which  he  baa  given  to  the  new 
system  of  paying  pensions.  As  might 
be  expected  on  the  fir«t  introduction  of 
the  entirely  novel  plan,  there  has  been 
some  little  friction,  and  this  hoa  been 
aggravated  by  two  circumstances ;  one, 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  very  large 
sum  (£700,000)  required,  it  could  not 
be  drawn  from  the  Exchequer,  under 
the  present  or  former  system,  until  a 
few  days  after  tho  beginning  of  the 
financial  year  ;  and  the  second  that  the 
first  day  of  payment  felt  in  the  Easter 
holidays — in  fact,  on  the  Saturday  be- 
tween Good  Friday  and  Easter  Sunday. 
But  in  spite  of  this  the  payments,  on  an 
average,  in  many  districts  will  be  com- 
pleted at  earlier  dates  than  under  the 
former  system.  I  have  given  orders 
under  which,  in  the  three  other  quarters 
of  the  year,  the  payments  will  begin  on 
the  1st  of  the  month,  and  in  April  on 
the  very  earliest  practicable  day  after 
the  let,  and  this  should  secure  the  ob- 
ject of  the  latter  part  of  tho  Question. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  all  these 
pensions  are  payments  in  advance — not, 
like  salaries,  after  the  completion  of  the 
service.  This  answer,  I  think,  fully 
meets  tho  Question  of  tho  hon.  and 
learned     Member    for    Chatham    (Mr. 


Qorst). 

Mr.  GORST  asked  whether  tho  s 
swer  applied  to  Naval  pensions  7 

Mr,  CHILDERS:  Yes;  all  payments, 
whether  for  Naval  or  Military  pensions, 
are  made  through  the  Post  Office. 

IRELAND-MR.  CLIFFORD  LLOTD-CIK- 
CULAU     BY    THE     INSPECTOR    OP 
POLICE.  COUNTY  CLARE. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  on  Tuesday  last 
Mr.  ClifFord  Lloyd,  special  magistrate 
for  Clare,  interfered  to  prevent  the  erec- 
tion of  huts  to  shelter  a  large  number 
of  evicted    families  at  Tulla,    in  that 
county,  although  a  site  for  the  huts  had 
been  secured  from  the  legal  possessor  of 
the  ground,  and  although  twelve  huta 
had  been  actually  built,  and  si:;  othera 
„  ,  were  in  course  of  construction ;  whether 

pereons    entitled    to    pensions    at  such  •  Mr.  Lloyd  declarecJ  tho  building  of  the 
Mr.  L.dw 
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Clifford  Lloyd. 
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hois  to  be  illegal,  ordered  the  builder  to 
leare  the  place  that  eyening,  and  told 
him  that  if  he  did  not  leave  he  would  be 
arrested ;  whether,  if  the  facts  be  as 
stated,  the  policy  of  the  Oovemment  is 
to  prevent  the  sheltering  of  evicted 
tenants  through  the  sympathy  of  their 
neighbours,  aided  by  beuovolont  action 
in  their  behalf;  whether  the  following 
drcular  respecting  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
or  a  circular  to  the  like  effect,  has  been 
iiBued  by  the  County  Inspector  of  Con- 
itabalary  in  Clare  to  the  oub-Inspectors 
onder  his  command : — 

**  Eiini8,4th  March,  1882. 

"As  there  is  too  good  reason  for  the  belief 
tluU  eTery  possible  meaDS  will  be  used  to  assas- 
snate  Mr.  C.  Lloyd,  it  behoves  the  men  of  this 
couoty  to  be  on  the  alert  to  prevent  it : 

"  Men  proceeding  on  his  escort  should  bo  men 
of  great  determination,  as  well  as  steadiness, 
ind  even  on  suspicion  of  an  attempt  should  at 
(Aoe  use  their  firearms,  to  prevent  the  bare 
poaibility  of  an  attempt  on  that  gentleman*  s 

^  If  men  should  accidentally  commit  an  error 
in  shooting  any  person,  on  suspicion  of  that 
pvsoD  being  about  to  commit  murder,  1  shall 
•lonente  them  by  coming  forward  and  pro- 
dvciDg  this  document : 

"  H.  Smith, 

"  Ist  Co.  Inspector ;" 

whether  a  similar  circular  was  issued  by 
the  County  Inspector  of  Constabulary  in 
Limerick;  and,  whether  both  circulars 
were  issued  in  obedience  to  instructions 
from  the  Inspector  General  of  Consta- 
bulary ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  GoYem- 
nient  were  cognizant  of  these  proceed- 
ings, and  approved  of  them  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  The  first  part 
of  this  Question  refers  to  the  prevention 
of  the   erection  of  huts  provided  for 
families  at  Tulla.     I  received  notice  of 
the  Question  yesterday  at  Dublin,  and 
telegraphed  it  on  to  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
for  his  observations.     I  have  received  a 
telegraphic  despatch  from  him  this  morn- 
ing, which  I  will  read,  and  which,  in 
fact,   he  wished    me    to  read    to    the 
House — 


<« 


The  grossest  intimidation  is  being  prac- 
tised by  the  Land  League  upon  tenants.  Fear- 
ing death,  they  are  prevented  in  many  instances 
paying  their  rents,  and  under  League  intimida- 
tion and  inducement  suffer  eviction.  When 
evicted,  in  order  to  keep  a  g^p  of  the  soil,  the 
Land  League  built  huts  on  other  tenants*  lands, 
who  dare  not  refuse  their  lands  for  the  purpose, 
many  are  glad  to  do  so — (?.  e.,  to  give  their  i 
^  lands),  and  the  Land  Leagfue  then  give  per- 
mission to  the  owners  to  pay  their  rent  to  avoid 
erictioii.    Honey  is  collected  about  the  county 


for  the  huts,  no  one  daring  to  refuse  to  contri- 
bute. The  plea  of  charity  is  shallow  and  untrue. 
The  huts  are  meant  to  be  and  are  the  standing 
menace  and  intimidation  to  prevent  the  owner 
letting  his  land,  and  to  intimidate  any  persons 
from  entering  it.  Any  person  taking  any  such 
farm  as  tenant  or  caretaker,  would  at  present, 
in  the  counties  of  Limerick  and  Clare,  be  mur- 
dered. After  grave  consideration ,  and  with  the 
view  of  protecting  the  lives  and  property  of 
those  within  my  jurisdiction,  I  have  determined 
to  put  the  law  in  force  against  any  persons 
guilty  of  such  acts  of  intimidation  and  lawless- 
ness. As  regards  the  evicted  tenants  near  Tulla, 
many  of  them  have  privately  paid  their  rents, 
but  are  not  permitted  by  the  Land  League 
to  return  into  their  farms,  but  are  forced  to 
consent  to  occupy  the  Land  League  huts.  On 
my  individual  authority  as  a  magistrate  I 
ordered  the  police  to  warn  aU  persons  engag^ 
in  this  lawlessness  to  at  once  desist  on  pain  of 
arrest,  and  warned  an  emissary  of  the  Land 
League  in  Tulla  to  leave  the  county  at  once, 
which  she  did.  I  am  also  acting  in  a  similar 
manner  throughout  the  counties  of  Limerick 
and  Clare,  and  am  prepared  to  defend  my  action 
in  a  Court  of  Law.  I  yesterday  upbraided 
several  tenants,  who  were  in  fear  of  being 
evicted  on  Lord  Cloncurry's  property,  for  not 
standing  together  and  defying  the  Land 
League's  tyranny,  sooner  than  submit  to  what 
they  were  undergoing.  Their  reply  in  the  pre- 
sence of  other  officers  was,  *  Life  is  sweet,  sir ; 
we  should  be  shot  if  we  did  not  obey.*  ** 

With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  as  to  the  protection  of  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  I  believe  that  no  instruc- 
tions have  been  issued  to  the  police  with 
reference  to  it ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  repeat  his  Question  on  another  day, 
I  will  see  what  information  can  be  ob- 
tained from  the  County  Inspector  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  should  not  re- 
peat the  Question,  and  he  would  con- 
clude with  a  Motion.  He  had  the  best 
evidence  that  this  infamous  Circular  had 
been  issued  by  the  County  Inspector  of 
Constabulary  in  the  County  of  Clare.  It 
had  come  to  him  from  a  member  of  the 
Irish  Bar,  and  upon  the  authority  of 
one  of  the  most  respected  priests  in  that 
county.  He  would  read  the  Circular  to 
the  House — 

"Ennis,  4th  March,  1882. 

"  As  there  is  too  good  reason  for  the  belief 
that  every  possible  means  will  be  used  to  assas- 
sinate Mr.  C.  Lloyd,  it  behoves  the  men  of  this 
county  to  bo  on  the  alert  to  prevent  it.** 

So  far,  no  one  would  for  a  moment 
question  the  propriety  of  the  Circular. 
Let  the  County  Inspector  and  his  men, 
and  the  whole  of  the  Constabulary 
Force,  and  the  whole  British  Army 
in  Ireland    be  on  the    alert    to    pre- 
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vent  it.  Let  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  hare  an 
escort  before  and  behind  him,  and  on 
each  flank,  and  let  them  use  every  pre- 
caution that  human  ingenuity  could  sug- 
gest to  prevent  his  assassination.  But 
the  Circular  went  on  to  say  — 

''Men  proceeding  on  his  escort  should  be 
men  of  great  determination,  as  well  as  steadi- 
ness; and  even  on  suspicion  of  an  attempt 
should  at  once  use  their  firearms,  to  prevent 
the  bare  possibility  of  an  attempt  on  that 
gentleman's  life.  If  men  should  accidentally 
commit  an  error  in  shooting  any  person,  on  sus* 
picion  of  that  person  being  about  to  commit 
murder,  I  shall  exonerate  them  by  coming  for- 
ward and  producing  this  document.'* 

And  the  Circular  was  signed  ''H.  Smith, 
1st  Co.  Inspector."    Who  wasH.  Smith, 
first  County  Inspector  ?    He  was  a  per- 
son who  was  no  more  fit  to  be  an  Arch- 
bishop than  he  was  to  be  an  officer  of 
police.     He  was  the  person  who,  at  the 
head  of  his  police  force,  used  the  lan- 
guage of  a  lunatic  at  Miltown,  where  he 
faced  an  infuriated  crowd,  and,  present- 
ing a  revolver  at  them,  cried  out — **  You 
cowardly  dogs,  come  on."       This  was 
a  peace  officer  who,  instead  of  showing 
tact  and  self-command  at  a  crisis,  tried 
to  inflame  the  passions  of  the  people  by 
threats  of  physical  violence  which  were 
most  likely  to  produce  the  state  of  things 
which  would  entitle  him  to  shoot  down 
the  people.      He  had  no  doubt  the  Cir- 
cular was  issued ;  and  now  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  such  a  document  as  that 
going  into   the   hands   of   the   police  ? 
Was  the  life  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  in 
the  estimation  of  the  House,  or  of  the 
Government,  or  of  the  law,  of  greater 
value  than  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  or  of  the  Vice- 
roy ?    The  Viceroy  or  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary proceeded  through  the  country  with 
ample  guards,  no  doubt,  but  not  with 
instructions  given  to  the  police  which 
not  only  surpassed  but  directly  contra- 
vened the  law  of  the  land.     The  House 
knew  what  was  the  law  of  the  land.     If 
a  man's  life  was  threatened  he  was  en- 
titled, in  defence  of  his  life,  to  wound 
or  kill ;  or  if  public  officers  were  placed 
in  charge  of  any  person,  and  an  attack 
were  made  upon  tnat  person,  they  were 
entitled,  in  defence  of  his  life,  to  wound 
or  kill.      But   what  an   extraordinary 
travesty  of  the  law  was  contained  in 
this  Circular !     It  was  not  required  that 
there  should  be   an  attack,  or  even  a 
threat ;  but  it  was  left  to  the  absolute 
discretion  of  the  humblest  constable  in 
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Clare,  with  his  loaded  rifle  on  his  fom^ 
to  determine  at  what  moment  he  shoal<( 
shoot  and  kill  any  of  Her  Majesty's  snb^ 
jects.    Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  an  ampl^ 
escort  by  night  and  by  day.    Let  the 
House  consider  the  effect  of  this  Cir. 
cular.    A  man  opening  a  gate  or  leamg 
a  field  to  go  on  to   the  highway,  or 
mounting  a  stile,  or  jumping  o?er  a 
hedge,   or    appearing  to  lonnge  in  a 
doubtful    manner    at   the  comer  of  a 
road,  if  he  was  seen  by  any  member 
of  the   eseort  was   now  liable  to  be 
shot — nay,  was  almost  certain  to  be 
shot,   for  the   danger  to  a   policeman 
consisted,  not  in  shooting,  but  in  not 
shooting.     The  County  Inspector  was 
to  the  policeman  the  fountain  of  honour 
and  of  faith,  and  the  sole  source  of  pro- 
motion.    The  policeman  knew  that  if  he 
did  not  fire  he  would  be  reproved,  and 
perhaps  dismissed ;  while  if  he  fired  and 
killed  a  man,  he  would  be  exonerated 
from  blame,  and  would  be  considered  a 
man  of  steadiness  and  determination. 
He  asked  if  that  would  not  be  the  re- 
sult of  such  a  document,  and  if  it  was 
not  a  monstrous  travesty  of  all  law, 
that,  instead  of  waiting  for  some  overt 
proof  of  guilt,  every  common  policeman 
was  allowed  to  be  the  judge  of  a  man's 
intentions.    The  effect  of  that  document 
would    be  that  the  highways  of  the 
county  of  Clare  would  be  denied  to  the 
people,  for  it  would  be  impossible  for  a 
man  wishing  to  regard  his  life  to  go  on 
a  highway  where  Mr.   Clifford  lioyd 
might  pass.     He  denounced  that  Cir- 
cular,  in  presence  of  the  House,  as  & 
gross,  scandalous,  and  barbarous  incite- 
ment to  murder.     He  asked,  was  that 
one   of   the   resources  of    civilization? 
Was  the  life  it  was  issued  to  protect  so 
very  valuable — so  much  more  valuable 
than  that  of  the  Chief  Secretary  or  the 
Lord  Lieutenant?     He  called  for  the 
withdrawal    of   the    Circular,    and   he 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary   to   inquire 
from  the  County  Inspector  whether  he 
issued  it.      It  was  a  singular  evasion  of 
the  question  that,  instead  of  referring 
to  the  man  who  issued  the  Circular,  he 
should  refer  to  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd.   The 
question  should  not  be  asked  from  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  but  the  official  bull-dog 
who  put  his  revolver  in  the  face  of  the 
crowd  was  the  man  who  should  answer 
it.     He  repeated  that  the  Irish  Party 
could  not  suffer  such  a  document  as  that 
to  remain  abroad  without  demanding 


IreJand — Mr, 


{Apeil20,  1882) 


Clifford  Lloyd. 


994 


tnmediate  withdrawal.  As  for  Mr. 
)rd  Lloyd  himself,  he  did  not  intend 
iste  many  words  upon  that  gentle- 
He  wan  that  sort  of  pliant  mstru- 
which  despotic  Governments,  in 
I  of  confusion,  always  found  ready 
eir  hands.  He  was  by  nature,  as 
AS  by  his  present  function,  a  tyrant. 
lad  no  regard  for  age  or  youth, 
spect  for  sex.  He  had  signalized 
'  day  of  his  career  as  a  magistrate 
me  Vet  of  tyranny  and  insult.  He 
1  by  caning  the  people  in  the 
»  of  Kilmallock.  His  next  achievo- 
was  the  arrest  of  a  boy  of  six  or 
years  old,  and  afterwards  prose- 
eome  ladies  on  a  baseless  charge 
1  he  was  obliged  to  withdraw  in 
►wn  Court,  not  with  shame — for 
e  was  impossible  to  such  a  nature 
k  with  confusion.  Instead  of  allay- 
he  passions  of  the  people,  he  had 
everything  in  his  power  to  aggra- 
iisturbance  in  his  district,  with  the 
\  that  it  was  now  one  of  the  most 
iet  in  the  country.  Was  it  any 
er  that  they  found  his  example 
ted  in  a  thousand  forms  through- 
!ie  country  ?  But  he  knew  he  was 
of  the  Chief  Secretary.  The  year 
e  last  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  Kesident  Magistrate  that  Mr. 
Td  Lloyd  was  the  only  honest  man 
gst  tlibm. 

t.  W.  E.  F0R8TER:  I  entirely 
that  statement. 

t.  SEXTON :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  can 
repeat  my  observation, 
t.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
t  entitled  to  make  that  assertion 
the  disclaimer  of  the  right  hon. 
ieman. 

t.  SEXTON :  Sir.  I  shall  not  con- 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  state- 
.  I  shall  only  say  that  the  statement 
made  to  me  by  a  clergyman,  who 
red  that  he  had  it  from  a  Resident 
strate. 

t.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
und  to  withdraw  his  observations, 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
ieman. 

t.  SEXTON  said,  he  withdrew  his 
rks,  and  only  said  that  much  to 
y  himself.  They  had  an  instance 
oh  conduct  on  Sunday  night  last, 
.  a  policeman  in  Waterford  rushed 
i  shop  where  a  respectable  woman 
mgaged  at  the  window  reading  the 
rrf  Ireland,   seized  her,  threw  her 
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down,  and,  kneeling  upon  her,  searched 
her  in  an  indecent  manner.  Such  an 
outrage,  if  committed  in  Bulgaria,  would 
well  serve  to  excite  the  horror  of  a  Mid 
Lothian  audience.  But  why  was  so  much 
care  taken  of  the  life  of  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  ?  What  care  had  he  taken  of  the 
lives  of  the  Irish  people  that  his  own 
life  should  be  considered  sacrosanct? 
He  (Mr.  Sexton)  must  assume  that  Cir- 
cular to  be  issued  until  he  found  that 
it  was  not.  These  poor  tenants  would 
never  have  been  evicted  if  the  Govern- 
ment, with  their  Land  Act,  had  provided 
a  humane  and  statesmanlike  method  of 
dealing  with  arrears.  These  tenants 
would  not  have  been  evicted  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  provided  a  plan  by  which 
the  action  of  the  Courts  could  be  rapidly 
brought  to  bear  on  the  case  of  the  ten- 
ants. These  tenants  could  ^et  no  satis- 
faction from  their  landlords  as  to  ar- 
rears, or  as  to  their  current  rents.  And 
how  did  the  Government  treat  these 
defenceless  tenants  ?  By  the  process  of 
the  law  they  were  evicted;  and  when 
public  funds,  subscribed  by  the  Irish 
people  and  their  friends,  were  applied 
to  the  erection  of  huts  to  shelter  them, 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  declared  the  erection 
of  those  huts  to  be  illegal,  because  they 
had  been  got  up  by  an  illegal  associa- 
tion. The  Ladies'  Land  League  was  not 
an  illegal  association,  although  there 
was  an  assertion  to  that  effect.  Earl 
Cowper  issued  a  Proclamation  against 
the  National  Land  League,  but  not 
against  the  Ladies'  Land  League.  He 
refrained  from  doing  that,  and  left  it  to 
one  of  those  convenient  subordinates  at 
Dublin  Castle.  He  would  there  notice 
a  curious  discrepancy  between  the  rea- 
son given  by  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  and  the 
reason  given  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  for  interfering  with  the  erection 
of  these  huts. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  I 
gave  no  reason ;  I  gave  a  hypothetical 
opinion  on  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  that  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  gave  a  hypothetical 
opinion,  which  might  be  treated  as  an 
absolute  opinion,  considering  how  the 
facts  stood.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  official  zeal  sometimes  out- 
ran his  official  discretion,  and  he  said 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  would  be  entitled  to 
arrest  people  under  the  Common  Law. 
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He  (Mr.  Sexton)  thought  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  would  have  tojd  him 
that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  would  be  en- 
titled to  arrest  people  under  an  uncom- 
mon law — namely,  the  Coercion  Act  of 
last  year.  If  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  acted 
on  that  law,  he  would  ask,  why  did  he 
not  suppress  the  Ladies'  Land  League  ? 
The  Land  League  had  been  declared  to 
be  illegal  by  the  highest  tribunal ;  but 
the  Ladies'  Land  League  had  not.  It 
was  by  the  arrest  of  individual  after 
individual  belonging  to  the  Land  League 
that  the  Government  had  endeavoured 
to  put  it  down.  Why  had  they  not  pro- 
ceeded by  the  same  process  against  the 
members  of  the  Ladies'  Land  League  ? 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
discovered  something  in  the  Common 
Law  that  no  one  knew  of  before.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  asked  the  attention  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  England  and  the 
Lord  Advocate  for  Scotland  to  this — that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  declared 
that,  while  the  Coercion  Act  entitled  the 
authorities  to  arrest  anyone  who  was 
suspected  of  having  committed  an  ille- 
gal act,  the  Common  Law  went  much 
further,  for  it  entitled  the  Government 
to  arrest  and  imprison  persons,  not  for 
anything  they  had  done,  but  upon  the 
vaguest  suspicion  of  something  they 
might  hereafter  do.  The  Common  Law 
rested  upon  decisions.  Would  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  name  any 
decision  of  any  Court  in  any  century  in 
England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland,  which 
sanctioned  the  imprisonment  of  persons 
who  had  been  turned  out  of  their  homes 
and  left  shelterless  on  the  roadside,  be- 
cause they  accepted  the  shelter  offered 
them  by  their  neighbours?  That  the 
shelter  given  to  these  tenants  was 
legally  provided  for  them  could  not 
be  disputed.  Five  of  the  huts  were 
erected  on  the  land  of  one  man,  who 
had  as  good  a  right  to  have  those  huts 
there  as  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  to  sit  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
[An  hon.  Member:  A  better.]  Yes;  be- 
cause his  was  a  permanent  right.  The 
other  huts  had  been  erected  on  the  land 
of  men  who,  though  not  its  owners, 
were  its  legal  possessors.  As  to  the 
monstrous  suggestion  that  this  had  been 
done  as  part  of  a  system  of  intimidation 
by  the  Land  League,  he  dismissed  it  as 
unworthy  of  attention.  There  never  was 
an  organization  which  occupied  such  a 
grand  historic  position    as    the    Land 

Mr.  Sexton 


League  did  at  that  moment.  It  started 
with  two  objects.  One  was  to  prevent 
rack-renting.  The  Liberal  Party  said 
they  had  achieved  that ;  and  therefore 
they  had  taken  a  leaf  out  of  the  Land 
League  book.  The  other  object  was  to 
make  the  tenants  the  owners  of  the 
farms.  The  Tory  Party  were  now  tak- 
ing that  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  the  Land 
League.  And  the  Land  League  occupied 
this  position — that  the  two  great  English 
Parties  were  at  the  present  momeni 
plagiarists  of  its  policy.  He  asked  the 
Government  to  pause,  even  on  the  verge 
of  the  abyss  that  was  before  them.  The; 
had  gone  far  enough  against  the  people. 
Were  the  poor  peasants  to  be  turned 
out  of  their  homes,  and,  being  left  with- 
out any  means  of  shelter,  to  be  driven 
over  the  precipice  of  despair?  He  begged 
to  remind  the  Government  of  the  storj 
related  by  Plutarch  regarding  the  Pro- 
Consul  who  told  the  Islanders  to  whom 
he  had  been  sent  to  collect  taxes  that 
he  had  on  his  side  a  great  God — the 
God  of  Force;  when  the  Islanders  in- 
formed him  that  they  had  on  their  side 
two  Gods — the  Gods  of  Poverty  and 
Despair.  He  might  say  that  the  Godc 
of  Poverty  and  Despair  were  on  the  side 
of  the  Irish  peasants;  and  he  warned 
the  Government  not  to  employ  the  God 
of  Force  too  much.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman might  say  the  people  could  gc 
into  the  workhouse.  They  knew  the 
feelings  of  aversion  with  which  the  Irish 
people  regarded  the  workhouses.  The 
humblest  peasant  would  rather  die  than 
accept  the  charity  of  a  workhouse.  Bui 
why  should  they  be  asked  to  accept  it, 
seeing  that  their  neighbours  had  offered 
them  sites  for  shelters,  and  that  monej 
publicly  subscribed  by  their  own  country- 
men was  available  to  enable  them  to 
provide  that  shelter  ?  What  did  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Gt)vernment  mean  ?  He 
would  read  to  the  House  a  document 
which  he  received  the  previous  night 
from  Mr.  Murphy,  Clerk  of  the  Tulla- 
more  Board  of  Guardians.  The  Board 
had,  on  the  18th  instant,  the  applieatioi 
of  Pat  Meehan,  his  wife,  and  sii 
children,  for  outdoor  relief.  Meehan 
was  a  carpenter  employed  by  Mr.  Kelly, 
of  Dublin,  who  was  the  contractor  foi 
the  erection  of  wooden  huts  on  the  pro- 
perty of  Major  Molony,  of  Tullow.  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  stopped  the  work,  warn- 
ing the  contractor  that  he  was  working 
for  an  illegal  society,  and  Meehan  WM 
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left  without  employment.  The  Guardians, 
after  considering  the  case,  resolved  that 
the  facts  be  inserted  on  the  minutes, 
And  that  a  copy  thereof  be  sent  by  the 
Qerk  to  Mr.  Sexton,  with  a  request  that 
the  matter  be  brought  before  Parlia- 
ment.   The  Guardians  regretted  that, 
under  the  present  Poor  Law,  they  could 
not  grant  outdoor  relief  to  the  applicants; 
and  as  it  was  probable  that  many  such 
eases  would  arise  under    the    present 
Liberal  Ministry,   they  should  be  ac- 
quainted with   the  facts.     A   hundred 
times  had  they  been  told,  in  tones  of 
deepest  solemnity,  that  the  object  of  the 
Government  was  to   enable   people  to 
earn  their  living  in  Ireland.     Would 
they  enable  Pat  Meehan  to  earn  his 
living  ?      The  poor  man   was   in   this 
dilemma — the  Government  would    not 
let  him  build  his  hut,  and  the  Guar- 
dians could  not  grant  him  outdoor  relief 
—was  he  to  gpratify  one  of  the  whims 
of  Mr.  Cliflford  Lloyd  to  enter  the  work- 
house ?     The  Land  Act  was  merely  to 
be  worked  at  the  rate  of  a   tortoise, 
while  the  sheriff  and  the  bailiff  were  to 
proceed  with  evictions  at  the  speed  of  the 
oare,  and  the  people  forced  from  their 
homes  were  to  be  left  without  shelter. 
Language  could  not  possibly  exaggerate 
the  gravity  of  the  situation.     Must  it  be 
the  final  resource  of  civilization  that  the 
Ush  peasants  should  be  driven  to  starve 
and  aie  in  the  ditches  of  their  native 
land  ?     He  knew  not  how  to  convey  to 
the  House  his  sense  of  the  great  gravity 
and  solemnity  of  the  situation  ;  but  he 
felt  bound  to  say  that  the  idea  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was  the 
least  defensible   and  least  rational  he 
had  ever  heard.     He  said  the   people 
were  not  to  be  allowed  to  build  huts 
lest  they  might  watch  their  farms.    Did 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  expect 
that,  in  the  present  state  of  public  feel- 
ii^gf    agriculturists    would    take    those 
farms?     The  right  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman   knew   very  well  that  they 
must  be  held  by  Emergency  men.     He 
was  not  accounting  for  the  feeling  which 
made  such  things  necessary,  neither  was 
he  defending  it.     He  was  simply  point- 
ing out  the  fact;  and  he  wished  to  know 
what  did  the  right  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  gain,  in  the  interests  of  law 
and  order,  by  banishing  a  few  farmers 
from  that  particular  district,  while  they 
left  a  few  nundred  others  in  it  ?   Would 
not  those  who  remained  hold  the  same 


feelings  as  those  who  were  sent  away  ? 
Suppose  some  families  were  exiled  from 
any  particular  district  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  new  reading 
of  the  Common  Law,  and  the  whim  of 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  what  was  to  be  the 
distance  within  which  the  Common  Law 
would  operate  ?  If  the  evicted  tenants 
went  only  five  miles  distant  from  their 
farms,  would  this  new  reading  of  the 
Common  Law  declare  them  to  be  still 
too  near  ?  Must  it  be  1 0  or  20  miles — 
must  they  leave  the  country  altogether  ? 
Who  was  to  be  the  judge?  If  those 
evicted  people  were  allowed  to  have  a 
roof  over  their  heads  and  food  to  eat, 
and  to  cherish  some  hope  that  they 
would  be  restored  to  their  homes,  was 
it  not  more  probable  that  they  would 
not  resort  to  any  act  of  violence  than  if 
they  were  driven  awny,  and  the  lowest 
passions  of  the  Bashi  Bazouk  vented 
upon  them  ?  If  those  people  were  driven 
away  from  their  own  district  with  feel- 
ings like  those  he  had  described  rankling 
in  their  hearts,  was  it  not  more  than 
likely  that  one  of  them  might  come 
back  to  do  harm  ?  He  protested  in  the 
name  of  reason,  of  law,  and  of  public 
right  against  the  law  of  the  land  being 
travestied  and  outraged  by  any  Pasha 
in  the  County  Clare.  He  told  the  Go- 
vernment plainly  that  unless  they  with- 
drew this  Circular,  which  was  inciting 
the  police  to  murder  the  people,  and 
gave  an  assurance  that  tenants  evicted 
from  their  farms  through  default  of  the 
Government  would  be  allowed  to  live 
on  at  least  as  good  conditions  as  the 
beasts  of  the  field,  he  should  think  it 
his  duty  to  rise  up  in  that  House  and 
apply  to  the  situation  brought  about  by 
the  Government  such  language  as  he 
thought  proper.  He  cared  not  for  the 
consequences  personal  to  himself.  He 
should  be  sorry  to  be  forced  to  toll  the 
people  of  Ireland  what  he  thought, 
either  of  the  action  they  ought  to  take 
or  of  the  attitude  they  ought  to  preserve 
with  regard  to  such  barbarity.  But  if 
that  occasion  should  arrive,  ho  should 
fling  to  the  winds  every  consideration 
except  the  thought  that  innocent  men, 
women,  and  children  were  being  hunted 
like  wolves  in  the  name  of  the  resources 
of  civilization.  He  begged  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Sexton.) 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  Before  al- 
luding  to  this  Circular  and  the  action  of 
Mr.  CliflFord  Lloyd,  there  are  one  or  two 
extraneous  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man which  I  cannot  pass  unnoticed.  I 
am  glad  to  take  tbis  opportunity  of  say- 
ing that  the  Proclamation  which  was 
issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  included 
the  Ladies'  Land  League  just  as  well  as 
any  other  League.  [Mr.  Healy  :  Why 
did  you  not  suppress  it  ?]  Any  public 
meetings  of  the  Ladies'  Land  League 
can  be  suppressed  just  in  the  same  way 
as  any  meeting  of  the  Land  League  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  belongs.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Sexton)  taunts  us 
with  the  fact  that  women  belonging  to 
the  Ladies'  Land  League  have  not  been 
arrested  as  **  suspects."  Undoubtedly, 
they  have  not  been  arrested.  The  hon. 
Member  seems  to  wish  to  drive  us  to  do 
so;  but  our  course  will  be  guided  by 
what  we  consider  best  for  the  peace  of 
Ireland,  and  the  taunts  and  sneers  of 
the  hon.  Member  will  have  no  influence 
upon  our  action  in  the  matter.  In  regard 
to  the  hon.  Member's  remarks  on  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  I  wish  to  repeat  what  I 
said  before,  that  I  believe  Mr.  CliflFord 
Lloyd  has  stood  between  hundreds  of 
inpii,  wr)nien,  and  children  in  Ireland 
and  death,  or  at  least  maiming,  persecu- 
tion, and  ruin.  It  is  unfair — it  is  more 
unfair  than  even  I  should  have  expected, 
and  that  is  saying  a  good  deal — that 
cliargos  which  have  been  over  and  over 
again  disproved  should  be  again  re- 
peated, as  if  there  is  no  doubt  about 
them.  Nothing  could  have  been  so 
much  disproved  as  the  original  charge 
of  caning  the  people  to  the  full  belief 
of  Members  of  this  House,  yet  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  gets  up  and  repeats  it 
as  if  it  had  never  been  disproved,  and 
states  that  the  same  thing  happened  in 
Waterford.  Again,  in  regard  to  County 
Inspector  Smith,  the  statement  about 
him  has  been  denied  by  him,  and  I 
have  given  the  denial;  but  the  hon. 
Member  repeats  the  statement  as  if  no 
denial  had  ever  been  made.  We  come 
to  the  Circular  itself.  I  stated  in  my 
answer  that  Mr.  Cliflford  Lloyd  said  he 
knew  nothing  about  it,  and  that  if  the 
Question  was  repeated  I  would  give 
what  information  I  could  about  it.  I 
have  communicated  with  both  County 
Inspectors,  and  I  have  heard  from  one 
and  not  from  the  other.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  have  waited  till  I  was  able  to 


give  him  a  complete  answer.  I  have 
certainly  reason  to  believe  that  the  In- 
spector for  the  county  of  Clare  did 
issue  the  Circular.  I  know  nothing  about 
the  other.  As  regards  the  Inspector 
General  of  Constabulary,  I  am  sure  he 
knew  nothing  about  it,  nor  were  the  Go- 
vernment cognizant  of  its  being  issued ; 
but  I  make  this  statement — that  I  think 
the  last  two  paragraphs  of  the  document 
ought  not  to  *  have  been  issued  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  were.  But  when 
the  hon.  Member  states  that  people  have 
been  endangered  by  it,  I  believe  nothing 
of  the  sort.  The  Circular  is  dated  the 
4th  of  March.  That  is  some  time  ago, 
and  no  danger  followed.  If  he  asks  me 
what  its  practical  eflfect  has  been,  its 
practical  eflPect  has  been  to  prevent  the 
people  from  shooting  at  Mr.  ClifiEbrd 
Lloyd.  [Mr.  Sexton  :  The  people  did 
not  know  about  the  Circular.]  I  do  not 
know  that — these  things  get  out.  This 
is  undoubtedly  true — that  Mr.  Cliflford 
Lloyd  has  made  himself  obnoxious  to 
the  men  who  commit  murder  and  insti- 
gate to  murder;  that  he  is  hated  by 
them ;  that  there  are  attempts  to  assas- 
sinate him ;  that  a  price  has  been  put 
upon  his  head — that  is  notorious ;  and 
that  there  is  a  combination  and  con- 
spiracy to  assassinate  him ;  of  that  there 
is  no  doubt,  and  undoubtedly  he  ought 
to  be  protected.  I  suppose  what  was  in 
the  mind  of  the  Inspector  when  he 
issued  this  Circular — which  I  think,  and 
will  tell  him,  he  ought  not  to  have 
issued  with  these  last  two  paragraphs^ 
was  that  the  cowardly  ruflfians  who 
would  be  likely  to  shoot  at  Mr.  CliflFord 
Lloyd  from  behind  a  hedge  would  not 
do  it  if  they  thought  they  would  be  in 
danger.  They  would  be  in  Very  littie 
danger  if  everybody  waited  until  they 
were  first  fired  at.  That  is  a  risk  whi^ 
a  man  has  to  run;  and  though  Mr. 
CliflFord  Lloyd  would  not  have  allowed 
that  Circular  to  go  out  himself,  that  was 
a  risk  which  the  Inspector,  no  doubt, 
thought  ought  to  be  provided  for. 
Therefore,  with  too  much  zeal  probably, 
he  issued  the  Circular  as  it  stood ;  but 
it  was  undoubtedly  true  that  theee 
murders,  which  had  happened  one  after 
another,  happened  in  this  way — that 
those  who  committed  them  had  no  more 
notion  of  suflFering  harm  from  them 
than  had  the  men  who  instigated  them 
to  do  it.  They  fired  from  behind  a 
hedge,  and  then  ran  away ;  and  if  they 
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thought  they  would  be  in  danger  before 
thej  fired,  they  would  be  very  much 
more  careful  about  it.    But  it  is  a  risk 
that  a  man  ought  to  run,  and  that  Mr. 
Olifford  Lloyd    is    ready  to    run.    In 
regard  to  what  has  been  stated  about 
the  Land  League  huts,  it  is  a  matter 
which  must  be  judged  of  according  to 
the  circumstances    of   each   particular 
case.   Generally  speaking,  I  have  stated 
both  to    the    landlords    and    Consta- 
balary  officers  and  to  the  representa- 
ti?es  of  the  tenants  that  it  is  a  perfectly 
legal  matter  for  huts  to  be  erected  in 
charity  to  the  evicted  tenants,  but  that 
they  may  sdso  be  erected  for  purposes  of 
intimidation;  and  having  been  in  that 
district  myself,  and  having  had  the  Be- 
ports  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  and  the  men 
who  have  been  intimidated  and  threat- 
ened, I  believe  it  is  the  fact  that  the 
erection  of  some  of  these  huts  lead  to, 
tod  are  merely  for  the  purpose  of,  in- 
timidation, which  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was 
bound  to  prevent.     The  hon.  Member 
Kots  up  and  supposes  that  wo  have  no 
dangers  to  contend  with  in  those  dis- 
tricts; but  they  are  dangers  with  regard 
to  which  we  should  be  unworthy  of  the 
iwme  of  officers  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼emment  if  we  did  not  do  our  best  to 
contend  with  them,  and  endeavour  to 
preyent  them.    The  hon.  Member  con- 
veyed the  impression  that  no  one  would 
venture  to  take  a  farm  from  which  a 
tenant  had  been  evicted.     [Mr.  Sexton  : 
Very  unlikely.]     But  a  man  has  a  right 
to  take  such  a  farm.     What  we  know 
perfectly  well  to  be  the  case  is,  that  hun- 
dreds of  people  are  evicted  from  farms 
because  they  are  not  allowed  to  pay  their 
rents.     And,  under  such  circumstances, 
is  the  Government  to  stand  by  and  do 
nothing?    Is  the  Government  to  stand 
by  and  say  that  whoever  may  have  the 
courage  to  take  such  a  farm  is  not  to  be 
protected  and  supported  ?      The  hon. 
Member  seems  to  ask  us  to  stand  by 
altogether,  and  let  the  protection  of  the 
law  be  of  no  avail ;  to  acknowledge  that 
we  have  no  power  to  protect  that  man ; 
and,  in  fact,  to  let  lawlessness,  disorder, 
and  outrage  prevail  in  that  country,  in- 
stead of  making  the  attempt,  which  we 
are  making,  and  in  which,  notwithstand- 
ing all  the  opposition  we  experience,  we 
bdieve  we  shall  succeed  —  namely,  to 
make  the  law  prevail.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber alluded  to  a  case  to  which  Mr.  Clif- 
ibrd  Uoyd   had   referred,   relating  to 


arrears— I  suppose  he  alluded  to  the 
case  of  Lord  Cloncurry's  tenants.  That 
case,  however,  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  arrears  question ;  it  is  scarcely  pos- 
sible, in  fact,  to  find  a  case  so  inappro- 
priate. It  is  one  of  the  many  cases  in 
which  the  tenants — at  any  rate,  some  of 
them — are  very  sorry  that  they  did  not 
pay  their  rents;  prosperous  men,  well- 
off,  who  have  found  that  because  they 
trusted  in  the  stories  that  were  told  them 
by  the  emissaries  of  the  Land  League  as 
to  their  being  safe,  have  been  evicted. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  never  referred  to 
the  case  of  Lord  Cloncurry. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  did ;  and  the  consequence  is  they 
find  that  they  have  lost  their  holdings, 
which  have  been  sold  for  a  mere  song, 
and,  with  tears  in  their  eyes,  they  have 
lamented  it.  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  practi- 
cally said  to  them — **Why  were  you 
such  fools  and  cowards?"  **  Life  is 
sweet,"  they  replied  ;  **  we  were  afraid 
of  being  shot."  And  why  were  they  in 
danger  of  being  shot  ?  Because  of  the 
instigation  of  the  **  no  rent "  policy, 
which  is  the  curse  of  them  now  ;  and  in 
regard  to  which  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  must 
be  protected  and  saved  from  planned 
assassination,  because  he  has  more  than 
most  others  been  instrumental  in  defeat- 
ing that  conspiracy. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  that 
the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
given  one  more  proof  of  the  failure  of 
the  coercion  policy  of  the  Government. 
Nothing  whatever  had  been  accomplished 
in  the  way  of  restoring  peace  or  order  by 
the  coercion  policy,  and  it  had  only 
tended  to  bring  forward  a  new  kind  of 
agitation  in  the  country.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  had  made  something 
by  pressing  his  Motion  at  once,  for  he 
had  obtained  something  like  a  repudia- 
tion of  this  most  extraordinary  Circular 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  two  or  three 
days  sooner  than  if  he  had  postponed 
his  Question.  It  was  not  a  very  strong 
or  earnest  repudiation ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  was  a  disclaimer  of  any  Minis- 
terial justification  for  the  policy  which 
dictated  the  Circular.  That  document, 
he  said,  gave  a  licence  to  the  police 
which  the  general  of  an  invading  army 
never  did  claim  for  the  troops  under  him. 
When  the  Germans  invaded  France  it 
was  ordered  that  any  civilian  who  took 
arms  against  them  should  be  tried  and 
^ot  if  found  guilty ;  but  it  was  never  said 
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that  a  man  should  be  shot  in  cold  blood 
on  mere  suspicion  that  he  might  take 
arms  against  them.  As  to  the  Land  League 
huts,  the  monstrous  suggestion  was  that 
the  neighbours  of  an  evicted  tenant 
should  not  be  allowed  to  shelter  him 
near  the  farm  from  which  he  had  been 
evicted.  A  man  was  not  only  to  be  re- 
moved from  the  farm,  but  he  was  not  to 
be  allowed  to  remain  under  shelter  in 
the  neighbourhood.  This  was  in  the 
old  and  bitter  sense— in  the  Scriptural 
sense  —  exterminating  a  nation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  these 
huts  as  if  they  were  a  line  of  fortresses. 
They  were  huts  put  up  to  shelter  men, 
women,  and  children  who  had  been  ruth- 
lessly evicted.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman imagine  that  men  were  less  dan- 
gerous when  they  were  unhoused,  and 
had  not  a  roof  to  cover  them,  than  when 
they  were  preserved  from  the  inclemency 
of  the  weather?  The  Prime  Minister 
had  talked  of  **  social  revolution ; "  but 
the  Government  were  by  their  action 
bringing  about  a  social  convulsion,  and 
,  were  certainly  not  taking  a  course  which 
was  calculated  to  restore  peace  to  Ire- 
land. As  long  as  they  sanctioned  such 
proceedings,  it  was  impossible  to  have 
peace  in  Ireland.  There  was  no  country 
in  the  world  where  such  conduct  would 
not  stir  up  the  passions  of  the  people. 

Mr.  LEAM  X  said,  he  thought  it  was 
quite  evident  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
like  the  King,  **can  do  no  wrong"  in 
Ireland.  They  had  several  times  at- 
tacked him  in  that  House,  and  he  had 
always  found  a  very  warm  defender  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  there  was 
one  question  with  regard  to  him  put  in 
that  House,  not  by  an  Irish  Member,  but 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  never  answered. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham said  that  Judge  Barry  stated  at  the 
last  Assizes  in  the  county  Clare  that  the 
outrages  which  had  occurred  in  that 
county  for  the  two  months  prior  to  the 
Assizes  were  twice  as  numerous  as  in  the 
corresponding  months  of  the  previous 
year.  He  would  like  to  have  some  ex- 
planation of  that  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. If,  as  he  said,  wherever  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd  went  there  was  peace,  how 
came  it  that  the  outrages  in  the  county 
were  actually  double  when  he  was  in  it 
to  what  they  were  before  he  went  there  ? 

Mr,  Juilin  J/'  Carthif 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  tha 
this  Police  Circular  was  issued.  He  wa 
under  the  impression  that  the  ingenuity 
of  Dublin  Castle  and  of  the  poUce  offi 
cials  in  the  matter  of  Circulars  had  lon| 
since  been  exhausted. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEB  :  I  have  al 
ready  stated  that  at  the  Castle  they  kneiv 
nothing  about  this  Circular.  I  neve 
heard  anything  at  all  about  it  until  yee 
terday ;  but  I  suspect,  from  a  telegraa 
I  have  received,  that  it  was  issued ;  bn 
no  information  to  that  effect  has  eve 
been  received  by  the  authorities  in  Dub 
lin. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  was  glad  o 
that  interruption  from  the  right  hon 
Gentleman,  and  he  invited  the  attentioi 
of  the  Radical  Party  to  this  fact.  Th( 
Irish  Members  had  often  and  oftei 
during  the  debate  on  the  Coercion  Bil 
last  year  pointed  out  that  the  law  wouU 
be  carried  into  execution,  not  by  th( 
Chief  Secretary,  but  by  the  polici 
throughout  the  country.  Now  they  hai 
the  facts  demonstrated  beyond  all  doubt 
If  such  a  Circular  had  been  issued  b^ 
the  Third  Section  in  Bussia,  the  whoL 
English  Press  would  have  cried  ou 
against  it.  But  here  in  Ireland,  at  thei 
very  doors,  the  police  issued  this  in 
famous  Circular,  and  the  Chief  Secre 
tary  for  more  than  a  month  knew  no 
thing  about  it.  But  the  Chief  Secretar 
thought  that  the  last  two  parag^ph 
ought  not  to  have  been  written — th( 
paragraphs  in  which  this  Inspector  statei 
that  if  one  of  his  men  shot  down  ai 
innocent  person  by  mistake  he,  the  In 
specter,  would  exonerate  the  policeman 
setting  aside  altogether  the  verdicts  o 
a  Coroner's  Jury,  and  the  result  of  ma 
gisterial  investigation  or  a  trial  by  jury 
With  regard  to  the  erection  of  huts,  th< 
question  they  had  to  ask  was  this — an< 
they  expected  an  answer  from  the  At 
torney  General  for  Ireland — at  wha 
distance  from  a  man's  farm  did  it  be 
come  illegal  to  erect  a  hut  ?  Was  it  o 
was  it  not  legal  for  a  farmer,  havinj 
land  of  his  own,  to  let  a  house  be  buil 
upon  it  ?  Did  it  become  illegal  to  giv" 
it  to  evicted  tenants  ?  If  that  was  illegal 
under  what  circumstances  did  the  erec 
tion  of  the  hut  become  illegal  ?  Wer 
they  not  alone  going  to  suspect  the  oocn 
pant  of  the  house,  but  also  the  housi 
itself  that  was  in  process  of  building 
Their  neighbours  were  ever  the  bes 
friends  of  evicted  tenants.     If  the  latteo 
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were  driveu  away  from  tbeir  own  parishes 
they  would  either  fail  in  obtaining  as- 
sistance, or  be  subjected  to  the  shame  of 
accepting  it  from  the  hands  of  strangers. 
He  did  not  suppose  there  was  very  much 
use  in  bringing  the  action  of  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  before  that  House.     He  had,  in- 
deed, long  ceased  to  expect  any  defence 
of  public  rights  from  the  occupants  of 
the  JBenches  opposite;  but  men  had  lately 
attempted  to   say  in  Ireland  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  not  responsible  for 
these  petty  tyrannies,  but  now  they  had 
achieved,  at  any  rate,  that  much  good, 
that  they  had  brought  home  to  the  Irish 
people  that  not  alone  did  ho  permit  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  to  act  in  this  way,  but 
that  by  duing  so  he  was  winning  the 
approbation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  would  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that 
if  the  Ladies'  Land  League  was  to  be 
pat  down  it  might  become  the  duty  of 
the  Catholic  priests,  as  perhaps  the  only 
organization  with  which  the  Liberal  Go- 
▼erument  was  afraid  to  deal,  to  look  after 
encted  tenants,  and  assist  in  putting  up 
houses  for  them.     These  houses  would 
continue  to  be  put  up  in  spite  of  any- 
thing that  Mr.   Clifford  Lloyd  or  any 
of  bis  friends  might   do.     They  were 
threatened  with  more  coercion  for  Iro- 
hind.    Ho  would  only  tell  the  Ministers 
that  there  was  no  form  of  coercion  which 
they  could  devise  which  had  not  been 
tried  in  Ireland  in  vain  in  tho  attempt 
to  break  the  national  spirit.     The  Irish 
people  defied  coercion.     Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  think  that  they  were 
forgetful  of  1798,   and  the  barbarous 
cruelties  that  were  then  practised  upon 
the  people  of  Ireland  ?  He  told  English 
Ministers  that  they  might  bring  in  their 
coercion  and  they  would  defy  them,  as 
they  defied  them  before.     He  told  them 
their    coercion    policy    would    fail,    as 
they  were  compelled  to  admit  through 
the  mouth   of  the    Prime    Minister  it 
had  failed.     He  told  them  now  if  they 
brought  in  more  coercion  it  would  full 
also ;  it  would  only  serve  to  strength-en 
and  consolidate  tlie  spirit  of  hatred  in 
Ireland  against  the  rule  of  foreigners. 
When   they  tried   coercion   in   Ireland 
before  they  failed,  even  thougli  the  Irish 
race  was  then  confined  within  the  four 
seas  of  Ireland.     To-day  the  Irish  were 
scattered  throughout  the  world,  united 
as  they  never  were  united  before,  and 
he  told  them  they  dare  not  bring  in  more 
ooexoion. 


Me.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  not  to  be  mis- 
led by  anything  that  had  been  said  on 
the  other  side.  There  were  two  classes 
of  evicted  tenants  in  Ireland.  There 
were  the  tenants  who  were  cruelly  and 
wickedly  evicted  because  they  were 
utterly  unable  to  pay  the  arrears  which 
had  accrued  on  account  of  disastrous 
seasons.  Such  tenants  were  evicted  in 
the  West  of  Ireland.  He  asked,  what 
did  the  Land  League  do  for  them  ? 
What  huts  did  they  erect  for  them? 
None  at  all.  What  did  they  do  to  show 
their  sympathy  for  those  unfortunate 
creatures  who  were  evicted  on  the  hill 
sides  of  Connomara  ?  Nothing.  Per- 
haps there  might  be  some  small  sum  of 
money  awarded  which  might  or  might  not 
have  been  distributed,  and  which  had 
given  them  no  effectual  relief;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  Land  League  huts  were 
erected  in  places  in  which  they  were  in- 
tended to  be  nests  of  insurrection  and  in- 
subordination. For  his  part,  he  thought 
that  any  tenants  who  were  evicted  under 
circumstances  which  they  could  not  help 
themselves,  who  were  evicted,  as  they 
had  been  in  the  county  Clare  and  in 
many  other  places,  from  the  terrorism  of 
the  Land  League,  which  decreed  that  if 
they  did  not  obey  their  behests  they 
should  be  shot,  for  these  persons  huts 
and  shelter  should  be  provided;  and, 
therefore,  he  could  not  for  one  moment 
justify  this  Circular  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd. 
But  if  hon.^Gentlemen  whose  indigna- 
tion had  been  so  great  against  persons 
whom  they  thought  might  in  future  be 
shot  by  mistake  by  the  police  had 
shown  equal  indignation  against  those 
who  had  already  murdered  their  fellow- 
countrymen  it  would  have  come  with 
more  grace  from  them.  They  had  heard 
a  good  deal  of  what  might  happen 
if  this  abominable  Circular  were  acted 
upon.  He  called  it  abominable.  In 
no  other  country  but  Ireland  would  it  be 
possible,  in  his  belief,  that  an  Executive 
officer  could  issue  it.  It  should  speak 
to  the  House  trumpet-tongued  of  what 
they  whose  voices  were  never  attended 
to  on  that  side  of  the  House  or  the 
other  had  always  been  saying — that  the 
Executive  in  Ireland,  the  permanent 
officials,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest, 
had  been  utterly  inefficient,  and  were 
utterly  unable  even  to  perform  the 
ordinary  duties  of  government.  Did  not 
this  Circular  show  of  what  the  permanent 
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officials  were  made?  And  there  had 
been  other  objectionable  Circulars  of 
this  kind  which  had  been  issued  and 
then  withdrawn.  But  that  apart,  what 
he  rose  to  protest  against  was  this  in- 
dignation against  the  Executive,  and 
this  assumption  of  great  benevolence  on 
the  part  of  the  Land  League,  who  had 
utterly  neglected  the  really  unprotected 
and  miserable  creatures  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  who  were  evicted  wholesale, 
and  who  were  unable  to  pay  that  for 
which  they  had  been  evicted.  If  huts 
had  been  erected  for  these  people  it 
would  have  done  credit  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  and  their  organization  ; 
but  nothing  was  done.  These  people 
could  not  make  political  capital  for  this 
organization ;  and,  therefore,  they  were 
left  to  suffer  as  poor  men,  women,  and 
children  had  suffered,  who,  if  they  had 
been  able  to  reflect  glory  on  the  head  of 
that  Association  who  had  done  so  much 
to  ruin  the  country,  would  have  had 
their  sufferings  brought  forward  often 
enough  in  that  House. 

Mb.  HEALY,  referring  to  the  blame 
cast  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  on  the  Land 
League  for  neglecting  the  smaller  ten- 
ants in  the  West  of  Ireland,  explained 
that  the  League  had  only  a  limited 
amount  of  funds  at  its  disposal,  and,  of 
course,  could  not  expend  more  than  it 
possessed.  The  hon.  Member's  income 
for  one  year  would  amount  to  more  than 
the  whole  of  the  Land  League  funds. 
The  Land  League,  accordingly,  was  only 
able  to  give  small  donations  in  each  case, 
proportionate  to  what  they  considered 
the  requirements  of  the  case  and  the 
exigency  of  the  country  demanded. 
If  the  Land  League  was  to  do  what 
should  be  done  for  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land, in  20  or  30  days  the  whole  of  its 
money  would  be  eaten  up.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
made  an  extraordinary  statement.  He 
said  that,  in  the  first  place,  Dublin  Castle 
knew  nothing  about  this  Circular  which 
was  issued  on  the  instructions  of  the  In- 
spector General  to  the  County  Inspector. 
What  he  wanted  to  know  was,  the  In- 
spector General  having  given  instructions 
that  the  Circular  was  to  be  issued,  was  it 
no  part  of  his  duty  to  see  what  it  was  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  there 
was  no  statement  in  the  Question  to  the 
effect  that  the  Inspector  General  knew 
anything  about  the  Circular. 

Mr,  Mitchell  Henry 


Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  ever 
could  not  be  stated  at  once  ;  but 
Members  were  acquainted  with  th 
as  well  as  of  the  issue  of  the  C: 
itself.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  C 
man  would  be  astonished  to  hea 
they  had  their  sources  of  inf orma 
well  as  he  had  his,  and  that  oa 
ally,  perhaps,  they  were  as  aoci 
informed.  With  regard  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  non-aoquaintanc 
the  Circular,  he  ventured  to  remii 
of  this  extraordinary  fact.  The  0 
was  dated  the  4th  of  March.  < 
3rd  of  March  the  right  hon.  Gen 
himself  was  down  in  Clare,  and  ] 
tor  Smith  accompanied  him.  Of  < 
they  were  obliged  to  respect  any 
ment  made  by  the  right  hon.  ( 
man ;  but  when  the  Circular  was 
the  4th  of  March,  and  when  thej 
the  opinion  the  right  hon.  Gen 
had  regarding  Mr.  Clifford  Llo 
would  like  to  ask — were  no  instr 
given  by  him,  was  nothing  at  a 
by  Mr.  Smith  to  him  on  the  si 
What  power  had  Mr.  County  Ini 
Smith,  a  mere  subordinate,  over  1 
death  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Do  I 
stand  the  hon.  Member  to  chi 
what  I  have  said?  My  stateme 
that  I  knew  nothing  about  the  G 
at  that  time.  Does  he  say  that 
Does  he  wish  to  convey  that  insii 
in  any  shape  or  form  ? 

Mb.  HEALY :  If  the  right  hoi 
tleman  has  misunderstood  the  sta 
I  have  made  to  the  House  he  wil 
an  opportunity  of  reply,  to  use  the 
of  Mr.  Speaker,  **  by  the  indulei 
the  House."  I  would  remind  th 
hon.  Gentleman  that  when  I  intei 
him  on  a  recent  occasion  he  told  d 
I  was  importing  new  manners  ii 
Honse.  I  would  ask  the  righ 
Gentleman  to  restrain  himself  j 
two  or  three  minutes  during  w! 
shall  address  the  House. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTl 
Sj[$eaker,  I  rise  to  Order,  becaus 
not  apprehend  that  it  is  a  questioi 
which  there  can  be  any  discussioi 
question  has  been  put  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  whether 
the  hon.  Member  was  imputing 
a  false  statement.  [**No!"]  1 
what  I  understand.  I  do  not 
moment  say  that  the  hon.  Meml 
Wexford  was  imputing  a  false 
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ment;  bat  I  understood  the  Chief  Secre- 
tuj  for  Ireland  asked  the  question  whe- 
ther he  did  or  did  not  intend  to  impute 
nch  a  statement  to  him,  and  I  think  the 
Hoose  is  entitled  to  have  an  answer  to 
that  question. 

ICb.  HEALY:  It  is  quite  touching 
to  observe  the  liveliness  with  which 
light  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  Table  support  each  other.  I  would 
remind  right  hon.  Gentlemen  that  I 
know  my  rights  in  this  House  as  well  as 
they  know  theirs ;  but  I  understand  the 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 

Me.  speaker  :  I  would  warn  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  is  bound  to  accept 
the  disavowal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lientenant. 

Mb.  HEALY:  Porfecdy, Mr.  Speaker. 
Ton  have  exactly  stated  the  position, 
Sir.    Outside  this  House  we    resume 
our  liberty  of  appreciation  ;  and  I  will 
now    resume    the    somewhat     broken 
thread  of    this   somewhat    interrupted 
speech.    They  were   bound    to   accept 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man; but  there  had  been  nothing  im- 
ported into  the   House  which  obliged 
them  to  accept  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd.     He  would  deny  that  he 
was  bound  to  accept  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd's 
itatement,    or    Mr.    Inspector   Smith's 
denial.      He  had  known   Mr.  Clifford 
Uoyd  before,  and  had  been  the  first  to 
bring  that  gentleman's  conduct  before 
the  House.     He  (Mr.  Healy)  was  in  the 
town  of  Drogheda  on  the  Ist  of  January, 
1881,  and,  a&r  having  dispersed  a  meet- 
ing, Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  said  to  the 
people — **  If  you  don't  disperse  quickly 
1  will  fire  upon  you."     He  (Mr.  Healy) 
had    brought  that  matter    before    the 
House,  and  had  obtained  the  votes  of 
several  Enfi;lish  hon.  Members  in  support 
of  the  Motion  which  he  had  then  made. 
Mr.  Clifford  Uoyd  had  denied  his  state- 
ment; but  he  (Mr.  Healy)  had  heard 
him  with  his  own  ears,  and,  with  the  un- 
fortunate incident  of  the  town  of  Drog- 
heda in  his  mind,   he  was  unable  to 
accept  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd's  denial.  What 
the  Irish  Members  would   accept  was 
the  evidence  of  impartial  persons  ;  they 
surely  could  not  be  blamed  if  they  hesi- 
tated to  accept  the  denials  of  incrimi- 
nated parties.     Was  it  not  a  fact  that 
imce  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  been  placed 
in  Clare  and  Limerick  there  had  been 
more  murders  in  that  district  than  in  the 


rest  of  Ireland  in  the  same  time  ?  The 
fact  was  that  Mr.  Clifford  Uoyd  was 
a  firebrand,  as  had  been  stated  even 
by  Mr.  Whitworth,  the  brother  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Drogheda.  Mr.  Boyd 
Kinnear,  a  well-known  Scotch  writer 
and  lawyer,  in  his  letters  in  The  Daily 
News,  stated  that  he  was  down  in  Kil- 
mallock,  attending  some  of  the  trials 
held  by  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  and  some  of 
the  most  scathing  condemnations  about 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  been  written  by 
Mr.  Kinnear.  It  was  a  strange  and 
terrible  fact  that  this  Circular  rendered 
a  man  liable  to  be  shot  on  mere  sus- 
picion. If  the  Chief  Secretary  suspected 
a  man  he  might  arrest  him  ;  if  his  sub- 
ordinates suspected  a  man  they  might 
shoot  him.  To  such  a  strange  pass  had 
things  now  come  in  Ireland  !  If  such  a 
Circular  had  been  issued  to  the  Zaptiehs 
and  Bashi-Bazouks  of  Bulgaria,  the 
House  would  have  heard  a  very  different 
account  of  it  from  the  Treasury  Bench. 
On  the  introduction  of  the  Land  Act  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  We  have  now  been  engaged  for  two  or 
three  weary  months  with  the  dreary  business  of 
coercion,  and  we  have  entered  now  into  the 
path  of  conciliation.'' 

Was  this  one  of  the  steps  in  ''  the  path 
of  conciliation,"  to  shoot  persons  on  sus- 
picion ?  It  was  impossible  to  conciliate 
the  country  by  such  methods.  The 
Government  should  recollect  that  they 
had  to  deal  with  to-morrow  as  well  as 
to-day.  The  officials  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland  might  make  a  desert  and  call 
it  peace,  but  Ireland  was  a  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom ;  and  when  engaged  in 
a  struggle  with  some  Foreign  Power 
England  might  feel  the  effect  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd.  Eng- 
land's battles  in  the  past  had  been 
fought  by  the  arms  and  hearts  of  Irish- 
men ;  but  English  recruiting  sergeants 
might  find  a  difficulty  in  future  in  find- 
ing recruits  in  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd's  dis- 
trict. When  England  was  engaged  in 
a  deadly  struggle  with  some  foreign  foe, 
they  would  hear  addressed  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  to  the  Irish  people,  not 
words  of  menace,  as  they  did  now,  but 
supplications  for  assistance  and  support. 
They  had  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, Was  he  determined  that  the  erec- 
tion of  these  huts  should  be  put  a  stop 
to?  He  stated  that  the  Ladies'  Land 
League  was  an  illegal  association  ?  If 
so,  why   was  it  not  proclaimed?     llu 
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stated  that  he  had  not  arrested  any  of 
them  under  the  Coercion  Act;  but  he 
83nt  them  to  gaol  for  six  months,  and 
they  were  kept  in  their  cells  for  22  hours 
out  of  the  24.  There  was  no  need  for 
the  Coercion  Act  for  arresting  women 
when  he  had  got  the  law  of  Edward  III. 
The  people  of  Ireland  were  being  put 
out  by  the  score  and  by  the  hundred  in 
the  year  following  that  Act  which  was 
to  bring  peace  to  the  country.  They 
were  expelled  from  their  homes  mainly 
because  of  the  arrears  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  treated  with  so  much  indif- 
ference when  he  (Mr.  Healy)  sought  to 
introduce  a  clause  into  the  Land  Act 
dealing  with  the  question.  Now,  when 
the  unfortunate  people  were  driven  out 
on  the  roadside,  he  would  not  allow  huts 
to  be  erected  for  their  shelter.  Was 
it  more  likely  to  promote  the  peace 
of  the  country  to  compel  the  unfortu- 
nate inhabitants  of  these  huts  to  roam 
about  from  farm  to  farm  than  to  allow 
them  being  comfortably  housed  by  the 
Land  League  ?  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  thought  these  people 
should  go  to  the  workhouse.  He  would 
probably  like  to  see  them  once  more 
going  by  the  hundred  into  the  poor- 
house,  or  across  the  Atlantic  in  the 
emigrant  ship.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wished  to  obtain  credit  for  his 
benevolence,  let  him  allow  those  unfor- 
tunate people  to  obtain  protection  from 
those  who  were  willing  to  protect  them. 
Not  one  of  them  believed  Mr.  Cliflford 
Lloyd.  Nobody  who  knew  him  could 
believe  him.  The  testimony  of  any  man 
who  could  consent  to  become  the  instru- 
ment of  the  British  Government  in  the 
way  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  done  was 
not  worth  a  moment's  credence.  He 
was  hated  as  much  in  Ireland  as  Major 
Sirr  was  in  1798  ;  and  so  long  as  he  and 
persons  like  him  were  employed  to  carry 
out  the  dirty  work  which  was  going  ou 
in  Ireland  in  the  name  of  law  and  order, 
so  long  would  law  and  order  be  despised. 
Mr.  SHAW  said,  there  were  two  sub- 
jects before  the  House — the  question  of 
the  Circular  and  the  question  of  the 
huts.  Three  weeks  ago  he  was  shown 
the  Circular  by  an  hon.  Member  to  whom 
it  was  sent,  and  he  advised  him  strongly 
not  to  ask  any  Question  about  it  until  he 
had  ascertained  whether  it  was  genuine, 
for  he  could  not  believe  that  any  man  in 
the  position  of  the  County  Inspector  of 
Clare  would  Ihiiikof  issuiug  such  aCircu- 
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lar.  He  did  not  think  he  would  have  is- 
sued the  Circular  in  the  first  place  without 
consulting  his  superiors  in  Dublin ;  and 
if  those  superiors  had  any  fitness  at  all 
for  their  position,  he  could  not  imagine 
that  they  would  allow  it  to  be  issued. 
If  documents  of  this  kind  were  allowed 
to  be  issued,  he  could  only  say  that  the 
fact  gave  a  reason  for  an  immense  deal 
of  the  confusion  that  was  going  on  in 
Ireland.  He  could  not  imagine  that 
there  was  any  real  head  or  government 
of  the  police  in  Ireland.  The  idea  of  the 
Inspector  of  one  of  the  most  disturbed 
counties  in  Ireland  issuing  a  Circular  of 
that  kind  without  the  bidding  of  his 
superiors  in  Dublin  Castle  was,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  the  most  absurd  that  he 
could  imagine.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  the  two  last  para- 
graphs were  exceedingly  improper ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  expected  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  go  much  further. 
Did  they  intend  to  leave  that  Inspector 
in  the  county  of  Clare?  He  did  not 
want  to  have  him  dismissed  from  the 
Force,  because  hemi^ht  have  a  family; 
but  if  a  man  of  that  kind  were  left  in  a 
county  like  Clare,  which  was  full  of  dif- 
ficulty and  disturbance,  it  would  be  the 
most  injudicious  thing  in  the  world,  and 
ought  not  to  be  countenanced  for  a  mo- 
ment by  the  Government.  He  thought 
it  would  be  worth  while  for  the  House 
to  inquire  how  it  was  that  the  Irish  Po- 
lice Force  was  governed  or  regulated  at 
all.  Were  officers  of  this  kind  through- 
out the  country  left  entirely  to  their  own 
discretion  as  to  the  issuing  of  Circulars 
and  the  management  of  the  people? 
The  matter  was  most  important  for  those 
who  lived  in  Ireland.  He  knew  himself 
gentlemen  in  command  of  the  police  in 
Ireland.  He  was  happy  to  say  the  re- 
mark only  applied  to  a  few,  who  in  case 
of  difficulty  ought  to  be  locked  up,  or 
kept  out  of  the  way,  for  they  were  most 
unfit  to  manage  in  a  case  of  difficulty. 
As  a  general  rule,  the  men  in  command 
of  the  police  were  men  of  great  judg- 
ment and  sense,  and  discharged  the 
duties  committed  to  them  with  great 
propriety;  but,  as  he  had  said,  there 
were  some  of  them,  and  he  believed  this 
man  was  one,  who,  on  the  occasion  of 
any  trouble  or  difficulty,  should  be  locked 
up  themselves.  As  to  the  huts,  it  was 
well  known  that  they  were  being  erected 
for  the  last  six  or  eight  months  in  many 
parte  of  Ireland.     He  never  heard  be- 
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fore  that  they  were  illegal.     Ho  main- 
tained that  Uiere  was  not  a  single  case 
of  the  building  of  a  hut  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  which  was  not  as  much  a  menace 
88  in  the  county  of  Clare.     He  really 
thought  that  the   Government,   before 
going  to   this  extreme  length,  should 
ha?e  sent  down  some  independent  au- 
thority, some   proved  and  experienced 
man,  to  inquire  into  the  circumstances, 
and  not  have  left  the  matter  entirely  to 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  no  matter  how  valu- 
able a  servant  of  the  Government  he 
might  be.     He  would  not  stop  to  inquire 
into  the  justice  or  injustice  of  the  evic- 
tions; but  it  was  a  fact  that  hundreds  of 
people  were  driven  out  on  the  roadside  ; 
and  it  was  a  very  extreme  thing  to  say 
that  dwellings  should  not  be  erected  to 
shelter  these  people.     It  was  too  extreme 
a  step  to  take  without  having  sent  down 
an  independent  person  to  inquire  into 
the  circumstances.      He  could   not  sit 
down  without  asking  the  Government 
whether  they  intended  to  go  on  in  this 
way  for  ever  ?    How  long  did  they  in- 
tend that  this  kind  of  thing  should  go 
on— war,    absolute    war,    between   the 
people  of  Ireland  and  the  forces  of  the, 
country?    A    policeman    on    suspicion 
might  shoot  a  man.     The  man,  as   a 
matter  of  course,  might  shoot  the  police- 
man.    It  was  absolutely  clear  that  in 
Clare  and  the   district  surrounding  it, 
there  was  a  war  going  on,  and  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  take  one  wrong  step 
alter  another,  in  suppressing  it.     So  far 
as  he  could  judge  they  might  go  on  in 
this  course  for  years,  and  the  thing  would 
ne?er  come  to  an  end.     The  crisis  re- 
quired a   different  policy.     It  required 
something  stronger  and  bolder  than  any- 
thing yet  done.    If  the  Government  were 
not  prepared  to  take  another  course  than 
that  now  being  pursued,  he  believed  the 
state  of  Ireland  would  go  from  bad  to 
worse. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  it  was 
some  satisfaction  to  hear  the  Circular 
condemned ;  but  that  was  not  enough. 
The  Circular  was  a  gross  violation  of  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  a  direct  encourage- 
ment to  violence  on  the  part  of  the 
people.  If  they  wanted  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  accept  the  authority  of  the 
law,  they  must  respect  the  law  them- 
selves. This  County  Inspector  Smith, 
charged  as  he  was  with  functions  of  the 
gpreatest  moment,  had  no  right  to  hold 
•0  important  a  position  in  the  county  of 


Clare  after  issuing  such  a  Circular.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  remove 
County  Inspector  Smith  from  a  place 
where  he  was  about  to  commit  such 
crimes,  he  would  do  more  to  restore  law 
and  order  than  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd  could  do.  Unless  the  people 
saw  that  a  man  who  did  such  a  thing 
would  be  punished,  the  Government 
could  not  expect  to  see  law  and  order 
restored.  Let  not  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man shrink  from  doing  to  the  author 
of  this  Circular  what  would  be  done  if 
sucli  a  document  were  issued  in  any  part 
of  England.  He  trusted  that  the  build- 
ing of  huts  would  not  be  prevented,  un- 
less it  was  proved  that  there  was  some- 
thing illegal  in  it.  It  had  been  said  by 
some  that  the  tenants  were  not  free  to 
pay  their  rents  for  fear  of  being  mur- 
dered, while  others  denied  it.  But  one 
fact  was  worth  a  great  deal  of  argument. 
He  could  bring  forward  the  case  of 
tenants  who,  wishing  to  remit  their  rents 
to  the  landlord,  were  obliged  to  go  into 
a  town  far  from  their  farms  in  order  to 
evade  outrage.  [The  hon.  Gentleman 
here  read  a  letter  from  a  trader  in  Cork 
to  the  landlord,  stating  that  such-and- 
such  of  his  tenants  asked  him  to  send 
him  a  cheque  in  payment  of  their  rent, 
and  to  have  a  receipt  sent  back  to  the 
writer,  so  that  *' Captain  Moonlight" 
might  be  doubly  baffled.]  But  while 
these  things  occurred,  they  were  no  ex- 
cuse for  illegality  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  or  their  officials.  On  the 
contrary,  the  fact  that  the  people  were 
threatened  by  illegal  associations  ought 
to  be  a  reason  why  the  Government 
should  give  no  excuse  for  outrage  by 
any  illegality  on  their  part.  If  they 
wished  to  get  the  law  respected  the  best 
way  to  do  so  was  to  punish  those  who 
failed  to  respect  it. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  said,  he  sincerely 
trusted  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw) 
would  have  due  effect  on  the  mind  of 
the  House,  coming  as  it  did  from  a 
Gentleman  who  had  never  given  any 
assistance  to  the  Land  League,  and  to 
whom  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  were  fond  of  going 
for  advice.  [Mr.  Callan  :  No !]  That 
hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the  Govern- 
ment— what  everybody  knew  would  have 
happened — that  their  coercion  policy  in 
Ireland  had  been  a  dismal  and  melan- 
choly   failure.      Their    repression    and 
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their  conciliation  had  been  alike  half- 
hearted. If  the  Government  believed 
not  in  conciliation,  but  in  repression, 
their  policy  ought  to  be  more  whole- 
hearted. But  if  they  believed  in  con- 
ciliation then  why  did  they  allow  these 
things  to  go  on?  The  facts  elicited  with 
reference  to  the  Police  Circular  were 
such  as  should  startle  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members  who  have  been  hitherto  con- 
tent to  allow  Ireland  to  be  governed 
without  too  curiously  inquiring  the  me- 
thods by  which  it  was  done.  The  worst 
thing  about  the  Circular  was  that  it  was 
issued  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  the  Irish 
Executive  in  Dublin  Castle.  The  fact 
that  such  a  Circular  could  be  issued  by 
a  subordinate  official  without  the  know- 
ledge or  approval  of  the  Executive  in 
Dublin  was  the  strongest  condenmation 
of  the  present  system  of  government  in 
Ireland.  The  people  could  only  conclude 
from  such  facts  that  each  petty  official 
was  invested  with  power,  not  only  over 
liberty,  but  over  life  in  that  country.  In 
dealing  with  the  subject  of  evictions  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  dwelt 
upon  the  case  of  a  father  having  been 
intimidated  by  his  son  from  paying  his 
rent ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  the  majority  of  the 
evictions  were  not  evictions  of  tenants 
who  could  pay  rents,  but  who  refused 
to  pay.  The  most  remarkable  cases  of 
evictions  recently  were  those  now  being 
carried  out  on  Lord  Cloncurry's  estate. 
Those  tenants  had  offered  to  pay  a  fair 
rent  at  a  reasonable  reduction ;  but,  so 
far  from  accepting  such  an  arrangement, 
the  landlord  had  announced  that,  not 
only  would  he  not  give  that  reduction, 
but  that  he  would  not  permit  the  tenants 
to  remain  on  their  holdings  unless  they 
consented  to  pay  an  increased  rent  in 
future.  The  evictions  now  proceeding 
in  Ireland  were,  to  a  large  extent,  the 
direct  consequence  of  the  course  which 
the  Government  had  pursued.  The  first 
time  that  the  question  of  the  arrears  of 
impossible  rent  came  before  the  House 
was  when  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill  was  introduced.  What, 
then,  was  the  attitude  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  by  the  Government  ?  The 
House  was  told  that,  in  consequence  of 
partial  famine,  hundreds  and  thousands 
were  unable  to  pay  their  rents,  that  they 
were  threatened   with    eviction,   which 

J/r.  Redmond 


was  tantamount  to  a  sentence  of  at 
tion  and  death;  and  the  right  hon. 
tleman  stated  lliat  he  could  not  oo 
to  be  the  instrument  of  carrying  o 
justice  towards  those  unfortunate  p< 
He  now  denounced  the  right  hon. 
tleman  as  having  acted  dishonest 
that  respect.  If  the  right  hon.  Gi 
man  had  been  an  honest  politici 
an  honest  man  he  would  have  taJ 
different  course.  \  Cries  of  "Ord 
aW*' Withdraw!"]" 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  ask  you, 
Speaker,  whether  the  hon.  Meml 
in  Order  in  using  the  words — "  3 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  bee: 
honest  politician  or  an  honest  man 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Me 
for  New  Hoss  must  be  quite  awari 
an  observation  of  that  kind  is  un 
liamentary,  and  I  call  upon  him  to 
draw  it. 

Mr.  REDMOND:  I  am  sorry, 
that  the  Rules  of  the  House  mi 
against  telling  the  truth.  \Cr\ 
'*Oh!"aijrf'*Namehim!"] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Mc 
has  not  withdrawn  the  expression  y 
I  declared  to  be  un-Parliamentary. 

Mr.  REDMOND  :  I  rise,  Sir,  f( 
purpose  of  withdrawing  the  expref 
and  I  would  only  say  this — that 
sorry  it  is  not  in  my  power,  withi: 
Rules  of  Parliament,  to  make  use  < 
expression.     [  Cries  of  "  Order  !  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  consider  th< 
duct  of  the  hon.  Member  offensi 
this  House.  I  consider  his  conduc 
only  offensive  to  this  House,  but 
especially  offensive  to  the  right 
Member  who  has  been  addressed  i 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  Membc 
addressed  him.  And  I  feel  boui 
Name  Mr.  Redmond  as  having  ( 
garded  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTING!) 
Sir,  I  have  to  move,  in  consequence 
statement  which  you  have  just  i 
that  Mr.  Redmond  be  suspended 
the  service  of  the  House  during  tl 
mainder  of  this  day's  Sitting. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro] 

"  That  Mr.  Redmond  bo  suspended  £r 
service  of  the  House  during  the  remain 
this  day's  sitting. "—(T-^^j  Marqwss  of 
ington.) 

Mr.  Speaker  having  put  the  < 
tion,  declared  that,  in  his  judgi 
''The  Ayes  have  it."     This  not  1 
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uned  to,  Mr.   Sfsaxeb  directed   the  has  been  addressed  to  the  Chief  Secre- 

Honae  to  be  cleared  for  a  division.    Mr.  taiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

HiiLT  having  offered  himself  as  one  of  with  regard  to  this  Circular.    He  has 

the  Tellers  for  the  Noes,  Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  House  that  he  was  not 

nqnested  Aat  hon.  Oentleman  to  name  aware,  until  his  attention  was  called  to 

a  aecond  Teller.    Whereupon it,  that  such  a  Circular  had  been  issued, 

mr   TTniTiT    ji       •      »»    f,      .  ^''^^  ^^    ^^^  exprcssed    dissatisfaction 

MB.HEALT,  addressing  Mr.  SpeakOT,  ^th  the  phraseology  of  the  last  two 

■ttrng  and  covered,   said— I  wish   to  sentences  of  that  Circular,  which  he  has 

ume  as  my  co-TeUer,  Mr.  Bedmond,  reason  to  beUeve  has  been  issued.    I 

^e  hon.  Member  for  New  Ross.     On  presume  that,  that  being  the  case,  the 

ftepomtof  Order,  I  would  remind  you,  Government  will    take  such  steps    as 

to,  that  on  previous  occasions,  when  an  they  may  think  proper  in  the  matter ; 

hon.  Member  has  been  proposed  to  be  i,ut  I  am  anxious  that  it  should  be 

TOpended— and  I  myself  last  year  had  clearly  understood  that  the  House,  whUe 

twiM  the  honour  of  being  suspended  by  trusting  the  Government  will  take  all 

the  decision  of  the  House-on  each  occa-  p,opep  gteps  in  that  matter,  fuUy  sup- 

«ml  took  part  m  the  division  and  voted  ^^  the  Government  in  those  measures 

igamst  the  Motaon.    I  submit  that  an  they  may  find  to  be  necessary,  in  the 

hon.  Member  who  is  about  to  be  sus-  present  critical  state  of  Ireland,  for  the 

peoded  is  equally  entitled  to  tell  as  to  preservation  of  law  and  order.    I  wish 

yote    The  hon    Member  for  New  Eoss  ^Ibo  strongly  to  impress  upon  the  Go- 

Ma  Member  of  this  House-he  hiw  not  yemment  that  there  is  no  disposition 

Jj>t  Iwen  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  whatever,  either  in  this  country  or  in 

thw  day  s  Sitting— a,nd,  in  acting  as  a  Ireland,  to  weaken  the  hands  of  those 

Tdl«,  he  would  only  be  carrying  out  ^^^  „e  charged  with  a  very  difficult 

tasfmction  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  ^^ty ;  and  I  would  further  express  my 

Ihe  Speaker,  I  contend,  has  no  power  ^^n  personal  hope,  as  well  as  the  desire 

wanthon^  to  cut  off  the  hon.  Member  ^f  others,  that  nothing  which  has  passed 

1  .L  5T.  ■^'*'?,  ^&^^  ^y^ .  -^P"*®  ^'^    Of  may  be  said  shall  be  allowed  to  have 
elothed  him  with  that  authority  by  agree-    the  effect  of  discouraging  or  weakening 

\     o?.f?»°S-'i?^     T,,  X,.     ..        „  tlie  efforts  of  those  gallant  men— the 

llE.  8PEAKEK :  If  the  hon.  Mem-  Constabulary  of  Ireland,  who,  perform- 

tmu  not  prepared  to  name  a  second  ^       their  duty  under  circumstances  of 

Mer  I  must  declare  that  « The  Ayes  g^eat  trial,   require  to  be    supported. 

*v    TTT.A-r-tT     TIT  11   o-     •»  1  Morcover,  I  ucod  hardly  sBy  that  I  tWuk 

Mr.  he  ALT:  Well,  Sir,  if  you  rule  nothing  that  has  passed  will  give,  or 

that  you  must  take  that  course,  I  will  ^an  be  twisted  into  giving,  any  impres- 

aame  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  ^^^^^  that  there  will  be  any  less  care 

Bexton)  as  second  Teller.  taken  to  protect  Mr.  Qifford  Lloyd  in 

Question  put.  ^■^^  discharge  of  his  duties,  which,  as  {ax 

^    ^  as  we  understand,  he  is  performing  with 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  207  ;  Noes  great  courage. 
12:  Majority  195.— (Div.  List,  No.  66.)       Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 

tr    a  ii.       j-ijirT>  roso  for  tho  purpose  of  supporting,  in 

Mr.  SFEAiTEB  then  directed  Mr  Eed.    ^j^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^£^^  words;  the  Ws 

KOTO  to  withdraw,    and  he   withdrew  ^^^^^   ^y  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 

acoordingly.  County  (Mr.  Shaw).     He  had  nothing 

Question  again  proposed,  '*That  this  ^?  f^y  with  regard  to  the  speech  of  the 

House  do  now  adjourn."  ^^S^^  ^^n.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  Her 

Majesty's  Opposition  to  which  they  had 

8iB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  As,  just  listened ;   but  he  wished  to  contrast 

Sir,  the  Question  **  That  this  House  do  briefly  the   demand  which  was   made 

now  adjourn  "  is  again  before  us,  I  wish  upon  the  Chief  Secretary  for   Ireland 

to  say  a  single  word,  in  order  that  there  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of 

may  be  no  misunderstanding  as  to  the  Cork  with  that  which  was    made  by 

Tiew  taken  by  a  large  number  of  Gen-  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 

ilemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  who  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 

haTe  not  taken  any  part  in  the  discus-  Justin  McCarthy).     It  was  unnecessary 

0ion.     As  we  understand,   a    Question  to  follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  into 
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the  variety  of  subjects  upon  which  he 
entered  ;  but  he  wished  to  endorse 
most  fully  the  criticisms  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber upon  this  Constabulary  Circular. 
All  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  asked 
was  that  if  the  Circular  were  found  to 
be  authentic,  it  should  be  withdrawn  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
did  not  ask  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Inspector  of  Police,  nor  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford.  He  wished  to 
make  an  observation  as  a  somewhat  in- 
direct reply  to  the  speech  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  It  was  not  right  that 
the  public  should  imagine  that  because 
they  condemned  the  issue  of  this  Cir- 
cular they  also  condemned  energetic 
action  on  the  part  of  those  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land. He,  as  the  Hepresentative  of  an 
Irish  county,  was  as  anxious  for  the 
preservation  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland 
as  the  English  Gentlemen  who  so  warmly 
endorsed  the  remarks  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  perfectly 
justified  in  calling  attention  to  this  Cir- 
cular. When  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  questioned  about  the  docu- 
ment, he  pleaded  for  more  time  to  make 
inquiries,  although  in  possession  of  the 
fact  that  the  Circular  nad  been  issued. 
That  was  not  candid  treatment  of  the 
House.  They  had  had  some  experience 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  threw  his  protection 
over  officials  of  this  description  doing 
imprudent  or  illegal  acts.  He  alluded 
to  the  case  of  the  Chief  Inspector  of  the 
town  of  Ballina.  Although  not  in  the 
habit  of  **  bullyragging,"  as  they  would 
say  in  Ireland,  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  yet,  when  he  found  an  official 
in  Ireland  setting  an  example  of  viola- 
tion of  the  law,  he  felt  that  it  was  more 
necessary  to  deal  with  him  than  with  an 
ordinary  citizen,  because  an  official  was 
looked  upon  by  the  general  population 
as  settinc^  them  an  example  of  strict  and 
careful  observance  of  the  law.  In  the 
case  of  this  Sub-Inspector,  he  had  is- 
sued a  Circular  of  an  atrocious  charac- 
ter, which  was  distinctly  an  incentive  to 
violence  on  the  part  of  the  people,  and 
they  called  for  a  withdrawal  of  that  Cir- 
cular. It  must  not  be  thought  that  thoy 
objected  to  proper  and  legitimate  means 
being  taken  to  enforce  the  law.  On  the 
contrary,  it  was  necessary  that  the  pri- 
mary duties  of  civilization  and  goveru- 


ment  should  be  discharged  by  aomeon 
and  in  the  presence  of  a  great  popol 
movement,  those  upon  whom  these  ard 
ous  duties  fell  would,  from  time  to  Uq 
make  themselves  unpopular  even  by 
legitimate  discharge  of  their  duties.  Bi 
so  far  from  promoting  the  peace  of  t 
country  by  extra  legal  measures,  th 
were  simply  playing  into  the  hands 
those  who  kept  Ireland  in  a  state  of  pi 
petual  disturbance.  The  hon.  Meml 
for  New  Boss  (Mr.  Hedmond),  whom 
regretted  to  say  had  incurred  the  pen 
ties  of  the  House,  though  in  a  mam 
in  which  he  could  not  endorse  his  acti( 
made  a  statement  in  the  course  of  1 
speech  which  ought  to  be  corrected.  1 
said  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ii 
land  was  in  the  habit  of  consulting  t 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
matters  of  Irish  policy.  He  had  a] 
been  reputed  to  share  the  disti 
guished  honour  of  the  political  cg 
fidence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  ] 
was  able  to  say  on  behalf  of  the  lu 
Member  for  Cork  County,  as  well  as  i 
himself,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlem 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  i 
thought  either  of  them  worthy  of  bei 
consulted.  Nor,  indeed,  had  the  ri( 
hon.  Gentleman  taken  into  confident 
single  Representative  from  Ireland  w 
regard  to  his  Irish  policy.  He  was  ta 
ing  lately  to  a  Gentleman  who  rep 
sented  a  very  large  constituency  in  I 
laud,  who  was  returned  to  the  House 
Commons  as  an  avowed  supporter  of  i 
Liberal  Government,  and  he  had  asl 
him  if  he  did  not  tliink  the  position 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  wai 
very  arduous  and  critical  one,  first  of 
because  the  Irish  Tory  Members  w 
opposed  to  him,  and  he  would  not  j 
much  sympathy  from  them,  and  1 
Members  of  the  active  Party  were  a 
opposed  to  him,  while  even  those 
ruled  among  did  not  rally  round  hii 
He  had  added  that  he  supposed  * 
moderate  Home  Rulers  possessed 
confidence,  and  that  as  the  right  h* 
Gentleman  was  not  an  Irishman  a 
was  not  acquainted  with  Irish  insti 
tions,  he  took  the  trouble  of  asking  th 
how  the  Government  in  Ireland  should 
carried  on.  His  hon.  Friend  told  him  t] 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  ne^ 
nsked  him  a  single  question  about  1 
government  of  Ireland  since  he  had  tal 
his  seat  on  the  Front  Government  Bern 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a 
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doabt  about  that  lie  would  be  very  happy 
to  tell  him  who  the  hon.  Member  was. 
It  was  this  supercilious  conduct  in  refer- 
ence to  the  opinions  of  Irish  Members 
which  had   arrayed  against  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  all  classes  of  the  Irish 
Bepresentatives.   He  was  just  reminded 
that  another  Irish  Liberal  Member,  a 
staunch  supporter  of  the  Government,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.C.  Kussell),  had,  during  the  Eecess, 
isiaed  a  manifesto  to  the  Irish  people  in 
which  he  too  complained  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  took  no  means  to  ascertain  for 
himself  what  were  the  opinions  of  the 
Irish  Liberal  Members.     As  there  were 
lereral  Irish   Members  on   the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House,  he  should  be 
glad  if  any  of  them  could  contradict  that 
Btateraent;  but  it  was  not  likely  they 
would,  because  by  doing  so  they  would 
assume  a  share  of  responsibility  for  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     As 
Boon  as  the  land  agitation  had  reached 
national  proportions,  he  felt  that  a  revo- 
lution was  approaching,  and  his  attitude 
was  shaped  by  his  recollection  of  what 
had  happened  in  other  countries  on  the 
occurrence  of  great  popular  re-actions  to 
OTerthrow  systems  opposed  to  the  well- 
being  of  those  countries.     A  revolution 
was  going  on  in  Ireland — there  could  be 
no  doubt  about  that  ;    and  though   it 
might  be  made  by  the  Land  League,  it 
was  not  provoked  by  the  Land  League. 
The    men     who    provoked    revolutions 
usually  belonged  to  one  class,  and  the 
men  who  made   them  to  another ;   but 
Tory  often  those  revolutions  were  carried 
beyond  the  bounds  of  reason  and  justice, 
and,  unfortunately,  they  saw   countries 
deluged  in  the  blood  of  their  best  and 
bravest;  and  he  said  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,   and  to  his  hon.  Friends, 
were  they  going  to  stain  the  modern  his- 
tory of  Ireland  with  the  blood  of  tenant 
and  landlord  ?  Were  they  going  to  keep 
up  the  heartburnings  and   antipathies 
that  had  raged  between  the  two  classes 
in  the  country  for  years  ?    It  would  be 
the  highest  duty  of  Irish  Bepresentatives 
to  prevent  such  terrible  results  if  they 
could.     Eesponsibility  for  the  condition 
of  Ireland  was  not  confined  to  the  Go- 
vernment or  to  the  official  class ;   they 
were  all  responsible.     No  Irish  Member 
who  forgot  the  terrible   responsibility 
which   rested  upon   the  whole  body  in 
times  like  thesecould  claim  to  be  a  patriot. 
Feeling  that  responsibility,  he  was  in 


favour  of  the  just,  but  firm  and  unswerv- 
ing administration  of  the  law,  and  of  the 
swift  punishment, with  all  the  legal  forms 
of  justice,  of  the  perpetrators  of  crime  and 
outrage.  But  justice  could  not  be  served 
or  peace  promoted  by  allowing  any  por- 
tion of  the  official  class  to  set  examples 
of  illegality  and  terrorism.  For  these 
reasons  he  joined  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  in  expressing  a  hope 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland — who,  he  believed,  was 
anxious  to  do  his  duty  to  Ireland,  though 
he  also  begged  leave  to  say  that  he  did 
not  know  how — would  become  alive  to 
the  duties  they  had  to  perform,  and  that 
the  English  Parliament  would  ultimately 
discover  that  there  was  no  way  of  settling 
the  Irish  question  but  by  overturning  the 
present  system  of  Irish  administration, 
vitiated  as  it  was  by  traditions  of  the 
past  which  Englishmen  were  ashamed 
of,  and  which  Irishmen  remembered 
only  with  feelings  of  inextinguishable 
hatred. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  think  this  discussion  is  wandering 
somewhat  far  from  the  starting-point; 
and  unless  some  attempt  is  made  to  re- 
call it  to  its  original  purpose,  the  in- 
convenience, which  is  already  great,  of 
raising  irregular  discussions  in  this  way 
will  be  much  aggravated.  The  question 
which  we  began  to  discuss  was,  I  con- 
ceive, the  Question  which  was  raised  on 
the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
(Mr.  Sexton)— namely,  regarding  the 
conduct  of  certain  County  Inspectors  in 
the  issue  of  a  Circular,  which  was  quoted. 
But  the  question  which  we  have  now 
begun  to  discuss  is  the  general  condition 
of  Ireland,  the  policy  of  this  country  to- 
wards Ireland  during  a  great  number  of 
years,  and,  more  especially,  the  conduct 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  in  consulting,  or 
otherwise,  certain  Members  represent- 
ing Irish  constituencies.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  if  the  discussion  is  to  be 
protracted,  it  ought,  at  all  events,  to  be 
confined  to  the  original  questions  raised. 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  charged  my  right  hon.  Friend  with 
some  want  of  candour  in  the  answer  he  has 
given  the  House  ;  but  I  think  that  the 
charge  is  altogether  unfounded.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  telegraphed  for  information 
to  enable  him  to  answer  the  Question ;  he 
has  not  received  complete  information. 
He  has  received  a  telegraphic  reply  from 
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one  County  Inspector  which  led  him  to 
believe  that  a  Circular  like  that  quoted 
from  had  been  issued ;  but  from  the 
other  County  Inspectors  he  had  received 
no  reply  at  all,  and  ho  was  altogether 
without  any  statement  which  these 
County  Inspectors  might  desire  to  furnish 
in  explanation  of  their  action.  In  these 
circumstances  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  justified  in  asking  the  hon. 
Member  to  defer  his  Question  until  he 
was  in  a  position  to  give  an  answer  with 
full  knowledge.  But  when  the  Ques- 
tion was  further  pressed,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  did  not  feel  justified  in  keeping 
back  the  fact  that  he  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  such  a  Circular  had  been  issued 
in  one  county ;  but  he  was  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  previously  asking  for  more  time, 
in  order  that  all  the  facts  might  be  laid 
before  the  House.  With  reference  to 
the  remark  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  I  quite  agree  with  him  that 
not  one  word  ought  to  be  said — and  I 
do  not  think  one  word  has  been  said  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — which 
can,  in  the  slightest  degree,  lead  anyone 
in  Ireland  to  suppose  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  the  least  indifferent  to  the 
charge  laid  upon  the  Constabulary  to 
protect  the  magistrates  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duty.  We  are  aware  of  the 
great  responsibility  which  rests  upon  the 
Constabulary,  upon  whom  devolves  the 
protection  of  magistrates,  who  avowedly 
occupy  a  dangerous  position,  and  who 
discharge  their  duties,  as  we  believe, 
honestly  and  fearlessly.  No  doubt,  a 
great  responsibility  rests  upon  the  Con- 
stabulary charged  with  the  protection  of 
these  magistrates,  and  it  would  be  far 
from  the  intention  of  anyone  to  utter  a 
word  which  could  hamper  them  in  doing 
anything  which  is  necessary.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  said  that  he  is  unable 
to  justify  a  portion  of  the  Circular  alleged 
to  have  been  issued.  It  is  a  painful  duty 
to  utter  one  word  which  would  seem  to 
show  a  want  of  confidence  or  approval 
as  regards  men  placed  in  such  a  difficult 
position.  We  have  a  right  to  call  upon 
them  to  display  courage  and  zeal ;  but  we 
have  also  the  right  to  demand  from  them 
the  exercise  of  discretion.  But  until  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  received  a  full  ex- 
planation from  these  gentlemen,  it  would 
be  unfair  to  them,  and  it  would  not  be 
fair  to  the  House,  to  ask  him  to  pass  an 
opinion  on  their  conduct,  I  trust,  in 
these  circumstances,  that  this  discussion, 

Th»  .Varqwu  of  TTarii- 


already  unnecessarily  prolonged,  may  be 
allowed  to  close^ 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  there  were 
two  questions  which  he  wished  to  ask, 
respecting  which  he  heard  nothing  from 
the  noble  Lord.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  with  regard  to  his  observations 
upon  the  desirability  of  visiting  strong 
official  displeasure  upon  the  author  A 
this  Circular;    but    he   would  like  to 
know  from  someone  on  the  Gt>Temment 
Benches  whether  any  assurance  would  be 
eiven  that  the  constables  would  be  in- 
formed in  future  that  no  Circulars  were . 
to  be  issued  until  they  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  authorities  in  Dublin ;  and 
next,  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  and  others 
would  be  instructed  that  the  huts  might 
be  allowed  to  be  erected  ?     He  had  ex- 
pected to  hear  that  the  erection  of  them 
had  been  forbidden,   because  of  some 
new  reading  of  the  Coercion  Act;  bnt 
they  had  been  told  that  it  was  not  done 
under  the  Coercion  Act  or  under  Statute 
Law,  but  that  it  was  in  accordance  with 
the  Common  Law  of  this  country.  Ashe 
understood  it,  the  Common  Law  was 
derived  from  the  dictation  of  text  writers 
and  from  the  decision  of  Judges.     Per- 
haps the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would  be  good  enough  to  explain  what 
text  writer  or  what  Judge  had  laid  it 
down  as  the  Common  Law  of  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland,  that  when  a  per- 
son was  evicted  from  his  own  farm,  and 
his  neighbour,  on  a  freehold,    erected 
a  shelter  for  him,  that  any  Executive 
officer  of  this  Pealm  might  interfere  and 
forbid  the  building  of  his  hut  ? 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  he  had 
great  hesitation  in  recommending  any 
Member  to  take  a  course  contrary  to  that 
which  he  seemed  inclined  to  follow  ;  but 
he  would  venture  respectfully  to  suggest 
to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sliso 
(Mr.  Sexton)  the  desirability  of  with- 
drawing his  Motion  after  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India.  He  would  have  been  glad  if 
the  Government  could  at  once  have  de- 
clared their  intention  to  withdraw  In- 
spector Smith  from  Clare  and  repudiate 
his  Circular;  but  the  noble  Lord  had 
stated  that  the  Ministers  were  not  com- 
pletely informed  as  to  the  issuing  of  the 
Circular,  and  that  before  taking  any 
steps  respecting  it,  they  desired  to  have 
souie  further  information.  The  request 
was  a  reasonable  one,  and  after  the  dia* 
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eoaaon  that  had  taken  place  a  few  days' 
ddaj  would  not  do  any  disservice  to  the 
GtQse  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo 
liad  80  ably  pleaded.      He  could  repeat 
the  Question  on  a  subsequent  occasion, 
and,  if  necessary,  renew  the  debate.  He 
¥18  conscious  that  hon.  Members  viewed 
those  oft-recurring  Irish  discussions  with 
snoething  like  despair.     The  subject 
Ofershadowed  everything  else.    It  was 
the  last  thing  they  seriously   debated 
before  the  Becess,  and  it  was  the  first 
tiimg  after  their  re-assembling.    It  con- 
fronted them  at  every  turn — at  Question 
time  and  at  Adjournment.     There  were 
more  Notices  of  Motion  and  Bills  on  the 
Order  Book  of  the  House  respecting  Ire- 
land than  on  any  other  three  or  four 
tojncB.     There  was  no  aspect  of   the 
question  that  the  eye  could  survey  with 
satisfaction,  or  that  the  mind  could  dwell 
upon  with  hope.     In  the  interest  of  the 
ooontry,  of  the  House,  and  of  the  Go- 
Temment,   it  was  imperative  that  the 
pol](^  of  the  Ministry  should  be  re-cast, 
and  a  new  departure  taken.    No  doubt, 
fchej  had  acted  on    information    they 
~ ;  but  that  information,  as  his 


bon.  Friei 


I.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  had 
said,  was  purely  official.  They  had 
collected  their  knowledge  from  one  class 
of  the  community  alone,  and  that  the 
gioveming  class,  or,  rather,  Castle.  They 
bad  neither  contact  nor  sympathy  with 
the  Representatives  of  Irish  popular  opi- 
aion.  From  this  defective  knowledge 
they  had  made  an  incorrect  diagnosis  of 
the  disease,  and,  in  consequence  of  that 
error,  their  remedies  had  not  succeeded. 
Coercion  had  failed,  hopelessly  failed, 
and  deservedly  failed.  And  the  Land 
ict  had  not  succeeded.  They  had  treated 
a  great  democratic  and  social  uprising 
18  an  ordinary  agitation.  They  accused 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  of  having 
created  the  movement.  The  reverse  was 
the  fact — the  movement  had  created  the 
Hon,  Gentlemen.  They  were  the  out- 
come and  spokesmen  of  it.  A  year's 
experience  had  only  gone  to  show  that 
the  remedial  policy  of  the  Ministry  had 
iU)t  ensured  a  remedy,  and  their  repres- 
eive  policy  had  brought  greater  disorder. 
Per  their  own  interest  the  Government 
were  bound  to  give  immediate  considera- 
tion to  the  subject,  with  a  view  of  deal- 
ing with  it  under  fresh  conditions  and 
in  a  different  spirit  to  that  which  had 
hitherto  characterized  them.  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  Houso ;  but  be. 

VOL.  OOLXVUr.    [thikd  series.] 


fore  sitting  down  he  was  anxious  to 
say  one  word  about  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  No  one  had  spoken  more 
sharply  against  the  policy  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pursued  than  he 
had  done.  He  had  condemned  it  from 
the  first.  Before  it  was  adopted  he  had 
warned  the  House  repeatedly  as  to  the 
disastrous  consequences  that  would  flow 
from  it.     But,  while  he  condemned  the 

frocedure  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
reland  as  bitterly  and  as  strongly  as  any 
man  could  do,  he  could  not  join  with 
those  who  imputed  to  him  unworthy 
motives.  It  was  quite  easy  to  disagree 
with  a  man  and  still  respect  his  integrity. 
He  disagreed  with  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  far  enough ;  but  he  would 
have  no  hand  in  the  set  that  seemed  to 
be  made  at  him  personally.  The  policy 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
carried  out  was  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  policy  of  the  Party. 
If  he  went,  the  Government  should  go  ; 
and  if  the  Government  went,  the  Party 
should  go.  Any  credit  that  was  due  to 
the  Administration  for  success  would  be 
shared  alike,  and  any  discredit  that 
attached  to  them  for  failure  should  be 
participated  in  by  them  all.  They  were 
all  Coercionists,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  simply  been  their  instru- 
ment and  agent.  It  would  be  shabby  to 
single  him  out  for  sacrifice.  This  attempt 
to  throw  the  odium  of  a  false  and  fatal 
course  on  one  Member  would  only  recoil 
on  the  Party  as  a  whole  if  pushed  to 
a  conclusion.  He  hoped,  after  the  en- 
gagement of  the  Government  that  they 
would  get  further  information  and  sub- 
mit it  to  the  House,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  allow  the  Motion  to  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  the  high  respect 
he  had  for  the  character  and  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J. 
Cowen),  and  the  value  he  attached  to 
the  frank  admission  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess respecting  County  Inspector  Smith, 
led  him  to  respond  to  the  appeal  that 
had  been  made  to  him  to  withdraw  the 
Motion.  He  must  say,  however,  that 
it  had  not  been  proved  that  by  any  law 
these  people  should  be  kept  from  inha- 
biting these  huts.  Ho  therefore  thought 
they  should  have  some  assurance  that 
these  people  should  be  allowed  to  in- 
habit the  huts,  as  there  would  be  more 
danger  in  sending  them  away  than  in 
allowing  them  to  remain. 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  would  not  have  risen  to  take  part  in 
the  protracted  debate,  but  that  so  many 
Questions  had  been  put  to  him  by  hon. 
Members  that  he  rose  to  give  his  reasons 
for  the  opinion  he  expressed  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion.  That  opinion  was,  that 
if  it  was  found  that  the  tenants  in  ques- 
tion were  building  huts  for  the  purpose 
of  watching  the  farm,  and  of  doing  mis- 
chief to  persons  taking  the  farm,  or 
preventing  them  from  taking  the  farm, 
that  would  be  an  offence  against  the 
Common  Law,  as  any  lawyer  in  the 
House  was  perfectly  well  aware. 

Mk.  CALLAN  said,  he  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
had  exercised  a  wise  discretion,  although 
he  did  not  agree  with  all  that  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen).  There  was  always  a 
victim  when  a  mistake  had  been  made, 
arul  lie  hoppd  a  victim  would  be  made 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  deserved  it.  He  had  set  him- 
self directly  to  oppose  the  popular  voice 
of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  said  that  in  no 
other  country  than  Ireland  could  such 
an  abominable  Circular  have  been  issued. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
spoke  of  it  as  an  atrocious  Circular; 
but  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
not  said  one  word  in  condemnation  of 
it.  Was  that  fit  and  proper  conduct  for 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ?  Was 
that  the  manner  in  which  a  responsible 
Officer  of  the  Crown  was  to  obtain  the 
support  of  the  Irish  people  in  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order?  He  had 
given  an  uncandid  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion. The  Question  was  whether  a 
Circular  had  been  issued  by  the  County 
Inspector  of  Ennis,  and  no  other  officer 
was  implicated.  That  debate  would  never 
have  arisen  if  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  given  a  candid  answer.  He 
told  them  that  he  had  had  admission  of 
the  Circular,  but  had  not  said  one  word 
in  condemnation  of  it.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  took  credit  for  the  issue 
of  the  Circular,  for  he  said  that  the 
practical  effect  of  it  was  to  prevent  the 
shooting  of  Mr.  Clifford  iJoyd.  The 
idea  of  a  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
getting  up  in  that  House  and  admitting 
that  till  he  saw  that  Circular  yesterday 
he  knew  nothing  about  it.    The  hon. 


Member  for  Cork  had  advised  the  look 
ing  up  of  the  Inspectors  and  Sab-In 
spectors.  He  would  advise  the  Gbvern 
ment  to  look  up  the  Chief  Secretary  fo: 
Ireland  if  they  wished  to  have  peact 
and  contentment  in  Ireland.  He  wat 
far  more  mischievous  than  the  Inspector! 
or  the  Sub-Inspectors.  If  they  locked 
him  up  there  might  be  some  chance  oi 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  What  wat 
the  Government  of  Ireland  ?  Five  gen- 
tlemen governed  it.  There  was  Ur. 
Burke,  the  Under  Secretary,  who  wai 
Castle  clerk  from  his  youth  ;  Mr.  Hillier, 
the  Inspector  General,  who,  when  in  i 
subordinate  position,  had  more  than  on( 
inquiry  with  regard  to  his  conduct ;  anc 
Mr.  Anderson,  a  mongrel  lawyer,  haU 
attorney,  half-barrister,  who  U8urpe< 
very  much  the  duties  of  an  Attomo; 
General;  and  then  they  had  the  tw 
men  who  really  did  the  business  i 
Ireland;  who  made  the  machine  run- 
two  sound  Conservatives — namely,  M 
Hobinson  and  Mr.  Kay.  The  Chi 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  said  th 
charges  had  been  brought  against  If 
Lloyd  which  had  been  disproved;  b' 
would  he  tell  him  (Mr.  Callan)  whi 
there  had  been  a  chance  of  provic 
them  ?  He  was  sorry  that  the  Premie 
was  not  there;  but  probably,  with  tl 
caution  which  distinguished  him  on  son 
occasions,  he  had  stayed  away,  knowii 
the  direction  the  discussion  would  tak 
He  hoped  the  discussion  would  have  i 
effect  on  the  country,  and  that  thi 
would  be  the  last  occasion  on  whic 
they  would  see  the  Chief  Secretary  i 
the  official  position  of  Chief  Secretai 
for  Ireland.  As  long  as  he  remained  i 
that  Office  no  Irish  Member  would  pi 
any  trust  in  the  administration  of  Ini 
affairs.  ['*  Oh,  oh !  "]  Had  the  Chi. 
Secretary  for  Ireland  conciliated  a  sing 
person  in  the  country  ?  He  hoped  thi 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelana  woo) 
never  honour  them  with  his  presence  i 
Ireland  again. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  had  farth< 
considered  the  matter,  and  was  prepare 
to  state  what  he  proposed  to  do.  B 
would  put  down  a  Question  for  Monde 
concerning  the  huts,  and  the  Chief  Seen 
tary  for  Ireland  would  have  the  intern 
for  considering  whether  these  peop] 
should  be  allowed  to  wander  aboi 
through  the  district  or  inhabit  the  hnti 
He  begged  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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PBOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  PER- 
60X8  CLAIMING  TO  BE  AMERICAN 
CITIZENS  DETAINED  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tiiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
tter  the  €k)yemment  have  asked  the  Go- 
nmment  of  the  United  States  to  under- 
iike  that,  in  the  event  of  the  release  of 
die  "  suspects  "  claiming  the  rights  of 
American  citizenship,  they  would  go, 
lad  remain,  out  of  Treland,  or  out  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ;  whether  the  Ame- 
rican OoTernment  refused  to  give  any 
Rich  undertaking  on  the  subject ;  whe- 
tter,  since  the  refusal  in  question,  the 
United  States  Minister  here  has  de- 
manded that  these  suspects  be  at  once 
ideaaed  or  put  on  trial ;  and,  whether 
any  Member  of  the  Government  is  now 
in  communication  with  the  United  States 
IGniflter  in  reference  to  the  subject? 

8a  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  I 
can  only  repeat  the  answer  which  I  gave 
to  the  hon.  Member  on  Tuesday  last 
—namely,  that  I  think  it  would  be 
▼tty  inoonvenient  to  make,  in  reply  to 
ftla  Qaestion,  any  statement  that  would 
Qeeeasarily  be  an  imperfect  statement, 
••  Papers  will  be  very  speedily  laid  on 
fte  Table. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  OOWEN  asked  whether 
*ke  Papers  would  be  laid  on  the  Table 
next  week  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
eoold  not  state  the  exact  date. 

FORTH  BRIDGE  RAILWAY  BILL- 
BOARD OF  TRADE  REPORT. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Tresident 
rf  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  that  Board  to  make  any  re- 
port upon  the  proposed  Bridge  over  the 
Siver  Forth  (for  the  construction  of  which 

Ever  is  sought  under  the  Forth  Bridge 
lilway  Bill  now  in  dependence  before 
the  House),  and  upon  the  extent  to  which 
such  Bridge  may  interfere  with  or  other- 
wise affect  the  navigation  of  the  Forth, 
and  the  access  of  vessels  to  the  anchor- 

Sof  St.  Margaret's  Hope  ;  and,  if  not, 
it  are  the  reasons  for  no  such  report 
being  in  contemplation  ? 

mS.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Sir,  it  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
make  any  Report  on  the  proposed  bridge 
over  the  River  Forth.  Mj  hon.  Friend  is 
aware,  probably,  that  this  Bill  has  been 
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referred  to  a  Hybrid  Committee,  instead 
of,  as  is  the  ordinary  course,  a  Private 
Bill  Committee,  and  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  question  of  navigation,  involv- 
ing, as  it  does,  matters  of  detail,  may 
very  well  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Committee  without  coming  before  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  I  should  point  out, 
also,  it  is  rather  exceptional  for  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  make  any  Report. 

Mk.  ANDERSON :  WiU  the  Board  of 
Trade  bo  represented  on  the  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee, so  that  the  safety  of  the  public 
and  the  interests  of  navigation  will  be 
properly  looked  after  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  Board 
of  Trade  will  not  be  represented  on  the 
Committee. 


NAVY— CHATHAM  DOCKYARD  WORK- 
MEN. 

Mr.  GORST  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
all  the  men  employed  under  the  Clerk  of 
the  Works  Department  in  the  Chatham 
Dockyard  were  discharged  on  Friday 
last ;  whether  the  men  employed  on  Go- 
vernment work  in  this  department  will 
in  future  be  hired  and  employed  by 
Messrs.  Foord  and  Sons  of  Rochester, 
instead  of  by  the  Government  itself; 
whether  a  similar  arrangement  with 
the  same  contractors,  which  subsisted 
formerly,  was  discontinued  some  years 
ago  in  consequence  of  the  abuses  to 
which  it  gave  rise ;  and,  why  the  old 
system  has  been  ag:ain  revived  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  there  has 
been  no  discharge  of  hired  workmen 
employed  on  the  extension  works  at 
Chatham,  except  those  whose  ser- 
vices are  no  longer  required,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  near  completion  of  the 
works.  As  Messrs.  Foord  hold  the 
contract  for  ordinary  repairs,  any  men 
required  for  the  execution  of  works 
under  that  contract  must  necessarily  be 
hired  by  them ;  but  so  long  as  any  men 
are  required  on  the  extension,  they  will 
continue  to  be  hired  by  the  Admiralty 
as  at  present.  The  arrangement  under 
which  the  contractors  for  ordinary  re- 
pairs for  a  time  supplied  men  for  the 
extension  was  discontinued  in  1877,  not 
on  account  of  any  abuses,  but  simply  for 
the  purpose  of  saving  to  the  Government 
the  contractors'  protit  on  a  transaction 
which  the  Government  could  equally 
well  manage  for  itself.  That  arrange- 
ment was  due  to  the  representations  of 
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the  hon.  Member,  and  he  did  the  public 
^ood  service  in  the  matter.  There  is  no 
intention  to  revive  that  arrangement. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TRANS- 
FER OF  PRISONERS  DETAINED  UN. 
DER  THE  ACT  FROM  CLONMEL  GAOL 
TO  NAAS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that  22  suspects 
have  been  transferred  from  Clonmel  Gaol 
to  Naas,  owing  to  fever  having  broken 
out  in  the  former  Gaol;  and,  whether 
one  of  the  prisoners  so  transferred  has 
now  been  taken  ill ;  and,  if  so,  what  is 
the  nature  of  the  disease  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  true  that  22  persons,  confined 
under  the  Protection  Act,  were  trans- 
ferred from  Clonmel  to  Naas  Gaol. 
Fever  broke  out  in  Clonmel  Gaol  some 
time  ago,  and  although  there  had  been 
no  case  of  fever  in  that  prison  for  three 
weeks  previously,  it  was  thought  better 
that  the  prisoners  should  be  transferred. 
One  of  the  prisoners  so  transferred  had 
a  feverish  cold  a  day  or  two  ago,  but  the 
two  medical  officers  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  was  not  fever.  The  man  was 
now  better. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact,  as  stated  in  the 
telegrams,  that  the  political  prisoners 
have  been  removed  from  Clonmel  Gaol, 
on  account  of  the  prevalence  there  of 
fever,  to  the  gaol  at  Naas,  where  no 
fever  exists,  bringing  the  infection  with 
them ;  that  the  Naas  prisoners  refused 
to  enter  into  the  cells,  and  that  the  mili- 
tary were  called  in  to  compel  them  amid 
great  excitement ;  and,  whether  he  sanc- 
tioned this  exercise  of  power  by  the  mili- 
tary force  to  compel  uninfected  prisoners 
confined  on  mere  suHpicion  to  mix  with 
prisoners  from  an  infected  gaol  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  true  that  these  prisoners  re- 
fused to  return  to  their  cells,  and  the 
Governor,  after  a  good  deal  of  remon- 
strance, found  it  necessary  to  obtain  the 
assistance  of  50  soldiers  and  a  force  of  po- 
lice to  compel  them  to  return  to  their  cells. 
Me.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  whether 
it  was  not  possible  to  transfer  those  pri- 
soners to  any  other  prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  there  was 
no  reason  to  believe  the  man  bad  taken 
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fever  in  Clonmel.  They  bad  got  tl 
idea  into  their  heads,  perhaps  not  ni 
naturally,  and  they  acted  with  insubo 
dination,  which  had  to  be  put  a  stop  t 
There  was  every  reason  to  believe  thei 
was  no  foundation  for  it. 

POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  —  DISTURBANCE 
IN  THE  ISLAND  OF  SKYK 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  aske 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  he  can  explai 
the  circumstances  under  which  fif^  i 
the  Glasgow  Police  Force  have  been  sei 
to  the  Island  of  Skye  ;  and,  whether  th 
step  has  been  taken  with  his  sanctio 
and  on  whom  the  cost  will  fall  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  : 
Balfour)  :  8ir,  for  several  months  pa 
the  crofters — small  tenants — at  Brae 
in  the  Island  of  Skye,  have  refused 
pay  any  rent  unless  on  condition  of  gc 
ting  back  a  piece  of  hill  grazing  of  whii 
they  say  they  were  deprived  some  17  < 
18  years  ag^.  In  consequence  of  tl 
crofters  taking  this  position.  Lord  Ma 
donald,  the  proprietor,  or  his  facto 
sent  a  Sherifif  s  officer  to  Braes,  on  tl 
7th  of  this  month,  to  serve  summons^ 
for  the  payment  of  rent,  and  all 
summonses  for  removal  upon  crof 
ers.  The  Sheriff's  officer  was  accoo 
panied  by  an  assistant,  and  also  by 
ground  officer  in  the  employment  of  Lox 
Macdonald.  When  they  came  to  Brae 
they  were  met  and  stopped  by  aboi 
150  persons,  who  assaulted  them,  too 
from  the  Sheriff's  officer  the  summonse 
burned  them  on  the  spot,  and  at  the  sani 
time  threatened  the  officer  with  moi 
serious  violence  if  he  returned.  It  was 
clear  case  of  premeditated  assault  on  a 
officer  executing  a  legal  warrant,  and 
accordingly  directed  that  four  or  five  i 
the  ringleaders  who  had  been  name 
should  be  apprehended  and  tried.  Tl 
authorities  of  the  county  —  Invemesi 
shire — stated  that  they  believed  thi 
the  force  of  constables  at  their  dispost 
might  not  be  adequate  for  the  apprehei 
sion  of  the  offenders,  and  they  therefoi 
applied  to  the  police  authorities  at  Glai 
gow  for  aid,  under  the  provisions  of  th 
Glasgow  Police  Act,  and  the  Glasgow 
authorities  gave  the  services  of  the  cob 
stables  in  regard  to  whom  the  Questio 
is  asked.  These  steps  were  taken  witl 
my  approval,  and  the  offenders  were  ap 
prehended  and  lodged  in  prison  yester 
day  morning  with  a  view  to  their  trial 
The  cost  will  fall  on  the  coun^  of  In 
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Terawt-sbire,  as  the  constables  were  re- 
quired for  the  rindicatioD  of  the  law  in 
thit  county. 

UW  AND  JUSTICE— "GURNEY  v. 

BBADLATTOH." 
Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
Mj  Qeneral,  "Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  defendant's  demurrer 
in  Oumey  t.  Bradlaugh,  now  standing 
for  argument  !n  the  Queen's  Bonch 
Dirinon  ;  whether  the  demurrer  chal- 
Imgea  the  legality  of  certain  proceedings 
ot  the  House  in  similar  terras  to  a  de- 
nmirer  in  Stockdale  v.  Hansard ;  whe- 
ther, since  in  the  last  named  case  the 
tlini  Attorney  Qeneral  was  instructed  to 
ipoeu  and  appeared,  in  the  name  of  the 
deiendant,  in  order  to  defend  the  privi- 
leges of  this  House,  any  Correspondence 
liu  taken  place  between  either  of  the 
Hiidtors  fur  the  parties  in  Gumey  v. 
Bndlangb  and  any  officer  of  this  House  ; 
ud,  whether  there  is  any  objection  to 
1*7  mch  Correspondence  upon  the  Table? 
TuE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekbt  James)  :  Sir,  aiy  attention  has 
Wn  called  to  the  pleadings  in  the  action 
irf  "Qurney  p.  Bradlaugh  "  in  conse- 
ineoce  of  Mr.  Speaker  having  placed 
Ulemia  my  hands.  They  were  forwarded 
*o  Mr.  Speaker  by  the  solicitors  of  Mr. 
^■dl&ugh,  accompanied  by  a  courteous 
Mter  calling  his  attention  to  the  ques- 
tWDs  involved.  Having,  at  the  request 
|if  Ur.  Speaker,  considered  them  in  con- 
J»netion  with  the  Solicitor  General,  it 
fppeared  to  us  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  issues  raised  which  affected  this 
Binue,  so  as  to  require  any  interference 
nittpart  or  the  intervention  of  the  Law 
Offictrs  on  behalf  of  the  House.  In  the 
«»  of  "Stockdale  p.  Hansard,"  the 
«fion  was  brought  against  Messrs. 
aansud  in  consequence  of  their  having 
obeyed  an  Order  of  the  House  to  print: 
t^n^a  official  Reports  presented  to  Par- 
luneut,  which  were  aUeged  to  contain 
libellous  matter;  and  it  was  thought  that 
*>  the  bringing  the  action  was  a  contempt 
of  the  House,  and  that  it  was  directly  re- 
Sensible  for  such  publication,  its  agents 
ooght  to  be  protected,  and  the  Attor- 
*tj  General  was  directed  to  defend  the 
Officers  of  the  House.  But  in  this  present 
cue,  no  such  considerations  arise.  With 
tile  action  for  penalties  in  itself  the  House 
is  not  conoerned,  although,  no  doubt,  tQe 
nnilt  may  be  of  interest  and  nITord  guid- 
uoe  to  Members  individually.  The  only 


correspondence  which  exists  ie  the  letter 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  solicitor  forwarding 
the  pleadings,  and  the  reply  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  in  which  he  says  that — 

"  He  sees  no  reason  for  liU  intettRring  in  any 
way  vith  tho  pro^oedingg  aow  pending  in  con- 
nection with  the  suit  in  queation." 

If  the  House  should  desire  these  two 
formal  letters  to  be  printed.  I  have  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Speaker  to  say  that 
there  ie  no  objection  to  the  wish  being 
complied  with;  but  probably  ray  hon. 
Friend  will  not  press  the  request. 

STATE  OF  lEELANU-POLICE  PROTEC 

riON-MURDER  OF  A  CARETAKER. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that,  in  the 
case  of  Richmond  Roach,  a  caretaker  in 
the  employ  of  the  Emergency  Committee 
in  Dublin,  and  who  was  shot  dead  OD 
the  night  of  the  1 7th.  on  the  property  of 
Mr,  Caldwall,  near  New  Pallas,  county 
Limerick,  that  special  protection  had 
been  applied  for  and  refused  by  the 
Irish  Executive? 

Mr.  lewis  asked  whether  there 
was  any  truth  in  the  report  that  the 
bailiff  of  Lord  Leconfield  had  been  mur- 
dered in  the  county  of  Clare? 

Mr.  W.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  aa  far  as  he  could  learn,  there  was 
no  foundation  for  the  report  just  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry. 
W^ith  regard  to  the  cose  mentioned  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire,  he  had  telegraphed 
for  specific  information,  and  would  give 
him  a  precise  answer  hereafter  upon  it. 
The  statement  he  had  already  received 
was  that  there  were  four  caretakers  in 
this  place.  They  .were  armed  with  Snider 
rifles,  revolvers,  and  swords,  and  it  was 
thought  that  they  needed  no  special 
protection ;  but  frequent  police  patrols 
were  ordered  in  the  district.  The  poor 
man  who  was  murdered  was  murdered 
away  frora  his  post  when  ho  was  aione. 
If  his  comrades  bad  kept  with  him  it 
was  probable  that  ho  would  not  have 
been  murdered. 


Me.  BURT  asked  tho  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Hume  Department,  If  he 
will  authorise  the  appointment  of  some 
competent  legal  man  to  represent  the 
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Home  OflSce  at  the  Coroner's  Inquests  uji^^jjj,  reveNUE-THE  INCOME  TAX 
at  Tudhoe  and  West  Stanley  Colhories,  (SCHEDULE  B)-ENGL18H  AND 

in  order  that  a  searching  investigation  ^^^^^  FAHMEEa 

may  bo  made  into  the  cause  of  the  explo-  ^^^^-t^^t      -i    ••  »*-     i^i         -»» 

Bions  and  loss  of  life  at  those  places  ?  Mr.  BIDDELL  cwked  Mr.  Chancellor 

Mb.  HIBBERT,  in  reply,  said,   his  ofthe  Exchequer,  Whether  he  wm  air  are 

right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  given  that  an  English  farmer  who  paid  a  ront 

instructions  to  appoint  a  competent  legal  o^  ^500  a-year  for  a  farm,  subject  to   a 

person  to  attend  the  inquests  in  ques-  tithe  of  £120  and  rates  of  £50a.yeiar, 

tion  would  pay  an  Income  Tax  of  £5  12t.  1  Oa. 

while  a  Scotch  farmer,  holding  a  f&rm 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  (DISFRANCHISE-  ^f  ]^q  ^^j^e  ^nd  subject  to  similar  out- 

MENT)  BILL-SUSPENDED  BOROUGHS,  goings,  would  pay  but  £4  17i.  8«?.;  and, 

Mr.  lewis  asked  the  First  Lord  of  whether  he  will  teke  this  inequali^  C  ^^ 

the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard  per  cent.)  into  his  consideration  by  w- 

tothe  serious  questions  affecting  seven  ^T°«  *^^S^"P^?^/ 5^^^^ 
Constituencies  at  present  deprived  either        ^^^  FREDERICK  9AVENDI8S : 

wholly  or  in  part  of  their  representation  Sir,  the  facts  as  stated  m  the  Question 

in  this  House,  and  also  relating  to  the  are    correct,   and    doubtless    show     an 

conduct  at  recent  Elections  of  two  Cabi-  apparent  mequahty  in  the  treatment    «J 

net  Ministers,  raised  by  the  Amendment  the  two  countries.     But  ^e  system^ 01 

on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Corrupt  assessment    to   Schedule   B,  which  x^ 

Practices    (Disfranchisement)    Bill,   he  eludes  this  inequality,  has  existed  siri^ 

will  fix  an  early  day,  after  the  disposal  ^^2,  and  was,  I  beheve,  explained  r>J 

of  the  Budget  Resolutions,  for  the  dis-  8^^  Robert  Peel  m  imposing  the  Inoot^ 

cussion  on  the  Second  Reading  ?  Tax.     The  intention  is  m  both  countrL^" 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  :  to  levy  the  tax  according  to  the  true  i^' 

Sir,  on  behalf  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  come  of  the  farmer. 

I  have  to  say  that  the  Government  are        ^.^^,.,,„vxr«    ««r,^^T^oi«  ^^  «,«^ 
perfectly  aware  of  the  importance  of  the        PAHLLiMENT-BUSINESS  OF  THE 
questions  affecting  several  constituencies  HOUSE    TUESDAYS, 
which  are  raised  by  the  Bill  referred  to        Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  tln^ 
in  the  Question  of  the   hon.  Member.  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whethe^^ 
With  reference,    however,    to    a  para-  seeing  that  the  House  has  already  bee^ 
graph  in  the  Question,  I  am  unable  to  counted  out  on  many  successive  Tues^ 
admit  that  the  conduct  of  two  Members  days  this  Session,  he  will  endeavour  tc7 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been  secure  the  keeping  of  a  House  on  sucl^- 
impugned    by  anyone  except   the  hon.  days  in  the  future,  so  that  the  remain^ 
Member  himself.     The  fact  is  that  both  ing  Tuesdays  of  the  Session  may  noir 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen   referred  to  also  be  wholly  or  mainly  lost  to  the  busi* 
were  examined  by  the  Commissioners,  ness  of  the  Country  ? 
and  in  neither  case  was  the  slightest       The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
censure  passed  on  them.     I  am  unable,  Sir,  I  have  to  say  it  is  impossible  for 
therefore,  to  admit  that  the  intention  of  the   Government  to   undertake  the  re- 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  bring  forward  sponsibility  for  the  performance  of  duty 
certain    not    specified    charges  against  which  certainly  devolves  upon  the  House 
them  constitutes  any  degree  of  urgency;  itself.     I  believe  it  never  nas  been  con- 
but  the  Government  are  conscious  of  sidered  that  it  is  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
the  importance  of  the  Bill,  and  it  is  with  Government  to  keep  a  House  ou  Tuea- 
very  great  regret  that  I  have  to  state  day  nights.      If  hon.  Members  do  not 
that  we  are  at  this  moment  unable  to  take   sufficient  interest  in  the  matters 
fix  a  day  for  the  discussion.  which  are  brought  forward  by  indepen- 
Mr.  LEWIS  gave  Notice  that  on  that  dent  Members,  I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the 
day  week  he  would  move  the  issue  of  power  of  the  Government  to  obviate  the 
new  Writs  for  the  cities  of  Gloucester  consequences.  In  fact,  I  am  assured  that 
and  Chester,  and  that,  with  respect  to  it  has  been  found  to  be  absolutely  impos- 
Chester,  he  would  then  state  the  charge  sible,  when  the  attempt  has  been  made, 
against  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  the  to   secure  the  attendance  of  Members 
President    of    the    Local    Gt)vemment  who  might  be  willing  to  come  to  facili- 
Board.  tate  the  progress  of  Government  Bnsi- 

JUr.  Burt 
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ii€8S.  They  do  not  feel  themselves  bound 
to  keep  a  House  for  independent  Mem- 
bers.   I   have,   however,   to   add  that, 
partly  in  consequence  of  what  has  oc- 
curred, partly  with  the  desire  to  obviate 
WL  farther  waste  of  time  from  such  a 
caase,  and  partly,  further,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  endeavouring  to  make  some  pro- 
fipress  with  the  important  measures  the 
Oovemment  have  on  hand,  we  propose 
on  Tuesday  next,   and  on   subsequent 
^aesdays,  to  ask  the  House  to  sit  at  2 
o'clock.    I  would  also  add  that  I  under- 
B'tand,  on  the  authority  of  the  authori- 
tLies  of  the  House,  that  sufficient  progress 
lias  now  been  made  with  the  transaction 
of  Private  Business  to  enable  the  House 
lo  meet  for  the  transaction  of  Public 
^^usiness  somewhat  earlier  than  it  has 
liitherto  done,  and  on  Monday  next,  in 
"fclie  opinion  of  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Public 
^^usiness  may  be  commenced  at  a  quarter 
past  4  o'clock. 

Mb.  GOEST  asked.  Would  the  House 
Ixave  an  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
opinion  on  their  proposed  Tuesday  Morn- 
ing Sittings  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
ftaid,  he  did  not  think  it  was  usual  to 
xnake  a  Motion  for  the  House  to  meet  on 
Tuesday.  The  House  usually  ordered 
tlie  consideration  of  a  certain  Bill  to  take 
place  at  2  o'clock.  He  would  not  post- 
pone any  Bills  for  that  purpose  to-night. 
There  was  no  intention  of  taking  Friday 
liloming  Sittings. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Staiford  Northcote, 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  he  was  not  able  at  that  time 
to  say  what  Government  Business  would 
be  taken  next  Tuesday. 

ORDER    OF   THE    DAY, 

— M>.:o:-^ — 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

XAVY— STRENGTH  OF  THE  NAVY. 

RESOLUTION. 

Lord  HENRY  LENNOX,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  strength  and 
condition  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy ;  and  to 
move— 

"That,  owing;  to  tho  enormous  increase  in 
Uie  Iron-clad  Navies  of  Uio  World,  iho  Trade 
and  Commerce  of  the  Empire  is  endangered, 


and  that  it  is  desirable  that  steps  should  be  at 
once  taken  to  make  an  adequate  addition  to  the 
strength  of  the  Navy," 

said,  that  the  difficulty  of  interesting 
the  public  on  this  subject  was,  strange 
to  say,  very  great.  The  fact  was,  that 
from  their  cradle  upwards  Englishmen 
were  taught  to  believe  that  England 
must  needs  be  the  mistress  of  the  seas, 
and  were  accustomed  to  hear  incessant 
praises  of  our  Navy,  and  the  reiterated 
statement  that  it  was  strong  enough  to 
meet  all  the  Navies  of  the  world.  It 
had  always  been  said  that  our  Navy 
ought  to  be  a  match,  not  only  for  the 
Fleet  of  any  one  Power,  but  for  those  of 
any  probable  combination  of  Powers. 
That  was  the  doctrine  held  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  century,  and  he  only 
regretted  the  prevalence  of  the  delusion 
that  our  Navy  was  actually  sufficient  for 
that  purpose  in  the  present  day.  At 
the  beginning  of  the  century  the  vic- 
tories that  covered  our  naval  heroes  with 
glory  were  due  to  the  excellence  of  our 
seamen  and  of  our  seamanship.  A  revo- 
lution, however,  had  taken  place  in  ship- 
building, and  another  revolution,  under 
the  able  direction  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  was  also  in 
progress,  by  which  gunners  and  stokers 
were  substituted  for  sailors.  Several 
circumstances  combined  to  make  it  more 
and  more  difficult  for  our  Navy  to  main- 
tain its  old  superiority.  Eighteen  years 
ago  there  were  only  four  or  five  consi- 
derable Naval  Powers.  But  now  every 
single  State  endeavoured  to  possess  men- 
of-war.  Italy  built  enormous  vessels 
that  were  unmatched  by  any  of  our  own  ; 
and  even  China  had  steel  gunboats  with 
guns  heavier  than  those  of  the  Inflexible, 
And  to  say  nothing  of  the  fact  that 
steam  and  electricity  favoured  rapid 
combinations,  England  was  unquestion- 
ably more  vulnerable  now  than  formerly. 
Her  Navy,  it  was  evident,  had  always 
had  to  perform  far  more  difficult  duties 
than  that  of  her  most  powerful  neigh- 
bour. According  to  Admiral  Fanshawe, 
England  in  1805  had  83  line- of- battle 
ships  in  commission,  while  her  enemies, 
France  and  Spain,  had  respectively  37 
and  24  ;  but  when  the  hour  of  danger 
came  we  could  assemble  only  27  ships — 
the  other  56  being  engaged  in  protecting 
our  Colonies  and  our  trade — as  against 
33  vessels  of  the  combined  French  and 
Spanish  Fleets.  He  would  venture  to 
quote  a  few  figures  which  would  show 
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the  magnitude  of  the  commercial  inte- 
rests that  would  have  to  bo  protected  by 
our  Navy.  He  found  that  the  trade  of 
the  United  Kingdom  amounted  in  1878 
to  £614,254,600,  and  our  Colonial  trade 
to  no  less  than  £964,000,000— that  being 
more  than  a  fourth  of  the  trade  of  the 
world.  The  tonnage  of  the  trading 
steamers  during  the  same  time  was — 
British  tonnage,  4,200,000 ;  and  French 
tonnage,  420,000.  He  quoted  these 
figures  to  show  the  relative  duties  which 
the  Fleets  of  the  two  countries  had  to 
perform  in  time  of  peace.  Then,  again, 
the  increase  of  our  food  supply  during 
the  last  few  years  had  been  most  remark- 
able. In  1846  the  iniports  of  corn  and 
flour  into  the  United  Kingdom  amounted 
to  17  lbs.  weight  per  head  of  the  popula- 
tion. In  1858  it  had  risen  to  70  lbs. ;  in 
1865  to  93  lbs. ;  and  in  1878  to  188  lbs. 
Our  Colonies  and  Dependencies,  too, 
which  we  had  to  defend  embraced  one- 
seventh  of  the  land  surface  of  the  globe 
and  nearly  one-fourth  of  its  population, 
and  the  total  area  was  estimated  at 
7,647,000  miles,  or  more  than  60  times 
the  extent  of  other  countries.  The  total 
area  of  the  French  Colonies  was  335,629 
square  miles.  In  referring  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Fleet  of  our  nearest  neighbour 
he  was  not  actuated  by  any  feeling  of 
hostility  to  the  French  Government  or 
to  the  French  nation.  He  wished  that 
this  country  would  remain  on  terms  of 
the  strongest  amity  with  the  French 
Government.  Tet,  above  all  things,  he 
was  an  Englishman,  and  he  thought  it 
was  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  especially  of 
the  Admiralty,  to  the  statement  which 
he  had  made  elsewhere,  when  he  had 
not  the  advantage  of  the  presence  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  He  began 
with  a  comparison  of  the  two  Fleets,  and 
for  that  purpose  he  would  be^in  with 
our  iron-dad  fleet  absolutely  built — that 
was  to  say,  the  iron-clads  that  were  in 
commission  and  in  reserve.  There  were 
28  iron-clads.  Of  these,  14  were  of  the 
first  class,  9  of  the  second  class,  and  5  were 
for  coast  defence.  The  French  had  now 
in  reserve  and  in  commission  a  total  of 
19.  Of  these,  9  were  of  the  first  class, 
3  of  the  second  class,  and  5  for  coast 
defence.  Of  the  British  Fleet,  those  that 
were  at  home  at  the  present  moment  for 
the  protection  of  our  coasts  were  9  tir»t- 
class,  3  second-class,  and  5  coast  defences, 
making  1 7  in  all.     The  French  had  at 
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home  6  first-class,  4  second-class,  and 
coast  defence  vessels,  making  14;  i 
that  while  our  iron-clad  navy  numben 
28,  and  the  French  19,  the  ships 
home  were  only  17  in  our  case  and  '. 
in  theirs.  It  was  an  absolute  fact  th 
of  our  1 7  first-class  seagoing  iron-cladf 
were  purchased  during  a  panic  by  the  la 
Government ;  and  he  thought  the  Seci 
tary  to  the  Admiralty  and  his  hon.andgf 
lant  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Wigti 
Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay)  would  ag^ee  wi 
him  that  ships  bought  in  a  time  of  par 
were  not  likely  to  be  of  the  class  whi 
you  would  deliberately  select  to  be  add< 
to  the  Navy  or  would  build  in  a  doc 
yard.  It  was  a  most  remarkable  fai 
and  he  hoped  the  House  and  the  count 
would  take  it  to  heart,  that  while  tl 
French  laid  down  a  programme  whi< 
they  carried  out  carefully,  steadily,  ai 
completely,  our  naval  policy  was 
system  of  spasmodic  efforts — at  one  tin 
of  going  back  for  the  purpose  of  econom 
and  at  another  time,  in  the  face  of 
panic,  of  jumping  in  and  buying  wh 
ships  could  be  got.  We  had  five  coa 
defence  vessels.  He  would  say  nothio 
of  their  seagoing  qualities.  They  wei 
ordered  during  the  panic  which  followc 
upon  the  outbreak  of  the  war  betwec 
France  and  Germany.  They  were  brougl 
under  the  notice  of  the  Committee  < 
Designs  and  strongly  condemned  I 
Admiral  Byder.  His  right  hon.  Fries 
the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admirall 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  who  was  now  pp 
sent,  declared  in  a  work  recently  pul 
lished  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Con 
mittee,  the  coast  defence  vessels  whic 
were  purchased  in  a  time  of  panic  wei 
only  able  to  go  safely  from  port  to  por 
and  that  in  fine  weather.  There  wf 
another  point  to  which  he  wished  1 
draw  attention,  and  that  was  that,  whil 
our  iron-clads  were  knocking  about  i 
the  Mediterranean  and  wearing  out  the 
engines  and  their  boilers  and  strainin 
themselves  go  that  after  four  years'  se: 
vice  an  enormous  sum  was  required  1 
repair  and  refit  them,  the  French  vesse 
in  reserve  remained  quietly  in  port  an 
were  as  good  as  on  the  day  they  left  tb 
dockyard,  the  police  duties  being  pe: 
formed  by  what  were  called  obscdet 
ships.  He  had  been  charged  with  lea.\ 
ing  vessels  out  of  his  English  list  thf 
ought  to  have  been  in  it.  All  he  cool 
say  was  that  he  had  never  left  out 
single  vessel  from  the  list  of  iroo-ola 
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ships  except  those  included  in  the  Ad- 
minltj  official  documents  as  obsolete 
ships.    [Mr.  Trevelyan  :    Included  in 
what  list  r]    The  ordinary  Admiralty  list. 
We  knew  now  exactly  how  we  stood. 
We  had  28  iron-clads  against  19,  and 
17  for  home    service  against  14  which 
the  French  also  had  in  reserve.     The 
L      next  part  he  had  to  deal  with  was  the 
most  important  of  all,  and  that  was  the 
baUding  programme.    In  discussing  the 
baading  programme  of  the  two  countries 
thev  most  always  remember  one  thiug, 
and  that  was  that  wages  were   much 
lower  in  France  than  they  were  in  Eng- 
land, and  that  the    money  voted    by 
France  for  the  Naval  Estimates  embodied 
a  larger  amount  of  work  than  the  same 
amount  of  money  in  England.     In  the 
English  Dockyards  during  the  Adminis- 
trations of  Lord  Northbrook   and  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  15,963 
men  were  employed ;  while  this  year  that 
number  was  raised  to  16,844,  being  an 
increase  of  800  or  900  men.     The  policy 
which  induced  the  hon.  Member  to  sanc- 
tion this  increase  he  entirely  approved 
of,  and  he  congratulated  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber upon  it;  but,  after  all,  it  was  not 
an  absolute  increase,  for  large  numbers 
of  men  were  discharged  last  year,  and  a 
Snpplementary  Vote  of  £50,000  for  over- 
time was  the  consequence.     They  now 
had  16,844  men ;  but  the  French  had  at 
least  22,500,  or  something  between  5,000 
and  6,000  more  men  than  we  had.    Dur- 
ing the  French  year,  which  was  reckoned 
from  January  to  the  following  December, 
they  contemplated  building  16,000  tons 
according  to  our  reckoning,  or  21,000 
tons  according  to  their  own  measure- 
ment,   which  included   hulls  and   ma- 
chinery, in   1882,  and  26,000  in  1883, 
thus  showing  an  increase  of  5,000  tons 
in  the  year  1883.     This  was  not  a  spas- 
modic effort  or  the  result  of  panic  on  the 
part  of  France.     It  was  a  careful  and 
well- measured  system  of  carrying  out 
the  programme  which  they  started  with 
great  vitality  two  yeai*s  after  a  disas- 
trous war,  in  1872,  which  they  revised 
in  1879,  and  which  was  to  be  completed 
in  1885.     They  would  then  have  no  less 
than  38  iron-clads,  12  second-class  iron- 
clads for  coast  defences,  which  had  been 
Buspended  during  further  torpedo   ex- 
periments, 34  cruisers,  troopships,  and 
other  vessels.     Their  determination  to 
carry  out  this  scheme  was  evinced  by 
the  enormous  sums  of  money  voted  year 


by  year  for  the  purposes.  In  1882, 
269,342,422f.,  and  in  1883, 280,618,343f. 
was  to  be  applied  to  that  object,  though 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  8,275, 92  If. 
only  of  that  sum  was  a  real  increase  in 
the  Vote,  the  balance,  amounting  to 
3,000,000f.,  accruing  from  the  sale  of 
old  stores,  one-fourth  of  the  whole  being 
devoted  to  the  service  of  the  New  Con- 
struction Department.  The  Vote  for  this 
portion  of  the  Service  amounted  in  1882 
to  35,842,000f.,  and  in  the  Estimates  for 
1883  to  40,336,400f.— that  waste  say,  an 
increase  of  5,000,000f.  in  the  year  1883  as 
compared  with  1882,  and  of  14,000,000f. 
as  compared  with  the  year  1881.  If  evi- 
dence were  needed  of  the  determination 
of  successive  French  Governments  to  carry 
out  the  programme  they  had  originally 
laid  down,  these  figures  would  supply  it. 
The  French  Government  had  also  made 
estimates  as  to  how  far  the  work  begun 
upon  each  of  the  new  iron-clads  had 
progressed  in  a  manner  similar  to  the 
plan  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  During 
the  naval  year  in  England,  three  iron- 
clads would  be  built  and  added  to  the 
Navy,  seven  would  be  commenced,  and 
two  so  little  advanced  that  they  could 
hardly  say  they  had  been  commenced. 
He  would  say  they  had  been  talked 
about.  In  the  French  Estimates  for 
1883,  there  would  be  five  iron-clads 
built,  nine  commenced,  and  two  talked 
about.  That  would  give  us  in  1883 
three  more  iron-clads  than  the  French, 
but  if  we  consider  the  French  Dockyards, 
with  their  enormous  staff  and  their  un- 
limited Votes  of  Credit,  and  if  both  na- 
tions maintained  their  relative  rate  of 
naval  progress,  where  should  we  be  in 
1885?  These  Estimates,  moreover,  for 
1883,  were  moderate  Estimates,  were 
such  as  moderate  men  would  accept,  and 
they  would  not  sanction  any  less;  but 
they  were  not  such  Estimates  as  the 
'^  Grand  Ministry"  of  M.  Gambetta 
would  have  voted.  By  1885  the  French 
would  have  added  to  their  Fleet  a  num- 
ber of  most  powerful  ships,  and  with  steel 
armour.  Five  of  these  ships  would  have 
their  guns  protected  by  1 8  inches  of  steel 
armour.  Five  others  would  have  their 
guns  protected  by  16  inches  of  solid 
steel  armour.  Four  of  them  would  have 
at  the  water-line  20  inches  of  steel 
armour.  Two  of  them  would  have  at 
the  water-line  21^  inches  of  steel  ar- 
mour, and  four  others  would  have  18 
inches  of  steel  armour.    If  the  state- 
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luent  he  had  made  was  mythical,  then 
the  statements  made  before  the  French 
Chamber  of  Deputies  were  mythical  too. 
They  could  not  avoid  coming  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  highly  probable — 
nay,  more  than  probable — that  in  1885, 
France,  who  dia  not  depend  upon  the 
sea  for  her  food  supplies,  who  had  few 
Colonies,  and  an  insignificant  trade — 
France,  who  had  a  Standing  Army  of 
nearly  1,000,000,  would  have  an  armour- 
clad  Fleet  equal  in  number,  if  not  su- 
perior, to  that  possessed  by  that  Empire 
which  used  to  be  considered  the  mistress 
of  the  seas.  He  hoped  that  public 
opinion  might  be  brought  to  bear,  in 
some  measure,  on  this  subject,  and  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  who, 
while  addressing  audiences  in  the 
country,  expressed  his  determination  to 
keep  up  the  strength  and  prestige  of 
the  r^avy,  would  have  the  backbone  to 
insist  upon  the  making  the  necessary 
additions  to  the  Navy.  The  additions  to 
the  French  Navy  would  be  completed 
much  sooner  than  had  been  originally 
intended,  and  with  this  view  arrange- 
ments had  been  made  for  pushing  on  the 
ships  with  still  more  activity.  They 
would  be  finished,  in  fact,  in  three 
years,  instead  of  six  years.  The  im- 
mense additions  which  the  Minister  of 
Marine  made  to  the  Estimates  were  for 
the  purpose  of  finishing  the  ships  in 
three  years.  As  to  unarmoured  ships, 
certainly  we  had  made  great  efforts  to 
add  to  our  cruisers ;  not  that  England 
had  done  all  that  he  could  have  wished 
to  see  done.  While  we  had  been  very 
active  in  completing  our  cruisers,  the 
French  had  not  been  idle  either.  They 
were  building  two  first-class  cruisers 
which  would  be  able  to  steam  at  the 
rate  of  10  knots  an  hour  over  5,000 
miles  at  a  stretch.  This  must  add 
greatly  to  the  strength  of  the  French 
Navy.  With  reference  to  the  difference 
between  the  system  of  artillery  adopted 
in  France  and  that  adopted  by  England, 
it  seemed  to  him  that,  during  the  last 
20  years,  successive  Governments  in 
England  appeared  to  have  been  asleep. 
They  did  not  seem  to  have  been  able  to 
keep  pace  with  the  naval  artillery  of 
France  and  Germany.  There  was  one 
suggestion  which  he  had  very  much  at 
heart,  and  that  was  the  absolute  neces- 
sity of  establishing  a  Department  of 
Naval  Ordnance.  [**  Hear,  hear!  "1  He 
was  very  glad  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
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Member  (General  Sir  George  Balfou 
cheered  that  remark,  as  when  he  can 
to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House  1 
would  claim  the  support  of  the  hon.  ai 
gallant  Member.  Perhaps  one  of  tl 
most  important  points  of  all  was  the  pt 
eonnel  of  the  Navy.  They  could  n 
guide  ships  and  fight  them  without  me 
Attention  had  been  called  to  the  perso 
nel  of  our  Navy  some  years  ag^,  and  tl 
folly  was  pointed  out  of  looking  up< 
the  petty  officers  and  seamen  as  nghtii 
men.  It  was  observed  that  9,000  we 
stewards  and  others  who  could  not  1 
regarded  as  fighting  men.  They  did  n 
know  how  to  hold  a  gun,  as  they  hi 
never  been  trained.  What  he  wish< 
to  impress  on  his  hon.  Friends  opposi 
was  the  advisability  of  introducing 
system  by  which  every  man  who  a 
peared  in  the  Estimates  as  connect! 
with  Vote  1  should  be  trained  as 
combatant.  Our  total  of  petty  office: 
and  men  was  31,000,  the  French  ha 
over  85,000;  and,in  1873,  when  it  wi 
argued  in  this  country  that  the  moi 
powerful  ships  required  a  less  number  i 
men,  in  France  the  number  of  seamc 
was  increased  by  845,  and  the  reasc 
given  was  that  it  was  required  on  a 
count  of  the  more  powerful  character  < 
the  ships.  With  regard  to  the  Marine 
that  force  had  been  reduced  by  the  Gk 
verDment  to  the  extent  of  600.  Th 
year  the  Marine  Force  of  Great  Britai 
stood  at  12,400,  while  that  of  Franc 
stood  at  22,014.  The  French  Mario 
Force  formed,  perhaps,  the  most  highlj 
trained  and  valuable  body  of  comba< 
ants  in  that  country.  He  might  mentio 
that  this  was  the  force  that  defende 
Paris  with  the  greatest  success.  In  ac 
dition  the  French  had  a  Marine  Keserv 
Force  of  10,752  highly- trained  and  dii 
ciplined  men,  so  that  their  Marine  Fore 
really  amounted  to  more  than  32,00 
men.  Even  if  we  were  permitted  t 
add  our  4,000  Coastguards  to  our  Ma 
rines,  the  preponderance  in  favour  € 
France  was  found  to  be  16,854.  Wha' 
he  asked,  could  be  the  object  of  a  Powc 
which  was  not  dependent  upon  foreig 
food  supplies,  which  possessed  but  fei 
Colonies,  and  which  had  only  an  insig 
uificant  trade  to  protect — what  could  b 
the  object  of  her  having,  in  addition  t 
1,000,000  men  in  arms,  an  iron-da 
Fleet  equal  to  or  greater  than  that  of  th 
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occasion  he  shoiild  tell  the  House  what 
da88  of  ships  he  wished  the  Government 
to  add  to  the  Seryioe  of  the  country. 
He  could  not  think  that  the  Government 
would  grudge  such  an  addition  to  our 
Navy  on  the  ground  of  expense,  for  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  was  going 
to  introduce  a  Bill  which  would  legalize 
the  expenditure  of  millions  in  building 
and  gilding  some  new  public  palaces ; 
and  if  the  Government  did  not  grudge 
money  for  such  a  purpose  as  that,  they 
sorely  could  not  regret  the  sum  whicli 
must  be  spent  in  improving  the  Navy. 
He  had  been  told  that  it  was  unpatriotic 
to  publish  the  facts  which  he  had  brought 
heiore  the  House.     He  agreed  that  it 
would  be  unpatriotic,  if  the  facts  were 
only  known  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
niiralty  and  himself.     But  as  they  were 
knovn  to  every  Government  in  Europe, 
and  as  the  only  people  in  the  world  who 
were  ignorant  of  them  were  the  English 
people,  who  were  deeply  interested  in 
the  subject,  he  thought  he  was  taking  a 
right  course  in  giving  publicity  to  the 
facts  in  question.     He  deprecated  panic, 
and  he  deprecated  optimism  ;  the  former, 
because,  under  its  influence,  the  Govern- 
ment might  fill  the  Navy  with  indifferent 
ships   at   a   great  cost,   and  the  latter, 
because  it  might  lead  to  a  fatal  assur- 
ance.    It  was  optimism  that  character- 
ized the  French  Army  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Franco-Prussian  War,  and 
the  result  of  that  optimism  was  crash 
and  ruin.     He  ventured  to  press  upon 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  asking  for  further  funds 
in  order  that  large  additions  might  be 
made  to  our  armour-clad  and  cruising 
navy.      A  demand  of  that  kind  made  by 
the  Government  would  be  received  with 
popular  favour,  for  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  would  rejoice  to  see  the  Royal 
Navy   in   a   thoroughly   efficient  state. 
The  noble   Lord  concluded  by  moving 
the  Besolution  of  which  ho  had  given 
Notice. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  that  he  had 
a  Motion  on  the  Paper  somewhat  similar 
to  that  of  the  noble  Lord.  But  he  was 
glad  that  his  noble  Friend  had  been 
able  to  bring  forward  his  Motion  first. 
In  rising  to  second  his  noble  Friend's 
Motion,  he  had  only  one  fault  to  find, 
and  that  was  that  his  noble  Friend,  by  his 
exhaustive  statement,  had  left  him  very 
little  to  say.  He  regarded  this  question 
as,  perhaps,  the  most  important  question 


of  the  day,  inasmuch  as  upon  it  the  very 
existence  of  the  country  depended.     It 
appeared  strange  that  in   the  present 
condition  of  Europe,  and  in  the  present 
aspect  of  foreign  affairs,  there  should 
be  any  doubt  existing  in  this  country  as 
to  the   efficiency  of  the  British  Navy. 
Yet  there  was  no  doubt  such  doubts  did 
exist,  and  he  grieved  to  say  that,  in  his 
opinion,  they  were  well-founded.     The 
first  explanation  that  suggested  itself  to 
him  as  to  the  cause  of  this  remarkable 
state  of  things  was  one  which  he  had 
had  occasion  to  bring  before  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  many  years  ago,  with- 
out success,    however,   so  far   as  con- 
vincing the  House  of  the  correctness  of 
his  views;   but  he  was  still  convinced 
that  the  present  condition  of  the  in- 
efiiciency  of  the  Navy — which  he  held 
to  be  a  matter  of  fact — arose  chiefly  from 
the  prevalence  of  the  civilian  element  in 
the  constitution  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  TrevelyanJ 
had  stated  the  changes  which  it  had 
been  thought  advisable  to  make  in  the 
constitution  of  that  Board  ;  but  he  natu- 
rally did  not  advert  to  any  such  doubts 
existing.     In  deprecating  the  presence 
of  civihans  in  the  most  responsible  posi- 
tions on  the  Board,  he  (Mr.  Bentinck) 
was  not  casting  any  slur  upon  those  dis- 
tinguished men.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  the  other 
day,  in  introducing  the  Navy  Estimates, 
accomplished    that    which    was   rarely 
achieved ;  he  made  the  subject  an  in- 
teresting one  to  all  classes.     He  was 
said  to  have  made  an  eloauent  speech 
— an  opinion  which  he  endorsed.     No- 
body doubted  the  hon.  Member's  talents, 
and  nobody  doubted  the  talents  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  was  at  the  head  of  the 
Department.     Other  distinguished  men 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  who 
were  civilians,  had  also  presided  over  the 
Admiralty  Board,  and  nobody  doubted 
their  talents  ;  but,  in  spite  of  their  ad- 
mitted ability,   he  contended  that  the 
real  cause  of  what  he  might  almost  de- 
scribe as  the  unnatural  condition  of  the 
British  Navy  was  to  be  ascribed  to  the 
presence  of  civilians  in  the  more  promi- 
nent positions  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
He  made  these  remarks  in  no   Party 
spirit.     The    question    was    entirely   a 
general  one ;  but  he  held  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  present  arrangement,  the 
Navy  virtually  had  no  Bepresentative 
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in  the  Cabinet  or  in  Parliament.  The 
question  was  one  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance, and  one  which  ought  to  be  brought 
before  the  country.  He  would  quote, 
in  support  of  his  views,  the  opinion  of 
Admiral  Sir  George  Cockbum,  who  said 
that  our  existing  system  was  the  most 
unsatisfactory  one  which  could  be  well 
devised,  and  that  the  ultimate  decision  on 
important  professional  questions  rested 
with  men  who  could  not,  without  ela- 
borate explanations,  understand  profes- 
sional statements  or  even  expressions 
contained  in  professional  documents. 
He  (Mr.  Bentinck)  contended  that  the 
man  who  was  to  g^ve  opinions  upon  the 
condition  and  requirements  of  the  Navy 
ought  to  be  the  man  who  was  able  to 
take  command  of  a  fleet,  and  to  take  it 
into  action,  and  it  was  owing  to  the 
total  want  of  such  representation  that 
the  present  painful  condition  of  the 
Navy  was  to  be  attributed.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  time  would  come  when 
the  advocacy  of  the  cause  which  he  was 
pleading  would  fall  into  better  hands 
than  his  own  and  meet  with,  better  suc- 
cess. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  had  told  the 
House  most  truly  that  our  safety  de- 
pended upon  our  having  plenty  of  ar- 
moured vessels,  and  yet  it  was  perfectly 
plain,  from  a  perusdl  of  the  Estimates, 
that  our  fleet  of  armoured  ships  fell  far 
short  of  the  necessities  of  our  position. 
We  had  many  more  interests  to  defend 
than  any  other  Power,  and  our  Navy 
was  being  worn  out  with  service  in  all 
parts  of  the  world ;  while  that  of  France, 
for  instance,  remained  in  harbour,  ready 
for  any  emergency.  Independently  of 
that  consideration,  it  was  a  doubtful 
question  whether,  in  point  of  weight  of 
guns  and  of  speed,  we  were  at  present 
equal  to  the  French  Navy.  The  French 
had  heavier  guns  and  faster  ships  than 
we  had.  In  the  event  of  any  combina- 
tion of  another  Power  with  France 
against  Britain,  we  should  be  in  a  posi- 
tion of  inferiority.  The  superiority  of 
our  Navy  was  essential  to  our  national 
existence,  whilst  the  Navies  of  other 
Powers  were  to  them  comparatively  un- 
important. So  great  an  authority  as 
Admiral  Sir  Thomas  Symonds  held  that 
in  order  to  enjoy  the  same  relative  supe- 
riority as  we  did  100  years  ag^,  we 
ought  to  possess  92  first-rate  iron-clads. 
It  should  be  remembered,  moreover, 
that  wars  were  now*a-dayB  begun  and 
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ended  in  a  few  months,  so  that  thei 
would  be  no  time  after  hostilities  opene 
to  remedy  our  naval  shortcoming^.  I 
view  of  these  facts,  he  was  forced  to  th 
painful  conclusion,  though  he  was  afrai 
the  House  of  Commons  would  not  alio' 
itself  to  be  convinced,  that  our  nav) 
position  was  at  present  utterly  unsatii 
factory,  and  that  our  national  honoi 
was  in  jeopardy. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  ti 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  won 
**  owing  to  the  enormous  increase  in  the  Iroi 
dad  Navies  of  the  World,  the  Trade  and  Con 
merce  of  the  Empire  is  endangered,  and  that 
is  desirable  that  steps  should  be  at  once  take 
to  make  an  adequate  addition  to  the  strength  * 
the  Navy,** — {Lord  Henry  Ijennox,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  wore 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tfa 
Question." 

Mb.  GOUBLEY  said,  he  felt  boun 
to  say  that  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lor 
(Lord  Henry  Lennox)  was  not  only  cdc 
quent,  but  able  and  instructive.  So  fa 
as  he  could  understand,  neither  the  pre 
sent  nor  the  late  Boards  of  Admiralt 
seemed  to  have  any  policy  with  regard  t 
the  ships  they  built,  which  were  of  al 
sizes,  and  all  sorts  of  power  as  re^ardei 
guns.  The  noble  Ijord  showed  ver; 
clearly  that  the  French  were  now  build 
ing  ocean  cruisers  very  much  superio: 
to  any  which  we  possessed.  Our  Jneon 
stant,  for  example,  could  carry  only  tw( 
and  a-half  days'  fuel,  and  the  Jn's 
which  was  our  latest  type  of  cruiser,  wa 
incapable  of  steaming  with  her  ownfue 
for  more  than  five  days.  It  was  a  sui 
cidal  policv  and  waste  of  money  to  builc 
such  vessels,  while  other  countries  ha( 
cruisers  carrying  more  fuel,  which,  ii 
case  of  pursuit,  would  inevitably  e8cap4 
from  them.  The  noble  Lord,  therefore 
in  calling  attention  to  what  the  Frend 
were  doing  and  had  done  in  this  re 
spect,  did  good  service  to  the  House  anc 
the  country.  Nor  in  the  event  of  wai 
would  it  be  possible  for  us  to  convoy 
the  large  amount  of  property  which  wi 
had  afloat  in  our  Mercantile  Marine.  L 
the  Government  would  turn  its  attention 
to  an  amendment  of  the  Treaty  of  Paiii 
of  1856,  it  would  take  the  right  course. 
The  Americans  were  no  parties  to  that 
Treaty,  for  the  simple  reason  that  th^ 
knew  it  would  be  out  of  the  power  ol 
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any  nation  in  these  daya  of  steam  to 
eoDToy  its  ships  and  merchandize  effec- 
toally.    Such  an  extension  of  our  naval 
power  as  would  enable  us  to  do  so  would 
be  next    to    impossible.     During    the 
American  Civil  War  the  United  States 
bad  a  very  large  mercantile  fleet,  and 
tiiree  Alahaman  destroyed  the  whole  of 
tbeir  trade.     If  we  happen  to  be  at  war 
with  a  nation  which  had  only  a  few 
swift  vessels,  the  very  fact  that  these 
Teasels  were  known  to  be  in  search  of 
our  ships  would  be  the  means  of  raising 
the  amount    of  insurance    to    such  a 
height  that  our  trade  would  be  driven 
mto  other  hands.     In  his  Heport  upon 
the  Naval  Reserve,  Admiral  Phillimore 
said  he  was  positive  that  there  was  one 
fatal  defect  in  connection  with  our  in- 
ahore  reserve,  or  fighting  ships — that 
was,  their  very  deep  draught  of  water, 
wnging   from    17    to   18   feet.     These 
▼aesels,  such  as  the  Jteaistancef  the  Lord 
Vofieny  and  the  SereuleSf  in  the  event 
of  war,  instead  of  being  able  to  perform 
fte  duties  of  coasting  reserve,  would  be 
compelled  to  seek  shelter  in  some  of  our 
deep-water  estuaries,  either  behind  forts 
or  behind    torpedoes.     Those    vessels 
Were  so  obsolete,  and  so  utterly  useless, 
oither  for  ocean  cruising  or  for  fighting, 
that  they  would  be  totally  incapable  of 
competing  with  or  beating  vessels  of  a 
more  modem  type — even  such  vessels  as 
.  Were  recently  built  by  Sir  William  Arm- 
strong's firm  for  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment.    That  firm  built  a  number  of  steel 
gnnboats  or   floating  batteries  for  in- 
shore fighting  on  the  Coast  of  China. 
Why  should  our  Government  allow   a 
possible  hostile  Power  such  as  China  to 
have  a  more  useful  class  of  ships  than 
we  possessed?    It  would  be  said  that 
those  Chinese  vessels  were  unarmoured; 
but  then  our  own  were  limited  with  re- 
spect to  the  power  of  their  guns.     If  we 
eonld  have  some  20  vessels  such  as  those 
of  the  Chinese  Government,  the  draught 
of  which  was  only  9  feet  6  inches,  it 
would  be  very  much  better  than  to  carry 
so  many  eggs  in  one  basket  in  the  shape 
of  one  large  ship.     In  a  contest  with  10 
or  20  such  vessels  an  iron-clad,  while 
ahe  mij?ht  sink  a  number  of  them,  would 
herself  ultimately  be  sunk.     A  compan- 
ion between  the  gunboats  built  for  the 
Chinese  Government  and  our  own  large 
iron-clads  like  the  Dreadnought  proved 
the  superior  advantages  and  convenience 
of  the  former  for  purpose  of  coast  de- 


fence. He  wished  to  impress  on  the 
Government  that  the  time  had  come 
when  some  attention  ought  to  be  paid  to 
the  necessity  of  having  some  organized 
system  in  regard  to  the  vessels  we  pos- 
sessed for  coast  defence,  as  he  under- 
stood there  was  no  organized  system  of 
that  kind,  and  he  thought  we  should 
have  vessels  of  an  improved  type,  not  of 
the  same  size  of  those  which  had  been 
built  for  the  Chinese  Government,  but 
much  larger,  with  powerful  g^ns.  That 
might  involve  the  expenditure  of  a  large 
sum  of  money,  perhaps,  of  something 
like  £1,000,000 ;  but  he  was  sure  that  if 
there  was  one  thing  besides  education 
on  which  the  taxpayers  of  this  country 
would  be  willing  to  spend  £1,000,000, 
or  even  £2,000,000,  without  grudging, 
it  was  in  having  a  thoroughly  efficient 
Navy. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley) 
had  alluded  to  very  interesting  topics, 
as  to  some  of  which  he  should  have  de- 
sired to  follow  him  ;  but  he  himself  had 
on  the  Paper  for  that  day  a  Notice 
entirely  in  the  same  sense  as  that  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Chichester 
(Lord  Henry  Lennox),  and,  perhaps,  it 
would  be  better  for  him  now  to  confine 
himself  to  the  want  of  iron-clads,  which 
ho  believed  to  be  at  present  the  great 
want  of  the  Navy.  They  required  large 
iron-clad  ships  to  protect  their  base  of 
operations,  and  they  also  wanted  light 
vessels  with  heavy  guns,  for  other  pur- 
poses ;  but  he  would  address  the  House 
on  that  matter  of  vital  importance — the 
small  number  of  iron-clads  which  we 
had  for  purposes  of  war — and  he  be- 
lieved he  would  carry  with  him,  though 
not,  perhaps,  to  the  same  extent,  the 
feelings  of  his  hon.  Friends  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  and  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey),  who  sat  opposite.  His  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chichester 
had  placed  before  the  House  most 
clearly  the  condition  of  the  Fleets  of 
France  and  England ;  but  he  had  not 
alluded,  to  any  extent,  to  the  Fleets  of 
other  countries,  which  must  bo  taken 
into  consideration  when  that  subject  was 
under  discussion.  In  addition  to  the 
iron- clad  Fleet  of  Great  Britain  and  that 
of  France,  the  numbers  of  which  his 
noble  Friend  had  given,  they  had  the 
fact  that  Germany  had  1 5  iron-clads  and 
Italy  had  18.     He  would   not  trouble 


1051 


Navy — Strength 


I  COMMONS! 


of  ih$  NitPtf. 


105*^ 


the  House  with  any  reference  to  other 
Powers;  but  if,  under  any  conditions, 
the  Navies  of  France  and  Germany  or 
Italy  combined,  they  would  outnumber 
us  nearly  two  to  one,  looking  at  the 
duties  which  we  had  to  perform.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  our  Navy  had  much 
more  extensive  duties  than  any  other  to 
perform ;  that  our  Colonies  were  in  all 
parts  of  the  world  ;  that  at  no  time  was 
there  in  this  country  four  months'  pro- 
visions for  our  population ;  that  it  was 
necessary  to  convey  along  great  lines  of 
communication  our  food  supplies,  as 
well  as  to  convey  safely  the  commerce 
by  which  we  bought  those  supplies.  We 
had  six  great  trade  routes  to  attend  to. 
There  was  the  route  through  the  Medi- 
terranean and  the  Suez  Canal  to  the 
East,  passing  under  the  g^ns,  so  to  say, 
of  the  French,  Spanish,  Austrian,  and 
Turkish  Fleets ;  then  there  was  the  route 
by  the  Cape  to  our  Australian  Colonies ; 
then  the  route  by  Cape  Horn  to  the 
Pacific,  with  which  we  had  trade, 
where  Eussia  at  Yladivostock,  and 
France  at  Tahiti  and  Noumea,  as 
well  as  the  South  American  Republics 
had  always  iron-clad  ships,  and  that 
was  also  the  route  home  from  Aus- 
tralia ;  then  there  were  the  routes  to 
the  West  Indies,  North  America,  and 
the  Baltic.  All  along  those  routes  there 
were  20,000  British  mercantile  vessels 
to  be  protected,  and  12,000  Colonial  and 
Indian —  32.000  ships  that  had  to  be 
convoyed  and  protected  in  time  of  war. 
For  those  duties  what  force  had  we  to 
show  ?  He  would  only  speak  with  re- 
gard to  the  iron-clad  fleet,  because  that 
was  the  base  of  operations  of  all  our 
small  ships  and  frigates.  Many  foreign 
countries  had  fortified  harbours  in  dis- 
tant parts  of  the  world.  France  had 
three  fortified  harbours  in  the  Pacific, 
and  in  the  Indian  and  Pacific  Oceans 
she  kept,  he  believed,  some  smaller 
vessels  and  one  iron-clad.  It  was  only 
necessary  for  France  to  have  one  iron- 
clad far  away  from  home ;  but  this 
country  kept  1 1  iron-clads  on  service  in 
distant  parts,  even  in  time  of  peace. 
According  to  figures  which  he  did  not 
think  could  be  controverted,  in  1885  the 
British  Navy  would  consist  of  38  armour- 
clad  ships  and  20  obsolete  vessels,  be- 
sides one  iron-clad  which,  he  believed, 
it  was  intended  to  build.  It  was  with 
great  dissatisfaction,  however,  that  he 
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tciteh,  the  Seorpiim,  and  the  Whem  in 
eluded  in  the  list  of  ships  which  weri 
of  service  to  the  country.  They  migh 
be  useful  enough  for  the  defence  o 
harbours  ;  but  as  some  of  them  ha( 
only  3rinch  armour,  and  none  were  o 
great  speed,  they  should  not  be  placet 
in  the  fighting  line  and  reckoned  amon^ 
the  20  obsolete  vessels.  Among  the  3{ 
iron-clads,  the  Cyelopt,  the  Hydra,  the 
ITencate,  and  the  Gorgon  were  ship 
which  had  been  reported  upon  as  nol 
being  satisfactory  seagoing  iron-clads 
though  of  use  under  certain  conditions 
Taking  those  four  away,  the  number  o 
armour-clad  vessels  was  reduced  to  34 
while  the  list  of  obsolete  vessels  was  re 
duced  to  15,  bv  the  five  he  had  men 
tioned  being  deducted.  The  Frencl 
Navy  consisted  of  33  new  vessels  an< 
23  obsolete  ships,  exclusive  of  1 1  othe 
vessels  not  serviceable,  except  unde 
certain  conditions.  The  result  was 
that  this  country  would  only  be  abl 
to  place  39  iron-clads  against  56  c 
France.  Great  exertions  had  been  mad 
by  France  to  complete  her  Navy.  I: 
1 872,  after  recovering  from  her  disasten 
she  set  to  work  to  complete  her  Navy  a 
a  time  when  the  Naval  Expenditure  o 
this  country  was  being  reduced.  Fron 
1860  to  1870  the  Naval  Expenditur 
of  Great  Britain  averaged  more  thai 
£12,000,(00  a-year;  but  from  1870  t 
1 880  it  had  averaged  a  little  more  thai 
£10,000,000.  Except  in  the  year  ii 
which  the  Turkish  iron-clads  were  pur 
chased,  the  Naval  Expenditure  of  thi 
country  had  not  exceeded  in  any  singh 
year  £11, 000,000  since  1870;  £2,000,00( 
a-year  had  been  saved  during  the  last  1: 
years,  and  that  £24,000,000  representee 
exactly  the  amount  of  iron-clad  shipping 
of  which  they  were  short.  Represent 
ing,  as  it  did, 48  iron-clads,  in  his  opinion 
the  relative  proportion  he  had  shown  t< 
exist  between  the  Navies  of  France  an( 
England  ought  not  to  be  the  rule.  Italj 
and  Germany  also  had  respectively  1' 
and  18  iron-clad  vessels.  England  wa.* 
thus  becoming  a  second-class  Nava 
Power.  If  the  £24,000,000  saved  sina 
1870  had  been  spent,  they  would  no^ 
have  had  about  48  more  iron-clac 
vessels,  which  would  not  be  at  all  toe 
many,  and  would  only  represent  the 
French  and  Italian  Navies  combined. 
There  were  166  iron-clad  vessels  in  the 
world ;  in  his  opinion,  this  country 
ought  to  possess  as  many  of  these  as 
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any  two  Gbeat  Powers  put  together.  The 
qaeetion  was  how  the  state  of  things 
which  now  existed  could  be  remedied. 
Many  iron-clads  could  not  be  builfc  at  the 
same  time ;  but  he  believed  that  1 2  could 
be  built  at  one  time,  besides  those  build- 
ing at  the  Dockyards.  They  would  take 
three  years  in  building,  and  the  expense 
I  could  be  spread  over  that  period  at  the 
[  rate  of  £2,000,000  a-year.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  country  expected  the  Navy  to 
be  brought  up  to  the  strength  he  had  in- 
dicated. He  hoped  to  hear  from  the  Ad- 
miralty that  the  deficiencies  in  the  pro- 
tection of  this  country,  which  were  owing 
to  parsimony  during  the  last  10  years, 
would  be  made  up  by  expenditure,  which 
would  not  be  an  extraordinary  expendi- 
ture, but  merely  a  going  back  to  the  rate 
of  expenditure  when  Lord  Palmerston 
was  Premier  and  the  present  Premier 
was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
that  an  iron-clad  Fleet  would  be  created 
which  would  restore  us  to  the  position  of 
the  first  Naval  Power  in  Europe. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  this  debate 
bad  been  anticipated  by  the  Government 
for  a  considerable  time ;  but  it  was  a 
Httle  difficult  to  know  what  line  the  Ee- 
presentatives  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
should   take.     This  was   an   extremely 
deh'cate  subject  for  discussion,  because  it 
consisted  of  comparing  our  Fleet  with 
that  of  a  friendly  Power,  for  the.  purpose 
of  stimulating  the  production  at  the  Ad- 
miralty. The  details  of  the  French  Fleet 
Were  very  familiar,  he  had  no  doubt,  to 
the  late  Government ;  but  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  it  had  not  been  the  custom  to 
recommend  the  Navy  Estimates  by  re- 
ferring  to  the   strength  of  a  friendly 
Power,  any  more  than  it  was  the  custom 
to  recommend  the  Army  Estimates  by 
referring  to  the  Force  of  any  particular 
Power   on  the   Continent.     The   noble 
Lord   had   made   a  speech   which   was 
marked   with   ability  and  considerable 
knowledge,  and  undoubtedly  it  was  his 
(Mr.  Trevelyan's)  duty  to  say  something, 
and    he   would  say  it   as  speedily  as 
possible.     Calculations  relating   to   the 
strength    of  particular  iron-elads    (^ere 
lure  to  differ.     No  one  could  have  read 
what  had  been   written  without  seeing 
that  it  was  the  most  elastic  of  all  topics. 
For  instance,  the  noble  Lord  gave  the 
names  of  first-class  iron-clads  available 
at  home  and  abroad  for  the  defence  of 
the  country  as  10  first-class  sea-going  ! 
ahips  and  four  doubtful  ones  on  the  side 


of  the  English,  and  seven  on  the  side  of 
the  French.  According  to  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Admiralty,  out  of  these  seven 
French  iron-clads  only  four  had  been 
completed  at  all,  and  of  the  other  three 
two  had  never  yet  been  classed  by  any 
authority,  except  the  noble  Lord,  as 
first-class  iron-clad  ships.  There  was  not 
one  of  the  14  English  ships  alluded  to 
by  the  noble  Lord  which  was  not  ready 
for  sea  at  a  moment's  notice.  That  was, 
in  itself,  a  very  great  difference.  Again, 
the  noble  Lord  spoke  of  the  speed  of  the 
French  phips  as  exceeding  that  of  Eng- 
lish ships ;  but  the  noble  Lord,  he 
thought,  was  not  aware  that  of  those 
French  ships  only  two  had  been  tried 
for  speed,  and  it  was  extremely  doubt- 
ful whether  they  would  ever  fulfil  the 
speed  which  they  were  supposed  to  have, 
while  the  speed  of  the  1 4  English  ships 
was  as  well  known  as  though  they  were 
packets  trading  between  Liverpool  and 
New  York.  The  noble  Lord  spoke  of 
four  of  our  iron-clads  as  being  scarcely 
sea-going  ships  ;  and  he  said  they  were 
bought  during  a  panic.  With  regard  to 
the  Rupert,  she  had  a  most  successful 
commission  under  Captain  Gordon.  The 
commission,  he  thought,  was  for  three 
years,  in  which  she  encountered  severe 
weather  in  the  Mediterranean.  The 
Hotspur  went  to  sea  for  a  year,  and  a 
favourable  account  was  given  of  her  by 
the  Naval  Lords.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  16,000  workmen  were  employed  in 
our  principal  Dockyards.  Sixteen  thou- 
sand were  employed  last  year,  and  16,800 
this  year.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
noble  Lord  included  l^Ialta  among  the 
six  principal  Dockyards ;  if  he  did,  then 
there  were  employed  this  year  in  our 
principal  Dockyards  17,600  workmen. 
The  noble  Lord,  however,  had  raised  a 
much  more  serious  difficulty  on  the  ques- 
tion of  quality.  In  regard  to  the  Sea 
Force,  they  must  consider  what  the  ships 
were,  and  what  the  men  were  who  would 
have  to  fight  in  them.  The  noble  Lord 
talked  of  our  only  having  12,400  Ma- 
rines, while  the  French  had  a  powerful 
Marine  Force  of  30,000  men.  There  was 
really  no  comparison  between  our  Ma- 
rines and  those  of  the  French.  Our 
Marines  weie  amphibious — they  were 
really  seamen  ;  whereas  the  French 
Marines  were  the  Colonial  Army.  They 
were  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the  First 
Army  Corps  for  foreign  service.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  his  pamphlet,  made  a 
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comparison  between  the  tonnage  of  the 
EngliBh  Dockyards  and  the  tonnage  of 
the  French  Dockyards.  So  far  as  he 
could  judge,  the  noble  Lord  had  com- 
mitted a  grave  error,  which  had  unfor- 
tunately been  before  the  country  in  a 
very  attractive  form  during  the  last  six 
weeks.  The  noble  Lord,  in  his  pamph- 
let, said  the  French  proposed  in  1882 
to  provide  21,600  tons  of  armour-clad 
ships,  and  the  English  only  11,000  tons; 
but  he  thought  the  noble  Lord  now  ad- 
mitted that  the  calculation  was  wrong, 
because  he  took  what  was  called  the  dis- 
placement tonnage,  whereas  we  calcu- 
lated by  the  proportion  of  the  weight  of 
the  huU,  as  was  always  done  in  the  ship- 
building accounts.  If  both  calculations 
were  brought  to  a  common  standard,  the 
English  estimate  would  be  11,466,  and 
the  French  15,250  tons.  But  the  Eng- 
lish always  worked  up  nearly  to  their 
programme;  whereas  in  1878  and  1880 
the  French  fell  5,000  tons  below  the 
estimate  of  each  year,  and,  so  far  as 
they  could  judge,  that  was  the  amount 
to  which  tney  always  fell  below  their 
estimate;  and  in  the  case  of  1882  the 
difference  in  the  calculation  of  the  10 
ships  amounted  to  17'3-I00ths,  or  a 
ship  and  three  -  quarters.  The  ndble 
Lord  had  also  raised  the  question  of  the 
French  expenditure.  He  quoted  the 
French  Estimates  of  1882  ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Trevelyan)  declined  to  enter  into  that, 
because  the  French  year  began  in  Janu- 
ary and  ours  in  April.  The  French 
Estimates  were  voted  in  July,  and  a  cer- 
tain part  in  December,  and  until  they 
were  voted  they  could  not  know  what 
they  were  to  be.  But  it  was  very  diffe- 
rent with  the  English  Estimates;  and 
as  the  French  year  1881  was  coinci- 
dent with  nine  months  of  our  year  of 
1881-2,  he  maintained  that  they  had  no 
right  to  compare  the  year  1881-2  with 
the  French  year  1882,  with  which  it 
was  coincident  for  only  three  months. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  best  judgment  he  could  form, 
the  French  Estimates  for  the  year 
1882  were  £9,500,000,  or  238,000,000 
francs.  The  Admiralty  had  carefully 
examined  the  figures,  and  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  £8,500,000  was  nearer 
the  mark  than  £9,500,000 ;  and  a  per- 
son of  great  authority  had  said  there 
ought  to  })e  a  further  deduction  of 
18,000,000  francs.  But  he  would  not 
accept  that  reduction,  and  was  content 

J/r.  Trevelyan  


to  leave  the  figures  at  214,000,000  francs 
— that  was  £8,500,000  of  our  money. 
Then  the  noble  Lord  talked  of  two 
French  ships  with  100-ton  guns. 

Lord  HENEY  LENNOX  said,  he 
never  alluded  in  his  speech  to  any  ships 
with  100-ton  guns.  He  only  alluded  to 
the  subject  in  a  pamphlet  which  was  not 
under  the  notice  of  the  House,  and  the 
figures  were  taken  from  the  interesting 
book  published  by  a  Colleague  of  the 
hon.  Member  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty.      

Mb.  TREVELYAN  begged  to  with- 
draw anything  he  had  said  as  to  the  100- 
ton  g^ns.  The  noble  Lord  spoke  of 
French  ships  to  be  armed  with  the  72 
and  7 5 -ton  g^ns,  and  compared  them 
very  unfavourably  with  the  ships  we 
proposed  to  arm  with  the  60  or  64-ton 
gun,  which  was,  as  far  as  he  could 
gather,  an  actually  heavier  gun  than 
that  which  the  French  had  decided  upon. 
He  had  chosen  those  instances  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  how  impossible  it 
would  be  to  lay  the  state  of  the  Navy 
before  the  country  by  entering  minutely 
into  the  fig^ures  which  ^ere  g^ven  by 
previous  speakers.  He  did  not  wish  to 
say  anything  that  could  be  attributed  to 
a  Party  motive ;  but  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  in  discussing  this  question, 
when  hon.  Members  rose  to  call  for  a 
rapid  increase  of  shipbuilding,  for  the 
Admiralty  to  put  itself  right,  and  to 
show  that  an  increased  rate  of  shipbuild- 
ing was  certainly  not  a  matter  in  which 
they  were  wanting.  In  regard  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  Fleet  for  the  time  being, 
he  quite  allowed  that  the  present  Qo- 
vernmont  were  absolutely  responsible. 
The  Government  that  had  been  in  Office 
for  a  year  or  two  ought  to  have  brought 
the  Fleet  into  a  thoroughly  efficient 
state  by  attending  to  repairs;  but,  as 
regards  the  numbers  of  the  Fleet,  it 
could  not  be  denied  that  previous  Q^ 
vernments  were  responsible.  It  was  the 
Government  of  four  years  ago  that  were 
responsible.  The  Government  might 
have  followed  the  obvious  course  of 
taking  a  cursory  view  of  the  English 
and  French  Navies  respectively,  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  the  French  had 
a  real  Fleet,  whereas  ours  was  a  mere 
phantom  Fleet,  and  of  gaining  popularity 
by  such  a  course.  But  they'  took  a 
course  more  consonant  with  the  loyalty 
which  ought  to  subsist  between  two  suc- 
cessive Governments,  and  assumed  thftt 
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thmr  Fredeceflsors  bad  good  reason  for 
adopting  the  course  which  they  had  fol- 
lowed.   They,  therefore,    went  quietly 
and  steadily  to  work  to  ascertain  the  real 
state  of  things.     Now,   what  was  the 
actual  conduct  of  the  late  Government, 
which  was  just  as   well   aware  as  the 
present  Gx>vemment  were  of  what  the 
French  were  doing?  In  1874-5— the  year 
they  came  into  Office — they  built  8,457 
tons  of  iron  ships.     In  1875-6,  while 
efficiently  and  thoroughly  repairing  the 
Fleet,  they  built  14,276  tons.     Then,  in 
1876-7,they  built  11,418  tons.  In  1877-8, 
they  built  7,113  and  bought  14,808  tons 
of  Teasels  more  or  less  complete.     So 
that  during  their  first  four  years  of  Office 
they  built  at  the  rate  of  more  than  10,000 
tons  of  iron-clad  shipping  a-year,  and 
likewise  purchased   14,000  tons  more. 
But  after  that    the    late   Government 
began  to  relax  their  efforts.     In  1878-  9 
they  built  only  8,430  tons;  in  1879-80, 
7,427  tons;  and  in  the  Estimates  of  1880-1 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  only  proposed  to  build 
7,281  tons.      When  Lord  Northbrook 
became  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  it 
became  their  business  to  examine  the 
state  of  our  own  and  Foreign  Navies, 
and  the  conclusion  at  which  they  arrived 
\ra8,  that  the  time  had  come  when  they 
onght  to  increase  the  rate  of  iron  ship- 
ping ;  and  so,  without  making  any  noise 
about  it,  they  began  building  the  ships 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site had  commenced  at   a  faster  rate. 
In  1880-1,  instead  of  7,231  tons.  Lord 
Northbrook  actually  built  9,235,  and  in 
1881-2,  10,816  tons;  and  this  latter  esti- 
mate was  adhered  to  within  100,  or,  he 
might  say,  40  tons.     In  the  coming  year 
his  noble  Friend  proposed  to  build  no 
less  than  11,466  tons.     That  was   the 
quiet  and  unsensational,  and  not  ineffec- 
tual, way  in  which  they  had  dealt  with 
the  situation.     What  was  the  evidence 
on    which   the  charges  of    negligence 
against  the  present  and  the  late  Board 
of  Admiralty  rested?    The  right  hon. 
and  g^ant  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  John 
Hay)  had  been  constantly  urging  the 
Gbvemments  to  increase  their  iron-clad 
Fleets,   and  he  deserved    well  of  the 
country,    because,   while    he   kept  the 
subject  before  them,  he  was  careful  in 
his  statements,  and  did  not  try  to  throw 
the  country  into  a  panic.     But  that  was 
not  the  case  with  all  critics.     The  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Bentinck)   had 
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quoted  Sir  Thomas  Symonds  as  a  great 
authority.  Sir  Thomas  Symonds  had 
said  that  the  French  had  six  sea-going 
armour-clads,  armed  with  72  and  75- ton 
guns,  while  the  English  had  only  one 
with  80-ton  guns,  and  that  the  French 
had  also  nine  armour-clads  armed  with 
4 8- ton  guns.  If  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had 
read  one  he  had  read  20  leading  articles 
on  that  sentence ;  but  the  French  had 
no  ships  with  72  and  75-ton  guns  ;  and 
as  regarded  the  vessels  with  4 8 -ton  guns, 
five  were  either  building  or  progressing 
towards  completion,  and  of  the  four 
others,  the  keel  of  only  one  was  laid  at 
this  moment,  and  another  was  going  to 
be  built  on  the  slips  on  which  another 
ship,  which  was  always  quoted  as  a 
French  ship  afloat,  was  still  being  built. 
Those  ships  of  the  French  were  balanced 
by  English  ships  with  regard  to  which 
Sir  Thomas  Symonds  was  absolutely 
silent.  The  fact  was  that  in  1872  the 
French  came  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
wanted  more  ships.  Of  their  Fleet  31 
ships  were  wooden,  with  iron  plates. 
The  programme  laid  down  in  1872  had 
been  more  or  less  adhered  to ;  but,  instead 
of  a  ship  costing  £330,000  to  £360,000, 
it  now  cost  from  £520,000  to  £560,000. 
The  English  had  26  iron-clads,  including 
the  Polt/phemuSt  in  commission,  and  23 
in  reserve,  making  a  total  displacement 
tonnage  of  320,000  tons.  The  French 
had  only  11  iron-clads  in  commission, 
and  29  in  reserve,  with  a  displacement 
of  225,000  tons.  But  of  the  French 
ships  21  were  wooden  with  iron  plates, 
whereas  only  two  of  ours  were  of  wood. 
The  French  Admiralty  had  actually 
condemned  no  fewer  than  17  wooden 
iron-clads,  with  an  aggregate  tonnage 
of  71,780  tons,  and  even  after  this  groat 
clearance  there  still  remained  12  wooden 
ships  in  the  French  Navy  as  against 
two  of  ours.  This  was  the  case  as 
regards  the  armoured  ships  that  were 
already  built.  As  regards  those  in 
course  of  construction,  the  number  of 
the  French  iron-clad  ships  designed, 
building,  or  completed  appeared  on 
paper  as  19,  and  the  English  ships 
as  13.  The  rapidity  of  the  French  work 
fell  much  below  the  Estimates ;  but  in 
spite  of  that  it  was  ascertained  that  the 
progress  of  the  French  ships  was  such 
that  Lord  Northbrook  increased  the  out- 
turn of  our  iron-clad  tonnage  by  half 
as  much  again  as  was  thought  sutiiciont 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years.  Last 
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year  he  stated  that  no  great  Fleet  was 
better  armed  than  our  own.  Having 
made  that  statement  in  Parliament,  he 
repeated  it  in  the  country,  and  it  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Chichester  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox),  who  made  some  rather  strong 
observations  about  it.  Among  other 
things,  the  noble  Lord  said  that  a  for- 
midable weapon  now  universal  in  the 
French  Navy  did  not  exist  in  our  Navy, 
and  that  the  French  Fleet  was  un- 
doubtedly better  armed  than  our  own. 
Since  this  question  had  been  started 
again,  he  wished  to  put  it  absolutely 
beyond  dispute.  Therefore,  he  had  had 
a  Eeport  made  of  the  number  and  weight 
of  tue  armour-piercing  g^ns  now  ac- 
tually mounted  in  the  two  Navies.  The 
total  number  of  armour-piercing  guns 
in  French  iron-clads  was  284,  and  their 
weight  was  4,476  tons.  In  the  Eng- 
lish iron-clads  the  number  of  armour- 
piercing  g^ns  was  480,  and  their  weight 
was  6,224  tons.  In  unarmoured  French 
ships  there  were  26  armour-piercing 
guns,  their  weight  being  201  tons, 
while  in  unarmoured  English  ships 
there  were  79  armour-piercing  guns, 
and  their  weight  was  880  tons.  So 
much  for  the  weight  and  numbers.  As 
regards  their  quality,  so  far  from  their 
vastly  superior  weapon  being  now  uni- 
versal in  the  French  Navy,  only  eight 
guns  of  the  new  type  were  mounted  in 
finished  vessels.  The  rest  were  guns  of 
the  old  type,  certainly  not  superior  to  our 
own,  which  the  French  were  engaged 
in  superseding  as  fast  as  they  could,  just 
as  wo  were  doing  with  ours.  There  was 
at  this  moment  only  one  French  ship 
afloat  which  could  not  be  pierced  in 
every  part  of  her  frame  by  the  38-ton 
gun,  with  which  our  more  powerful 
ships  were  armed,  leaving  out  of  account 
the  80-ton  guns  of  the  InflexihU,  But 
the  real  point  of  the  controversy  turned 
not  on  the  old  guns,  but  on  the  new. 
On  this  point  he  was  bound  to  make 
two  observations — first,  that  if  our  heavy 
guns  of  the  new  type  were  not  suffi- 
ciently far  advancea,  it  was  the  late 
Government  which  should  bear  the 
responsibility ;  and  next  that  since  this 
question  had  been  started  and  pressed 
with  such  extreme  energy,  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  prepared  to  affirm  that 
the  undertaking — the  long  and  compli- 
cated undertaking — of  providing  the 
Navy  with  new  guns  was  m  a  sufficiently 
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advanced  sta^  when  they  took  Office. 
Less  than  this  he  ooold  not  say,  and 
more  he  certainly  did  not  wish  to  say. 
Now,  the  providing  of  heavy  guns  for 
the  Navy  was  a  question  of  detail,  and 
the  most  important  detail  was  to  have 
ships  ready  to  carry  them.  Sir  WUliam 
Armstrong  said — 

"  What  should  our  Grovemment  do  in  regiid 
to  the  great  work  of  re-anning  the  Fleet?  I 
take  for  granted  that  all  new  shipe  will  be 
armed  wiUi  the  host  gons  that  can  now  be 
made." 

So  the  first  matter  was  to  see  what  these 

new  ships  were.  The  order  in  which  our 

new  iron-clads  would  come  into  the  effee^ 

tive  list  was  first  the  Ajca  and  Agam»m — 

non :  then  the  Conqueror ;  then  the  Eim 

hurgh  and  the  Colossus.   Now,  if  the  lat^^ 

Gt>vemment  had  seen  their  way  to  pres^^ 

forward  our  new  guns  earlier,  the  Aja^^ 

and  the    Agamemnon^   like    the   late^-f 

French  ships,  might  have  been  arm^c} 

with  g^ns  of  the  new  type.    But  th^jr 

did  not  see  their  way  to  it.  On  the  2dr«l 

of  December,  1878,  the  Admiralty  came 

to  the  following  decision  : — 

<*  The  First  Lord  is  not  prepared  to  delij  the 
ships  (the  Ajax  and  Agamemnon)  any  l(niger* 
The  change  to  longer  guns  and  breech-loaomg 
or  loading  outside  the  turret,  as  propoaed  is 
the  model,  inrolves  larg^  considerations  which 
cannot  be  disposed  of  hastily,  and  the  long  go&s 
are  not  yet  made,  and,  therefore,  untried.  The 
ships  must  be  completed  for  the  service  SS-ton 
gran  chambered  as  it  now  is.** 

Well,  that  settled  the  question  of  the 
Ajax  and  Agamemnon.  They  were  armed 
with  the  d8-ton  g^n  ;  only  it  was  cham- 
bered so  as  considerably  to  exceed  its  | 
former  range.  From  the  first,  it  always 
carried  a  charge  of  160  lb. ;  but  on  board 
the  Ajax  and  Agamemnon  it  carried  a 
charge  of  considerably  over  200  lb.  8o 
much  for  the  Ajax  and  Agamemnon^ 
whose  armament  was  settled  by  the  late 
Board,  and  not  by  the  present  one.  The 
next  ship  coming  on  for  armament  was 
the  Conqueror,  and  the  War  Office  en- 
gaged positively  that  three  of  the  new 
4  3 -ton  guns — equal,  or,  as  far  as  they 
knew,  slightly  superior  to  the  new 
French  46-ton  g^n — would  be  ready 
next  December;  two  to  be  mounted  in 
the  Conqueror  and  one  for  reserve.  Two 
more  were  to  be  ready  in  March,  1883, 
and  six  more  in  July,  1883 ;  so  that  the 
eight  guns  required  for  arming  the 
^dinhurghand  the  Colossus  were  promised 
us  as  soon  as  the  ships  were  in  a  state  to 
receive  them.      The   10   9-inch  18*to& 
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ffons  of  tbe  new  type  would  be  ready  in 
July  next  to  be  mounted  in  the  turret  of 
the  Rupert  and  in  the  broadside  of  the 
Etreulee ;  and  that  was  the  date  which 
Woolwich  was  prepared  to  name  for  the 
ddireiy  of  21  1 1^-ton  guns.   As  for  the 
60-ton  gun,  of  which  he  spoke  in  the 
Statement  of  the  Estimates,  and  which 
he  earnestly  hoped  was  the  biggest  gun 
which  either  French  or  English  authori- 
ties would  think  it  necessary  to  aspire 
to,  the  design  had  already  been   laid 
before  the  Ordnance    Committee    and 
communicated  to  the  Admiralty ;  and  it 
was  hoped  that  a  half  of  the  gun  would 
be  finished  this  year,  and  its  construc- 
tion would    be    advanced    in    parallel 
strides  to  that  of  the  JBTowe,  the  Rodney^ 
and  the  other  ships  which  were  being 
built  to  carry  it.      He  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  armament  of  the 
ships  to  have  proceeded  more  rapidly 
than  it  did  imder  the  present  Govern- 
ment. Meanwhile,  the  experiment  which, 
if  successful,  would  secure  equal  power 
with  a  lighter  weapon,  was  in  an  ad- 
vanced stage.     Sir  William  Armstrong 
had  sent  to  Woolwich  a  wire  gun  of  102- 
inch  calibre,which  weighed  only  21  tons, 
88  against  the  26  tons  of  the  Woolwich 
10 '4-inch  breech-loader,  and  that    gun 
was  going  to  Shoeburyness  for  trial.  As 
regarded  the   6-inch  and  other  lighter 
guns,    he   did   not  wish  to   state   over 
again  what  he  had  said  at  quite  suffi- 
cient length  before  Easter  ;  and  ho  would 
only  remark,  as  a  melancholy,  but  pretty 
convincing  proof,  that  the  task  of  re- 
arming the  Navy  had  begun  in  earnest, 
that  the  Estimates  for  Naval  Ordnance, 
which  in  the  last  year  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment amounted  to  £303,000,  would 
next    year  reach   the  very  formidable 
figure  of    £616,000.     Those   who   had 
been   writing  and  speaking  about  the 
decadence  of  our  naval  supremacy  had 
insisted  on  one  or  two  points,  and  had 
left  out  of  sight  broad  considerations 
which  were  strikingly  re-assuring.     In 
the  first  place,  if  they  looked,  as  he  was 

flad  to  look,  to  other  nations  besides 
'ranee,  they  found  that  whereas,  in 
1872,  those  nations  were  building  23 
iron-clads,  they  all  of  them  together  were 
now  building  only  seven.  Next,  in  cal- 
culations of  fighting  power,  everything 
dq>endedy  not  on  what  was  intended, 
but  on  what  was  accomplished.  When 
it  came  to  a  question  of  comparing 
militaiy  strength,  they  must  look,  not 


to  what  existed  on  paper,  but  to  what 
they  had  actually  ready  in  wood  and 
iron.  Let  them  take  the  iron-clads  in 
commission — that  was  to  say,  the  ships 
whose  condition  was  constantly  tested 
and  tried  by  the  only  sure  ordeal,  their 
actual  power  of  keeping  the  sea.  They 
had  of  iron-clads,  armed  and  manned, 
which  were  actually  ready  to  fight  the 
day  after  to-morrow,  at  the  latest,  26, 
with  a  tonnage  of  188,000,  only  two  of 
which  had  wooden  frames,  while  the 
French  had  1 1 ,  with  a  tonnage  of  66,000, 
four  of  which  had  wooden  frames.  If 
what  they  looked  to  were  size  and 
strength,  let  them  take  ships  of  upwards 
of  9,000  tons  and  with  upwards  of  9 
inches  of  armour.  Of  such  ships  Eng- 
land had  eight  and  France  three.  Let 
them  take  unarmoured  vessels.  Of  fri- 
gates and  corvettes,  counting  only  those 
which  were  equipped  for  war  and  not 
for  police  or  harbour  duties,  they  had 
in  commission  on  the  high  seas  19,  as 
against  seven  of  the  French.  If,  instead 
of  taking  number,  they  chose  the  test  of 
swiftness,  they  had  built  or  building  1 1 
ships  over  the  speed  of  16  knots,  and  the 
French  had  three.  If  they  took  the 
lower  speed  of  14  knots,  they  had  44 
and  the  French  29.  And  then  look  at 
their  reserves.  In  time  of  war,  if  such 
a  disaster  should  occur,  the  whole  mari- 
time energy  and  resources  of  the  country 
would  be  directed  to  warlike  purposes, 
until  the  country  could  be  pronounced 
secure.  It  was  not  only  that  for  ex- 
tempore iron  and  iron-clad  shipbuild- 
ing our  capabilities  far  exceeded 
those  of  all  the  rest  of  the  world 
together;  but  in  time  of  war,  the  ex- 
ample of  the  late  Government  in  the 
year  1878  would  undoubtedly  bo  fol- 
lowed, and  the  iron-clads  which  at  the 
time  were  building  or  repairing  for  Fo- 
reign Powers  in  British  private  yards 
would  be  a  reserve  in  the  hour  of  danger. 
And  6W  for  cruisers,  there  were  165  mer- 
chant steamers  on  the  Admiralty  list,  of 
which  the  odd  65,  with  a  gross  register 
of  250,000,  exceeded  12  knots  an  hour, 
with  water-tight  compartments,  and  able 
to  carry  the  new  0-inch  guns,  just  as 
effectively  as  if  every  one  of  the  65  had 
cost  the  country  £120,000  to  build,  and 
half  as  much  to  keep  in  repair.  A  naval 
war  was  a  long  business,  and  had  the 
whole  globe  for  its  stage  of  action ;  and 
the  power  of  a  country  to  sustain  such  a 
war,  and  carry  it  to  a  successful  result, 
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roust  be  founded  on  its  having  a  great 
Commercial  Marine  and  a  great  mari- 
time population.      And  there  was  one 
consideration  to  which  he  had  seen  no 
allusion,  but  which  appeared  strongly  to 
illustrate  the  declaration  of  the  French 
Government  that  their  recent  shipbuild- 
ing was  a  temporary  measure  oinder- 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  replacing  an 
obsolete  Fleet.    The  whole  of  the  extra- 
ordinary French  Estimates  for  rebuild- 
ing their  Fleet  had  hitherto  been  pro- 
vided, not  out  of  Kevenue,  but  as  an  in- 
crease to  the  National  Debt.     In  the 
French  Estimates  of  1882  it  had  been 
intended  that  the  shipbuilding  should  as 
usual  be  paid  for  out  of  a  loan ;  but  the 
Committee  had  recommended  that  for 
this  year  and  for  all  the  future  the  ship- 
building should  be  met  out  of  Kevenue. 
That  circumstance,  in  his  opinion,  was  a 
strong  confirmation  that,  with  the  com- 
pletion of  the  programme  of  1872,  the 
object  at  which  the  French  Admiralty 
had  been  aiming  would  have  been  ac- 
complished, and  a  still  stronger  guaran- 
tee that  they  would  carry  it  no  further. 
They,  meanwhile,  without  incurring  \d, 
of  debt,  had  seen  their  way  to  raise  their 
shipbuilding  to  the  standard  of  what  they 
might  call  the  English  programme ;  and, 
for  the  second  time  in   10  years,  the 
figure  of  20,000  tons  was  to  be  attained, 
an  amount  of  effort  they  and  their  suc- 
cessors might  confidently  hope  to  be  able 
to  maintain,  and  which  if  maintained,  as 
he  earnestly  trusted  it  would  be,  would 
provide  Great  Britain  with  an  ample  and 
an  efficient  Fleet.  The  general  conclusion , 
then,  of  the  Admiralty  was  this — that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  the  safety  of  the 
country  to  ask  for  any  special  grant  of 
money  for  iron  shipbuilding,  unless  the 
French  Admiralty,  having  completed  its 
programme  of    1872   and  replaced  its 
obsolete  ships,  should  then  go  on  build- 
ing as  fast  as  ever,  but  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  build  at  the  rate  laid  down  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.   Childors).      He  concluded   as  he 
began,  by  saying  that  he  regretted  that 
he  should  have  been  obliged  to  adopt 
the  line  of  argument  he  had  taken,  and  to 
compare  our  Military  and  Naval  Forces 
with  those  of  other  countries ;  but  the 
Admiralty,    after  carefully  considering 
the   matter,   came  to  the  opinion  that 
they  had  no  choice  in  the  matter.     He 
was  relieved,  however,  from  the  feeling 
that  the  making  these  comparisons  was 
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in  any  way  invidious  to  the  g^eat  coanti 
which  was  allied  to  ours  by  the  freedo 
with  which  the  French  GK>vemment  ha 

Eublished  the  facts  relating  to  their  shi] 
uilding,  and  by  the  generous  admissio 
which  they  themselves  had  made.    Th 
Commission  of  1879,  presided  over  b 
M.  Gambetta,  indicated  that  the  idea  o 
naval  rivalry  between  the  two  countrie 
had  passed  away.     ''No  one,"  it  wa 
stated,  in  a  most  interesting  passage  oi 
that  Beport,  ''disputes  the  first  rank 
with  England ; "  and  it  was  in  the  same 
amicable  spirit  with  regard  to  France, 
and  with  the  intention  of  showing  the 
same  amicable  spirit  towards  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  that  he  had  made  the 
comparisons  which  he  had  the  hononr 
of  laying  before  the  House  that  night 
Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  no  one 
could  complain  of  the  spirit  in  which  hii 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi 
ralty  had  treated  the  subject  in  replyini 
to  the  temperate  and  able  speech  of  hii 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Chichestei 
There  had  been  a  feeling  that  the  nuio 
ber  of  iron-clads  was  not  sufficient  for  th 
needs  of  a  great  cotmtry ;  but  he  entirel; 
sympathized  with  his  hon.  Friend  oppo 
site  in  the  feeling  that  the  comparison  o 
our  ships  of  war  with  those  of  other  na 
tions  was  to  be  deprecated,  and  wa 
only  to  be  made  on  those  rare  oocfl 
sions  when  it  became  necessary  to  infon 
the  House  of  the  state  in.  which  on 
armaments  stood  with  respect  to  othe 
countries,  while,  at  the  same  time,  the 
had  no  reason  whatever  to  expect  the 
those  Powers   would  be   unfriendly  t 
this  country.     At   the  same   time,  h 
thought  it  unwise  for  the  Govemmen 
to  ignore  the  exertions  of  foreign  conn 
tries,  and  he  was  glad  that  the  presen 
Board  of  Admiralty  had  seen  the  necee 
sity  of  increasing  the   strength  of  th< 
iron-clad  Fleet.     His  hon.  Friend  th( 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  referrec 
to  the  additions  to  the  Fleet  made  bj 
the  late  Board ;  and  he  wished  only  ^ 
correct  the  statement  in  which  heW 
spoken    of   the  addition  of   four   im- 
portant ships    as    having    been  made 
by  their  Predecessors.     The  four  ves- 
sels  in  question  were  purchased,  nol 
in    1875,   but  in   1878,    by  means  d 
the   Vote  of  Credit  that  the  Govern- 
ment fortunately  had  at  its  disposal ;  and 
they  were,  undoubtedly,  a  great  addition 
to  our  Navy.     The  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty had  laid  down  the  prindpie^ 
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with  which  tho  House  would  probably 
agree,  that  for  the  efficiency  of  the  Fleet 
for  the  time  being  the  Government 
of  the  day  was  responsible.  There 
ooald  be  no  question  that  tho  Govern- 
ment for  the  time  being  ought  to  main- 
tain the  Fleet  in  a  condition  efiiciently 
to  perform  any  service  that  might  be 
required  of  it;  and  if  he  had  a  fault  to 
find  with  his  hon.  Friend — though  it 
vas  difficult  to  find  fault  with  him— it 
voold  be  on  the  ground  that  the  pre- 
sent Board  had  failed  to  maintain  the 
Fleet  in  a  condition  to  meet  a  sudden 
emergency.  His  view  of  the  case  was 
that  the  Navy  existed  for  the  contin- 
gency of  a  possible  war  at  very  short 
notice.  Our  iron- clad  fleet  existed  not 
for  the  purpose  of  facing  combinations 
that  might  be  formed  after  six,  or,  per- 
haps, 12  months'  notice,  but  in  order  to 
meet  events  occurring  suddenly  like  the 
Franco-German  War.  Any  other  war 
that  might  overtake  Europe  would  pro- 
bably be  equally  sudden ;  and  those  who 
were  responsible  for  the  Forces  of  the 
country  would  incur  a  very  heavy  load 
of  responsibility  if  its  resources  were 
Bot  available  at  very  short  notice.  His 
complaint,  then,  was  that  the  Admiralty 
had  allowed  the  existing  Forces  of  the 
country  to  become  more  or  less  inefiicient 
for  want  of  that  vigilant  attention  to  re- 
pairs which  was  at  the  bottom  of  all 
officiency,  and  witliout  which  our  ships 
would  become  useless.  In  the  Estimates 
for  the  year  1881-2  the  House  was  in- 
formed that  certain  ships  were  being 
fopaired  and  would  be  completed  in  a 
certain  time,  and  similar  promises  were 
Diade  in  the  following  year  with  respect 
to  other  ships.  He  would  read  the  names 
of  these  ships.  The  Audacious ^  an  iron- 
dad,  was  promised  for  1881-2,  and  was 
to  be  completed  on  the  21st  of  Marcli  of 
the  present  year.  The  liellerophoiif  iron- 
clad, was  promised  in  August,  1880,  to 
be  completed  in  July,  1881;  the  Rover, 
3,460  tons,  was  promised  for  1881-2,  and 
was  not  yet  completed ;  and  the  Opal, 
the  Bimalayay  the  Sapphirey  tho  Pelican, 
the  Rupert,  the  Active,  the  Avon,  the 
Volage,  the  Shah,  the  Raleigh,  the  Juno, 
and  the  Wild  Swan,  were  all  promised 
to  be  repaired  within  the  last  two  years, 
a  distinct  undertaking  being  given  by 
Uie  present  Board  of  Admiralty.  They 
amounted  to  54,000  tons  all  told  ;  and, 
for  the  most  part,  little  or  nothing 
had  been   done    to    them,    and    they 


now  remained  to  be  repaired  in  the 
course  of  the  present  year.  Now,  as 
none  of  these  vessels  were  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  fit  for  use,  tho  Navy  was 
so  far  weaker  by  their  absence  than  it 
was  in  April,  1880.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  supplied  to  him  a  list  of  ships  tliat 
had  been  removed  from  the  effective  list 
between  that  date  and  the  present  April 
as  being  no  longer  worth  repairing, 
amounting  to  upwards  of  25,000  tons. 
Adding  the  54,000  tons  which  remained 
yet  to  be  repaired  to  the  25,000  tons 
which  had  been  struck  off  the  effective 
list,  we  got  a  total  of  80,000  tons,  which 
in  two  years  had  been  taken  off  for  the 
time  being,  or  altogether,  from  the  effec- 
tive list  of  the  Navy.  What  was  there 
on  the  other  side  of  the  account  ?  Ac- 
cording to  the  Estimates  in  the  two 
years,  if  the  contracts  were  carried  out, 
there  would  be  19,271  tons  of  armoured 
ships,  and  16,000  tons  of  unarmoured 
ships,  making  a  total  of  35,000  tons, 
against  80,000  tons,  or  a  difference  of 
45, 000  tons.  The  five  ships  that  were  in- 
effective for  want  of  repair  were  the 
Resistance,  which  was  not  in  the  i>ro- 
grammo  at  present,  the  Shannon,  which 
was  in  it,  the  Audacious,  the  Belter ophon, 
and  the  Rupert,  the  four  latter  being 
good  and  useful  ships.  Altogether  these 
represented  30,660  tons  of  iron- clads,  as 
against  the  19,000  tons  in  the  building 
programme.  This  subject  required  the 
careful  consideration  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  did  not  complain  of  the  expenditure 
of  a  single  farthing  upon  the  building 
programme ;  but  he  did  complain  very 
much  that  money  had  not  been  found  to 
keep  efficient  the  ships  which  the  Admi- 
ralty felt  to  be  necessary  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  Service.  It  would  have  been 
wiser  if  the  Admiralty  had  taken  money 
for  the  repair  of  these  vessels ;  but  the 
provision  made  had  not  been  sufficient 
to  carry  out  the  Dockyard  programme  of 
building,  and  also  to  maintain  ships  in 
repair.  It  should  be  a  canon  at  the  Ad- 
miralty that  the  Navy  ought  to  be  in  a 
condition  to  meet  sudden  war  with  all 
its  available  resources.  He  had  had 
furnished  to  him  a  list  of  the  ships 
which,  when  they  were  launched,  would 
;  be  efficient ;  but  they  would  not  be 
;  available  for  one  or  two  years.  He  had 
given  credit  for  the  actual  programme 
which  would  be  accomplished  in  the  two 
years ;  and  he  had  set  against  it  the  de- 
terioration in  the  same  period.    More 
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than  two  years  had  elapsed  since  the 
order  was  given  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment for  the  manufacture  of  a  4 3- ton 
gun  ;  and  last  year  they  were  informed 
that  the  present  Government,  following 
the  example  of  the  late  Gt>vemment, 
had  ordered  6-inch,  8-inch,  and  10-inch 
guns,  which  would  be  supplied  to  the 
Navy  before  the  31st  of  March,  1882. 
When  they  got  into  Committee  he  should 
ask  how  many  of  these  guns  were  in 
the  possession  of  the  Admiralty;  and 
whether  there  were  carriages  for  them  ? 
He  deferred  observations  which  he  de- 
sired to  make  on  this  and  some  other 
topics. 

Captain  PRICE  said,  it  was  satisfac- 
tory that  an  opportunity  had  at  last  been 
found  for  bringing  forward  the  im- 
portant question  raised  by  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Chi- 
chester (Lord  Henry  Lennox],  which 
Motion  he  cordially  supported.  It 
must  have  produced  astonishment  that 
throughout  the  whole  course  of  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  no  assurance 
had  been  given  that  the  Fleet  for  which 
they  were  asked  to  make  provision  was 
sufficient  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
existed.  Obviously  that  was  a  very 
difficult  duty  to  perform,  when  an  exa- 
mination of  the  strength  of  the  Navies 
of  other  countries  had  to  be  made  a  part 
of  the  statement ;  still,  he  thought  there 
were  higher  considerations  than  those 
merely  of  the  manner  in  which  a  speci- 
fied sum  of  money  had  to  be  divided 
between  the  different  branches  of  the 
Service.  He  maintained  that  in  all 
cases  in  which  the  naval  policy  for  the 
year  was  sketched  out  some  statement 
should  be  made,  either  by  the  First  Lord 
or  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  that 
the  Fleet  was  being  maintained,  or  that 
a  sufficient  number  of  new  ships  was 
being  built  to  keep  the  country  in  an 
efficient  state  of  defence.  That  state- 
ment, however,  was  one  which  was 
generally  absent  on  the  occasion  of  the 
discussion  of  .the  Naval  Estimates,  and 
constituted  one  of  the  drawbacks  of  our 
system  of  Party  Government.  What- 
ever Government  might  be  in  power, 
whether  it  was  a  Liberal  Government, 
or  a  Government  composed  of  Gentle- 
men now  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  it  was  the  case  that  thev  were 
guided  more  by  Party  considerations 
than  those  which  he  had  indicated  with 
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regard  to  the  strength  of  the  Navy.  The 
defect  which  he  spoke  of  was  one  that 
was  reflected,  and  naturally  reflected,  at 
the  Admiralty,  where  the  mode  of  oany- 
ing  on  business  was,  as  he  beli6?ed  he 
might  say  with  accuracy,   as  follows: 
—The   First  Lord    of  the  Admiralty, 
assisted    by    his    Parliamentary  Col- 
leagues, and  influenced  by  various  con- 
siderations, into  which  he  need  not  enter 
on  the    present   occasion  —  sometimes 
affected  by  the  nearness  of  a  Dissola- 
tion,  and  sometimes  by  the  state  of  the 
national  finances  and  the  fear  of  coming 
to  that  House  for  an  increased  Vote- 
decided  what  sum  should  be  asked  to  be 
granted  for  the  Service  of  the  Navy.  In 
such  a  case,  to  ask  was  to  obtain,  for  he 
was  convinced  that  the  House  would 
never  refuse  to  a  responsible  Minister  o( 
the  Crown  any  sum  in  reason  which  he 
might  ask,  upon  his  assurance  that  it 
was  required  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Navy  in  an  efficient  state.     The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  having  decided 
that  a  sum  of,  say,  £10,000,000,  or  lean, 
might  be  asked  for  with  propriety,  and 
without  inconvenience,  went  to  the  Naval 
Advisers  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and 
said — "Be  good  enough  to  inform  me 
how  this  money  is  to  be  spent."    Now, 
he  contended  that  this  course  was  the 
converse  of   that  which  ought  to   be 
followed.     The  Naval  Lords  were  ex- 
perts in  the  matters  for  which  the  money 
was  required ;  and  instead  of  the  First 
Lord  going  to  them  to  ask  how  a  certain 
fixed  sum  of  money  might  be  appro- 
priated, he  should  make  it  his  duty  to 
inquire  of  them  what  sum  was  required 
to  maintain  the  Fleet  in    a  state  of 
efficiency  ?    Were  that  course  followed, 
he  repeated  his  conviction  that  the  Hoose 
of  Commons  would  not  for  one  moment 
withhold  any  sum  which  the  First  Lord 
of    the    Admiralty   might  state  to  be 
actually  necessary  for  the  Service.     He 
was  glad  that  this  discussion  had  taken 
place,  because  it  had,  at  least,  elicited 
from  the  Secretary  to   the  Admiralty 
something  more*  than  an  expression  of 
the  usual  after-dinner  sentiments  that 
one  often  heard,  but  which  no  person 
who   had  entered  into  comparisons  of 
the  naval  strength  of  this  and  other 
countries  could  for  a  moment  entertain. 
General,  vague,   and    sometimes    wild 
statements  had  been  made  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  strength  of  our  Fleet 
was  greater  than  that  of  any  other  Fleet; 
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and  he  had  once  heard  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Uome  Socre- 
taiy  state  that  the  Fleet  of  this  country 
was  superior  to  the  combined  Fleets  of 
the  world.     Now,  it  was  said  that  the 
subject  was  a  delicate  one,  and  that  it 
was  invidious  and  unwise  to  make  com- 
parisons between  the  Navy  of  this  coun- 
tiy  and  the  Fleets  of  friendly  Powers ; 
but,  after  all,  we  were  only  inquiring 
into  the  strength  of  the  Navy — and  he 
understood  by  that  term  the  relative 
force  of  our  Navy  compared  with  the 
Navies  of  other  Powers.      What  else 
was  there  of  Foreign   Powers  besides 
their  Fleets  that  we  could  possibly  make 
this  comparison  with  ?   The  only  reason 
why  we  kept  iip  a  Navy  at  all  was  bo- 
cause  Foreign  Powers  had  Navies  which 
might,  under  certain  circumstances,  bo 
dangerous  to  this  country.   We  had  also 
to  consider  whether  our  Fleet  was  suflB.- 
dent  for  the  growing  duties  imposed 
ujpoQ  it ;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)   had,  on  a 
former  occasion,   made   some  remarks 
upon  this  subject — referring  to  the  ex- 
traordinary  growth   of    the  trade  and 
slupping,  which  our  Navy  existed  to  de- 
fend—to the  effect  that— 

"  In  looking  back  over  a  series  of  years,  it 
would  be  found  tbat,  while  an  extraordinary 
growth  bad  taken  place  in  our  trade  and  ship- 
ping, the  Naval  Estimates  had  remained  prac- 
tictlly  stationar}^ ;  that  the  Effective  Votes  for 
1881.2  were  £8,662,000,  and  the  exports  and  im- 
parts were  £697,000,000." 

He  went  on  to  say  that — 

"  Under  the  Duke  of  Somerset,  who  was  the 
Fint  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  in  the  Liberal  Ad- 
ministration from  1859  to  1865,  the  Naval  Esti- 
mates were  far  in  excess  of  the  present  amounts. 
In  1863,  and  again  in   18G4,  £9,300,000   was 
voted  for  the  Navy.     At  that  time  the  value  of 
oor  imports  and  exports  was  £200,000,000  less 
than  at  present,  and  our  steam  shipping  was 
len  than  a  third  of  the  present  tonnage.     The 
&Gt6  which  he  had  laid  before  them,  he  said, 
appeared  so  conclusive  as  to  the  strict  economy 
inuch  had  been  exercised  in  our  Naval  Expeiy 
ditore,   that  the  question  would  rather   bo — 
whether  wo  were  ooing  enough  to  provide  for 
the  security  of  our  vast  Empire  and  our  ex- 
tended commerce  P      Upon  this  point  it  was 
diflBcolt  to  be  precise  without  entering  into  in- 
vidious comparisons  with  other  Powers ;  and  he 
therefore  asked  them  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
^eral  assurance  that  we  were  at  that  moment 
in  a  satisfactory  condition." 

Now,  the  noble  Lord,  and  those  who 
supported  the  proposition  which  he 
had  brought  forward,  had  been  styled 
"  alarmLBts" — that  was  to  say,  they  were 


persons  who  foresaw  dangers  to  which 
they  and  others  were  exposed.  But,  he 
asked,  were  not  the  alarmists  in  this 
case  authorities  upon  the  question  ?  Of 
course,  he  did  not  refer  to  himself ;  but 
surely  the  experience  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  the  re- 
searches he  had  made,  entitled  him  to 
this  designation.  Again,  the  view  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  supported  by  Sir  Thomas 
Symonds,  Admiral  of  the  Fleet ;  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Wig- 
ton  (Sir  John  Hay) ;  and  by  Sir  Spen- 
cer Kobinson,  who  was  Controller  of 
the  Navy  under  a  Liberal  Administra- 
tion, who  had  published  a  pamphlet  on 
the  subject,  and  who,  directly  ho  left 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  declared  in 
unqualified  terms  that  the  Navy  of  this 
country  was  wholly  inefficient  for  the 
work  it  had  to  do,  and  that,  in  many 
essential  respects,  it  was  inferior  to 
the  Navy  of  France.  Those  who  took 
an  optimist  view  of  the  qualifications 
of  the  Navy  rested  their  case  upon 
a  series  of  probabilities.  The  first  was 
that  we  should  have  plenty  of  notice 
of  a  coming  war.  Surely  that  was  not 
a  probability  upon  which  we  could  rely. 
The  second  was  that  this  country  would 
be  certain  to  have  Allies,  and  that  our 
opponent  would  probably  have  none. 
That,  again,  was  surely  not  a  proba- 
bility upon  which  to  rely.  The  third  pro- 
bability on  which  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site rested  was  that  of  our  ability  to  con- 
centrate our  Fleet  in  European  waters.  A 
fourth  was  tbat  there  was  some  arrange- 
ment on  which  the  food  supply  could  be 
assured  ;  and  a  fifth  and  most  important 
one  was  that  of  the  iron-clads  in  course 
of  construction  in  other  than  Government 
Yards.  But  as  to  our  ability  to  pur- 
chase iron-clads,  he  asked  whether  there 
was  a  single  vessel  of  the  kind  ready  for 
use  on  which  we  could  lay  our  hands  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
when  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty,  was, 
undoubtedly  ablo,  in  1876,  to  purchase 
five  first-class  iron-clads,  complete,  or 
nearly  so.  But  he  contended  that,  at 
the  present  moment,  there  was  not  a 
single  iron-clad  to  be  bought  in  a  similar 
manner.  [Mr.  Tuevelyan  :  There  are 
seven  at  different  stages.]  He  (Captaili 
Price)  had  made  inquiries  on  the  subject 
last  year,  and  was  informed  that  there 
were  only  two  vessels  at  all  advanced. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen  had  spoken  of  main- 
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taining  our  Navy  upon  an  equality  with 
of  that  of  ono  foreign  country,  and  had 
assumed  that  so  long  as  it  was  superior  to 
that  one  leading  Power  it  was  sufficient. 
But  that  was  undoubtedly  a  new  depar- 
ture in  the  policy  of  this  country,  which 
used  to  be,  in  regard  to  Naval  matters, 
that  our  Fleet  should  he  equal  to  the 
Fleets  of  any  two  Foreign  Powers.  The 
whole  of  the  arguments  heard  that  night 
went  to  show  that  the  provision  we* were 
making  was  insufficient.  It  was  alto- 
gether beyond  the  question  to  say  that 
our  Fleet  was  equal  to  that  of  another 
country.  If  we  took  the  Fleet  as  it  now 
stood  it  was,  no  doubt,  a  good  deal 
superior  to  that  of  France;  but  if  we  in- 
quired into  the  effect  of  the  policy  which 
was  being  pursued  in  our  own  Navy  and 
that  which  was  being  pursued  in  regard 
to  the  French  Navy,  it  would  be  seen  that 
a  considerable  superiority  would  result 
to  the  latter  in  the  course  of  two  or 
three  years.  He  asked  who  was  respon- 
sible for  that  state  of  things  ?  For  the 
purpose  of  comparison,  he  would  divide 
our  Fleet  of  iron-clads  into  three  classes. 
In  the  first  class  he  should  include  ships 
capable  of  carrying  guns  of  43  tons 
weight  and  upwards,  built,  building,  and 
provided  for  in  the  current  Estimates. 
He  might,  at  this  point,  express  the 
surprise  he  felt  at  hearing  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cast  doubt  upon  the  statement 
that  French  ships  now  building  would 
carry  72-ton  guns,  because  it  was  a  fact 
that  guns  of  that  weight  were  now  being 
made  in  France;  and  for  what  were 
they  being  made  if  not  for  the  purpose 
of  being  mounted?  Then,  what  right 
had  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that 
French  ships  of  the  first  class  were  not 
going  to  carry  guns  of  this  calibre  ?  The 
fact  was  that  of  vessels  of  the  first  class, 
built,  building,  and  provided  for,  we 
had  10  ships;  whereas  France  had  18 
and  Italy  7,  the  average  weight  of  their 
heaviest  guns  being  55  tons  in  the  Eng- 
lish, as  against  61  tons  and  100,  respec- 
tively, in  the  ships  of  France  and  Italy. 
Moreover,  while  the  French  had  70-ton 
guns  actually  building,  our  60-ton  guns 
were  only  on  paper,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
having  stated  that  perhaps  two  or  three 
4d-ton  guns  would  be  ready  by  the  end 
of  the  year,  while,  he  believed,  the  whole 
of  the  seven  Italian  vessels  would  be 
armed  with  1 00-ton  guns.  The  average 
thickness  of  armour  on  the  English 
ships  was  18  inches,  as  compared  with 
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19  inches  on  the  French  ships.  So  far 
as  France  was  concerned,  tne  average 
speed  was  the  same  as  our  own,  while, 
in  the  case  of  Italy,  it  was  somewhat 
higher — that  was  to  say,  the  average  of 
our  first-class  ships  was  1 4*25  knots ;  of 
the  French,  14*25  knots,  and  of  the  Ita- 
lian ships  15  knots.  Thus,  France  and 
Italy  combined  had  25  first-class  iron- 
clads, as  against  our  10,  the  respective 
averages  of  g^ns,  armour,  and  speed 
being  those  which  he  had  pointed  out. 
Of  vessels  of  the  second  class — namely, 
those  which  carried  guns  of  from  18  to 
38  tons,  England  had  26,  France  18, 
and  Italy  5.  In  the  weight  of  g^uns  we 
had  slkfhtly  the  advantage,  as  compared 
with  France,  the  average  being  24( 
tons,  against  22  tons.  The  same  remark 
applied  to  the  armour,  the  average  thick- 
ness of  the  plates  carried  by  the  English 
ships  being  12^  inches,  and  that  of  the 
French  11  inches.  But  in  the  more 
vital  matter  of  speed  we  were  behind, 
the  average  speed  of  the  French  vesselB 
being  13*6,  smd  of  ours  13*25  knots. 
Of  vessels  of  the  third  class — namely, 
those  carrying  g^ns  of  less  than 
18  tons,  and  with  armour  of  less  than 
9  inches  in  thickness,  England  had  16, 
France  1 3,  and  Italy  seven.  At  first  he 
thought  it  would  be  well  to  include  in 
the  third  class  every  vessel,  built  or 
building,  which  carried,  or  was  intended 
to  carry,  armour-plating  of  any  kind; 
but  on  re-consideration  that  appeared  to 
be  hardly  correct ;  and  he  had,  there- 
fore, carefully  calculated  the  number  of 
ships  which  could  be  made  use  of,  and 
those  which  would  not  be  of  use  to  the 
country  in  time  of  war.  Of  these  ships, 
as  he  had  before  pointed  out,  we  had  15 
and  the  French  13.  Now,  until  the 
commencement  of  the  present  year,  the 
French  counted  on  their  Navy  List,  be- 
sides these  13  vessels,  14  others,  which 
made  a  total  of  27.  They  also  had 
12  floating  batteries  built  since  the 
Crimean  War,  and  which  until  lately 
they  had  looked  upon  as  vessels  which 
might  take  their  place  in  action.  Cer- 
tainly, they  did  not  consider  them  use- 
less vessels,  for  they  kept  them  up  more 
efficiently  than  the  two  floating  batteries 
which  we  had  at  the  present  time. 
Ilowever,  he  should  not  include  these 
amongst  their  vessels  of  the  third  class. 
But  he  must  remind  the  House  that  a 
number  of  ships  had  been  struck  off 
the  list  of  the  French  Fleet  which  last 
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year  actually  took  part  in  the  bombard- 
ment of  8fax.    Wnether  they  could  be 
brought  forward  again  he  was,  of  course, 
Qoable  to  say ;  but  it  was  only  fair  that, 
as  they  had  been  removed   from    the 
French  Navy  List,  they  should  not  be 
included  under  the  head  of  vessels  of 
the  third  class.  He  said,  then,  that  Italy 
and  France  combined  had  20  iron-clads 
of  the  third  class  as  against  our  1 5  ;  and, 
therefore,  the  sum  total  of  iron-clads  of 
the  three  classes  was  for  England  51, 
France  49,  and  for  Italy  19.     In  other 
vords,  England  would  have  51  ships  as 
asainst  the  68  of  France  and  Italy  com- 
bined.   He  asked  whether  or  not  the 
comparison  he  had  made  was  a  true  one, 
and  for  this  reason — because,  when  they 
made  a  comparison   of  the  kind,  they 
were  not  repued  to  in  the  terms  of  that 
comparison,  but  some  other  comparison 
was  set  up  which  was  not  applicable ; 
and  it  would  certainly  be  far  more  in- 
teresting to  the  public  to  get  a  cate- 
gorical denial,  if  it   were  possible,  of 
uiat  which  he  now  made  in  support  of 
the  Motion  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
brought  forward.     If  it  were  said  that 
this  comparison  was  not  a  true  one,  he 
asked  to  what  extent  it  was  not  true  ? 
The  Secretary  to    the  Admiralty  had 
niade  to  the  House  a  very  lucid  and 
explanatory  statement;    but,   notwith- 
standing that  his  speech  had  been  of 
the  most  interesting  character,  he  had 
by  no  means  denied  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord,  or  the  other  statements 
which  had  been  made  on  that  side  of 
the  House.     He  should  like,  therefore, 
to  get  an  answer  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
oian,  in  general  terms,  as  to  whether,  in 
the  first  place,  he  would  deny  that  the 
French  Naval  Estimates  were  increasing, 
while  ours  were  decreasing  ?    The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  that  evening  to 
the  sum  mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord 
•a  being  voted  this  year  in  France — 
namely,   £9,000,000— which    the    hon. 
Oentleman  compared  with  our  Estimate 
of  £10,500,000;   but,  in   doing   so,  he 
entirely  forgot    to    state    that    in  the 
French  Vote  was  not  included  the  sum 
which  we  include  in  our  Estimate  for 
the  Non-Effective  Votes.     Was  the  hon. 
Gentleman  also  able  to  deny  that  the 
French  were   employing  a  very  much 
larger  number  of  men  in  their  Dock- 
yards, and  building  a  larger  amount  of 
tonnage  than  we  were  ?    The  figures  of 
the  hon.  Qentleman  agreed  with  his,  in 


showing  that  the  French  were  building 
15,000  tons  of  iron-clads  as  against  our 
1 1,500  tons ;  and  when  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  French  would  not 
carry  out  their  programme,  he  should 
bo  glad  to  know  on  what  foundation 
that  statement  rested.  Would  the  hon. 
Gentleman  deny  that  their  programme 
for  last  year  was  carried  out?  The 
French  Estimates  were  published,  and 
they  had  voted  money  for  building  the 
same  amount  of  15,000  tons  of  iron- 
clads next  year.  It  mattered  nothing  to 
the  present  inquiry  whether  or  not  they 
had  carried  out  their  programme  in 
1878  or  1879.  What  we  had  to  do  was 
to  compare  with  our  Estimates  and  ton- 
nage the  money  they  had  voted  this  year 
and  the  tonnage  intended  to  be  built  by 
them  in  the  coming  two  years.  Again, 
could  the  hon.  Gentleman  deny  that  the 
French  were  adding  600  or  700  mon  to 
their  Navy,  while  we  were  reducing  our 
men  by  a  like  number  ?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  at  an  earlier  period  in  the 
Session  that  the  number  of  men  and  boys 
asked  for  was  the  same  for  this  as  for  last 
year;  but  he  added  that  we  were  re- 
ducing the  number  of  our  Marines,  whom 
he  justly  described  as  forming  part  of 
the  ship's  company.  Therefore,  it  was 
correct  to  say  that  while  we  were  re- 
ducing our  Navy  the  French  were  in- 
creasing theirs.  Again,  the  French,  both 
this  year  and  last  year,  had  voted  more 
money  than  we  for  guns,  and  were  pro- 
gressing with  more  rapid  strides  than 
we  in  the  armament  of  their  Fleet. 
They  were  building  new  types  of  guns 
more  quickly,  and,  therefore,  their  ships 
would  bo  sooner  armed  than  ours ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  they  were  spending 
more  money  on  torpedoes.  He  said  it 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  country  that 
some  Eepresentative  of  the  Admiralty 
should,  if  possible,  emphatically  deny 
those  statements;  and  if  he  could  not 
deny  them  in  toto^  then  the  House  should 
be  informed  to  what  extent  they  were 
incorrect,  or  that  they  were  not  incorrect 
at  all.  The  Admiralty,  up  to  the  present, 
had  sheltered  themselves  under  the  old 
excuse,  that  it  was  invidious  to  make 
comparisons  and  that  they  must  trust 
the  Government.  For  his  own  part,  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  Government  of 
any  Party  was  to  be  trusted  in  such  a 
matter  as  this ;  and  the  suggestion  which 
he  had  to  make,  although  it  was  not  likely 
to  be  accepted,  and  would  be  considered 
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by  a  large  number  of  Members  as  im- 
practicable, was  that  a  Eojal  Commission 
should  issue  to  inquire  into  the  question 
of  what  was  a  really  sufficient  Fleet  for 
this  country  to  possess.  The  Commis- 
sioners should  examine  experts  of  all 
kinds  —  naval  officers,  engineers,  Ad- 
miralty officials,  and  all  those  who  were 
capable  of  giving  an  opinion  on  the 
subject — and  then  make  their  Report. 
But,  although  this  would  be  a  step  in 
the  right  direction,  it  would  be  by  no 
means  enough,  for  it  was  probable  that 
if  Nelson,  Collingwood,  and  all  our  old 
naval  heroes  were  to  rise  from  their 
graves  and  demonstrate  from  their  own 
and  the  accumulated  experience  of  later 
days  that  the  country  ought  to  be  sup- 
plied with  a  far  larger  Fleet  than  it 
had,  no  Government  would  ask  for  the 
money  that  was  necessary.  Neverthe- 
less, the  country  ought  to  be  supplied 
with  a  Fleet  sufficient  in  every  respect ; 
and  he  was  quite  certain  that  if  the 
money  were  voted  for  this  purpose,  not 
one  word  of  dissatisfaction  would  be 
heard  throughout  the  Kingdom  at  the 
step  which  had  been  taken. 

Mb.  R.  W.  duff  said,  he  had 
listened  with  attention  and  interest  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chichoster  (Lord  Henry  Lennox), 
who,  in  his  opinion,  had  done  good  ser- 
vice in  calling  attention  to  the  Navies  of 
Foreign  Powers,  notwithstanding  that  in 
his  statement  he  thought  he  had  some- 
what over-estimated  the  strength  of  the 
French  Fleet  while  under-estimating  our 
own.  Moreover,  he  thought  the  reply 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  went  a  considerable  length  in 
the  direction  of  answering  the  noble 
Lord's  complaint.  At  the  same  time, 
when  they  looked  on  the  vast  increase 
of  the  Italian  and  German  Fleets,  quite 
apart  from  that  of  France,  he  could  not 
feel  satisfied  that  our  own  Navy  was  such 
as  it  ought  to  be.  He  had  heard  the  same 
statements  and  arguments  that  had  been 
advanced  that  evening  used  on  many 
occasions  during  the  years  he  had  had 
the  honour  to  sit  in  that  House ;  while  it 
was  contended,  on  the  one  hand,  that 
the  Fleet  was  insufficient  for  the  national 
requirements,  it  was  usually  replied,  on 
the  other,  that  while  the  Government 
admitted  that  the  Navy  was  not  quite 
what  it  ought  to  be,  it  was  in  the  same 
position  when  they  came  into  Office.  That 
kind  of  attack  and  defence  had  gone  on 
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for  years.     But  what  they  had  to  con- 
sider was  not  whether  the  Navy  was 
better  now  than  it  was  when  the  Opposi- 
tion were  in  Office,  but  whether  it  was 
what  it  ought  to  be  for  the  service  of  the 
country.     He  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  brought  forward  facts 
and  statements  which,  in  his  opinion, 
had  not  been  entirely  answered  by  hii 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty, although,  in  dealing  \vith  details, 
he  had  shown  some  inaccuracies  on  the 
part  of  the  noble  Lord.     His  object, 
however,  in  rising  was  to  call  attention 
to  tho  manning  of  the  Fleet.    The  noble 
Lord  had  said  very  truly  that,  deducting 
supernumeraries,  the  number  of  seamen 
amounted  to  about  18,000,  and  as  he 
(Mr.  R.  W.  Duff)  had  not  seen  an} 
contradiction  of  tho  statement  which  he 
made  last  year  as  to  the  small  numbei 
of  those  who  had  seen  six  years'  service 
he  would  like  to  know  whether  the  Ad 
miralty  would  furnish  the  House  witl 
a    statement    showing  the   number  o 
years'   sea  service  which  these  18,00* 
men   had?    The  hon.  Gentleman  hai 
told   them  that  there  were   153  stean 
vessels  in  the  Merchant  Navy,   all  o 
them  fit  to  carry  guns  of  great  calibre 
but    he  was  very  much  concerned  fc 
know   where   the   men    were    to  com 
from  for  the  purpose  of  manning  thes 
guns,  particularly  as  the  hon.  Gentlema 
had,  to  a  certain   extent,  reduced  th 
Royal  Marines.    We  were  now  intrc 
ducing  breech-loading    guns   into    th 
Navy,  although  our  men  were  alwaj 
drilled  with  muzzle-loading  guns.   [Mi 
W.  H.  Smith:    There  are  no  breech 
loading  guns  in  the  Navy.]     He  (Mi 
R.  W.  Duff)  had  certainly  been  given  t 
understand  that  the  Navy  was  actuall, 
supplied  with  some  breech-loading  gum 
Whether  that  was  correct  or  not,   h 
thought  it  was  high  time  that  breech 
loaders  were  introduced  into  the  Navy 
and  he  felt  sure  his  hon.   Friend  iai 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  would  admi 
that  the  sooner  this  was  done  the  bettei 
for  they  had  been  proved  to  be  bette 
than  muzzle-loaders.   Without  detaininj 
the  House  by  entering  into  details,  h 
was  bound  to  say  that,  on  the  whole,  hi 
noble  Friend  had  made  out  a  case  fo 
increasing  the  Navy.     Although  he  hai 
been  answered  to  a  certain  extent,  he  hai 
not  been  entirely  answered ;  and,  there 
fore,  he  trusted  that  the  Admiralty  woulc 
not,  upon  any  false  ideas  of  economy 
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Blirink  from  bringiDg  forward  such  Esti- 
mates as  would  enable  them  fully  to 
xnomtain   onr  Naval  Forces.    He  was 
satisfied  that  no  one  was  more  convinced 
than  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  of  the  absolute  necessity 
of  keeping  up  the  seamanship   of  our 
sailors ;  and  if  the  statement  which  he 
(Mr.  R.  W.  DuflP)  had  made  last  year 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  their 
sea  serrice  were  correct,  he  trusted  there 
would  be  no  hesitation  in  bringing  for- 
ward proposals  on  that  important  sub- 
ject that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
ooimtry.     He  would  not,  at  that  late 
hour,  deal  with  the  statements  made  by 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Henry  Lennox) ; 
he  would  only  say  that  although  he 
agreed  on  many  points  with  the  noble 
Lord,  especially  when  he  spoke  of  what 
the  Navy  ought  to  be,  he  saw  very  great 
difficulty  in  combining  in  one  vessel  all 
the  requirements  of  a  naval  ship.     His 
aoble  Friend  talked  of  vessels  which 
were  to  be  very  swift ;  they  were  not  to 
draw  much  water,  they  were  to  be  lightly 
boilt,  and  yet  they  were  to  carry  very 
powerful  guns.     He  would  like  to  see 
Ais  noble  Friend  design  such  a  vessel. 
If  he  were  to  do  so,  he  would  do  great 
service  to  the  Navy  and  the  country. 
^  Sm  MA8SEY  LOPES  said,  they  were 
indebted  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Chichester  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)  for 
having  initiated  this  discussion ;  and  it 
▼as  a  matter  of  congratulation  that  the 
Navy  was  no  longer  an  arena  of  Party 
politics,  and  that  all  of  them,  whatever 
their  political  views,  were  unanimous  in 
endeavouring  to  maintain  the  efficiency, 
the   supremacy  of   our   Navy.     There 
was,  undoubtedly,  some  uneasiness  and 
some  alarm — and  he  thought  the  de- 
bate of  that   evening  was  not   calcu- 
lated to   allay  it — with  respect  to  the 
condition  of  our  Navy  at  the  present 
time,  and  with  respect  to  its  strength, 
rehitively,  to    that    of   the    Navies  of 
foreign  countries.    It  was  admitted  that 
our  Navy  at  present  was  more  efficient 
than  the  Navy  of  any  other  country ; 
and  he  would  give  credit  to  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  for  having  endea- 
voured to  maintain  the  efficiency  of  our 
Navy  so  far  as  the  limited  means  at  their 
disposal  would  allow.     The  question  for 
them  was  not  whether  our  Navy  was 
more  efficient  than  it  ever  was,  but  whe- 
ther our  Navy  bore  a  more  favourable 
oompaiison  with  the  Navies  of  other 


countries  than  it  did  some  10  or  20  years 
ago.  That  was  the  crucial  question  for 
them  to  consider.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  Navies  of  other  countries,  more 
especially  that  of  France  and  Italy,  had 
been  vastly  developed  of  late  years.  He 
believed  our  Navy  was  absolutely  supe- 
rior to  that  of  France ;  at  present  there 
was  no  question  about  that.  But  then, 
in  order  to  make  a  fair  comparison,  they 
had  to  compare  relatively  the  duties  of 
the  respective  Navies.  The  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  our  Navy  were  vastly 
greater  than  those  of  France.  In  the 
first  place,  we  had  a  g^eat  length  of 
coast  to  protect;  we  had  an  enormous 
trade  and  commerce — he  believed  double 
the  trade  of  that  of  all  the  rest  of  the 
world ;  we  had  our  numerous  Colonies, 
and,  as  had  already  been  stated  during 
the  debate,  we  were  really  dependent 
for  our  daily  bread  upon  the  regu- 
lar arrival  of  ships  in  this  country  from 
abroad.  Now,  when  they  considered 
such  enormous  responsibilities  he  thought 
our  Navy  did  not  compare  favourably 
with  that  of  France.  There  was  no 
doubt  of  this — that  both  France  and 
Italy  were  at  preeent  contending  for  that 
naval  supremacy  which  for  so  many 
years  we  had  maintained.  We  had  far 
greater  interests  at  stake.  It  was  neces- 
sary to  our  national  existence.  It  made 
our  Colonies,  it  created  our  commerce. 
We  could  never  risk  the  loss  of  that  naval 
supremacy.  If  we  lost  an  engagement  on 
land  we  could  recover  our  prestige  ;  but 
if  we  once  met  with  a  naval  disaster  we 
should  sustain  a  loss  which  would  be 
irreparable.  If  that  were  so  it  would 
never  do  to  risk  the  loss  of  our  naval 
supremacy  ;  if  we  did  lose  that  supre- 
macy we  should  lose  our  position  amongst 
foreign  countries;  we  should  risk  the 
relinquishment  of  our  Colonies  and  the 
annihilation  of  our  commerce.  He  had  in 
his  hand  a  statement  of  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates for  the  last  few  years.  They 
were  asked  this  year  for  a  Vote  of 
£10,484,000.  The  apparent  decrease  in 
last  year's  Estimates  was  £462,000 ; 
but  the  actual  decrease  was  £221,000. 
The  Admiralty  took  credit  for  the  extra 
receipts,  amounting  to  £240,000.  That 
was  a  great  novelty.  The  extra  receipts 
were  for  old  stores,  ships,  &c. ;  they 
were  formerly  paid  into  the  Exchequer, 
and  now  they  were  to  be  treated  as  Ap- 
propriations in  Aid  of  Parliamentary 
grants.     He  was  not  sure  that  that  was 
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a  good  arrangement ;  but  it  certainly  did 
enable  the  present  Admiralty  to  submit 
to  the  Committee    reduced  Estimates. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  if  they  were  in 
power  two  or  three  years  they  would 
leave  very  few  old  ships  and  stores  for 
the  benefit  of  their  successors.     If  they 
were  going  to  take  the  benefit  of  the 
extra  receipts  they  ought  to  have  ex- 
pended them  as  extraordinary  expendi- 
ture.    Few  people  were  aware  of  what 
a  comparatively    small  sum    was    ex- 
pended out    of  the  whole  Navy  Vote 
upon    our   Effective    Services.    Out  of 
the   £10,484.000    they  had   to  deduct 
£2,070,000  for  the  Non-Effoctive  pur- 
poses.     They    therefore     only    voted 
£8,414,000  for  the  Navy  proper.     Then 
they  had  to  deduct  the  cost  of  transport, 
which  was  £  120,000,  so  that  only  allowed 
an  Expenditure  on  the  Effective  Services 
of  £8,294,000.      His  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  took  credit  to  himself  for  making 
a  great  many  improvements,  and  yet  for 
not  materially  increasing  the  Vote.     Of 
course,  that  was  very  creditable  to  a  cer- 
tain extent.     It  was  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's desire  to  make  both  ends  meet  and 
balance  his  accounts ;  but  he  (Sir  Massey 
Lopes)  did  not  think  they  should  deal 
with  the  Navy  in  that  commercial  sort 
of  way.     They  must  first  of  all  secure 
efficiency,    and  if  they  could  combine 
that  with  economy  so  much  the  better. 
But  it  would  not  do  to  risk  our  naval 
supremacy  if  it  was  only  a  question  of 
his  hon.  Friend  asking  them  for  a  larger 
Vote.     We  were  expending  now  upon 
our   Navy    considerably  less  than   we 
expended  20  years  ago.     Ho  had  in  his 
hand  an  account  of  the  Expenditure  of 
the  Navy  for  the  last  20  years ;  and,  not- 
withstanding the    costly  improvements 
which  had  been  made  during  that  time, 
he  found  we  were  spending  less  money 
than  we  did  at  that  period.  Let  them  com- 
pare the  Expenditure  in  the  year  1860-1 
with  the  years  1870-1  and  1880-1 ;  and 
he  could  not  go  beyond  that,  because,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  knew,  the  Audit  of  the 
Naval  Accounts  had  not  yet  been  fur- 
nished for  a  later  year.     He  would  only 
deal  with  the  Effective  and  Non-Effective 
Votes,  because,  in  making  the  compari- 
son, he  had  excluded  all  extraordinary 
expenditure.     He  found  that  in  1860-1 
we  expended  a  total  of  £12,029,000 ;  in 
the  year  1870-1  we  only  expended  a 
total  of  £9,670,000;  in  the  year  1880-1 
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we  expended  a  total  of  £10,115,000. 
Now,  he  found  that  the  Effective  Vote  in 
1860-1  was  £10,736,000,  and  in  1870-1 
it  was  £7,957,000 ;  but  he  need  not  re 
mind  the  House  that  it  was  during  tha 
year  that  the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman  th< 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers 
was  in  Office,  and  that  was  the  lowes 
Naval  Expenditure  we  ever  had.  A 
that  time  wo  had  only  12,000  men  in  th< 
Dockyards,  instead  of  16,000  as  at  pre 
sent.  He  found  that  the  differenct 
between  the  Effective  Vote  of  1860- 
and  that  of  1880-1  was  as  much  a 
£1,680,000,  and  that  we  had  got  an  in 
crease  in  our  Non-Effective  Vote  in  the  % 
years  of  £766,000,  which  really  amoante< 
to  the  cost  of  one  of  our  largest  iron 
clads — the  Inflexible,  for  instance.  I 
was  scarcely  credible  that  in  1880-1  w 
were  only  spending  £100  more  in  ou 
Effective  Vote  than  we  did  in  1870-1- 
the  year  of  our  lowest  Naval  Expenditure 
One  thing  was  quite  certain — that  if  w 
were  to  put  our  Navy  in  the  same  relativ 
position  in  which  it  was  some  10  or  2 
years  ago  we  should  be  oblig^  to  spen 
more  money.  There  was  no  doubt,  as  ha 
been  stated,  that  the  cost  of  maintainin 
the  Navy  had  a  great  tendency  to  ii 
crease ;  but  then  they  must  bear  in  min 
that  our  wealth  and  our  population  ws 
increasing  in  a  corresponding  degree 
He  thought  that  if  there  was  any  pn 
bability  of  France,  or  any  other  coui 
try,  competing  with  us  for  naval  si 
premacy,  he  was  quite  certain  that 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  were  1 
make  application  to  the  House  of  Con 
mons  and  the  country  for  a  large  Vol 
it  would  be  cheerfully  given.  He  woul 
like  to  say  a  word  with  reference  to  oi 
guns.  He  was  always  under  the  in 
pression  that  the  weak  point  of  oi 
Navy  was  our  guns.  He  was  glad  \ 
hear  his  hon.  Friend  convey  a  somewhi 
different  impression.  He  was  certain 
under  the  impression  that  France,  in  tl 
matter  of  guns,  was  in  a  better  positio 
than  England  ;  and  they  had  the  auth< 
rity  of  Sir  WiUiam  Armstrong — one  < 
the  greatest  authorities  on  such  a  sul 
ject — that,  weight  for  weight,  the  navi 
ordnance  of  the  French  was  superior  i 
that  of  this  country.  He  was  glad  1 
hear  a  remark  in  reference  to  the  systei 
of  the  Navy  going  to  the  Army  for  I 
guns.  The  system  of  making  the  Ac 
miralty  dependent  on  the  War  Offioe  f( 
guns  was  most  anomalous  and  unbus: 


several  Acts  relatinff  to  the  Shrewsbury  and 
Holyhead  Turnpike  Road,  and  to  report  to  the 
House  whether  such  Acts  should  be  scheduled 
in  the  annual  Turnpike  Continuance  Bill  of  the 
present  year  with  a  view  to  the  repeal  of  the 
said  Acts  after  a  stated  date. — (Jfr.  Mibbert.) 

CANALS. 

Select  Committee  appointed^  '*  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  and  the  position  of  the  Canals  and 
internal  navigation  of  the  Country,  to  report 
thereupon,  and  to  make  such  recommendations 
as  may  appear  necessary.** — {^Mr,  Salt.) 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 
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neasKke.  Other  countries  like  Kussia, 
the  United  States,  and  France,  had 
their  own  naval  ordnance  manufacto- 
ries ;  while  Germany,  Austria,  and  Italy 
went  to  private  firms.  He  did  not  see 
vhy  the  English  Navy  could  not  do  the 
aame ;  the  Navy  could  not  order  a  gun 
without  the  intervention  of  the  War 
Office—it  had  no  control,  and,  there- 
fore, DO  responsibility.  It  ought  to  be 
in  a  position  to  give  occasional  orders 
to  private  firms,  just  as  it  did  in  the  case 
of  the  building  of  ships.  If  we  did  not 
make  some  real  effort  to  increase  our 
Navy  we  should  find  that  of  France,  if 
not  superior,  at  any  rate  equal  to  it. 
Any  Oovemment  would  incur  enormous 
responsibility  if  it  ever  allowed  France, 
or  any  other  country,  to  be  in  such  a 
position  as  to  be  able  to  compete  with 
ns  for  naval  supremacy. 

Lord  HENEY  LENNOX  said,  he 
was  80  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  dis- 
coeeion  that  had  taken  place  that  he 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion, 
And  to  thank  the  House  for  the  attention 
ithad  g^ven  to  the  subject. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Fridaf/,  2Ut  April,  1882. 


MOTIONS. 


WATER   PROVISIONAL   ORDERS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  for  confirm- 
ing certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  "The  Gas  and  Water- 
works Facilities  Act,  1870,"  relating  to  Calne 
Water,  Cromer  "Water,  Denbigh  Water,  and 
Kenilworth  Water,  ordered  to  bo  brought  ,in 
by  Mr.  Ashley  and  Mr.  Chamberlain. 

Bill /^eji^n/^</,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  135.] 

GAS   PROVISIONAL   ORDERS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  for  confirm- 
ing certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
BMrd  of  Trade  under  **  The  Gas  and  Water- 
works Facilities  Act,  1870,*'  relating  to  Brecon 
Gas,  High  Wycombe  Gas,  Kettering  Gas, 
Poirtsea  Gas,  B^ditch  Gas.  Salisbury  Gas,  and 
Sheffield  G^,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
AtHLET  and  Mr.  Chamberlain. 

'biXipreMMtedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  136.] 

TUBHPIKS  ACTS    CONTINUANCE  ACT,    1881, 

COMMITTEE. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  a  further  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  to  take  into  consideration  the 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— /"iV**  Reading-^ 
Stolen  Goods  (64) ;  Army  (Annual)  •  (66). 

Second  Reading — General  Folice  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  *  (48) ;  Drainage  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order*  (61). 

Third  Reading— Duke  of  Albany  (Establish- 
ment) *  (68),  and  pasted. 

Royal  Assent — Duko  of  Albany  (Establishment) 
[46  Viet.  c.  6]. 

STOLEN  GOODS  BILL. 
BILL  PRESENTED.      FIRST  READING. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR,  iu 
moving  the  first  reading  of  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  law  respecting  the  recovery  of  Stolen 
Articles,  said,  it  was  the  same  Bill  as 
that  which  was  proceeded  with  last  Ses- 
sion up  t6  a  certain  stage  ;  and  he  pro- 
posed, when  it  reached  the  same  stage, 
to  move  the  re-appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  which  it  should  be  re- 
ferred. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  respecting  the 
recovery  of  Stolen  Articles — Presented 
(The  Lord  Chancellor)  ;  read  1' ;  to 
he  printed.     (No.  64.") 

CRIMINAL  LAW  —  THE  CONDEMNED 
CONVICT  LAMSON. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN,  who  had 
the  following  Notice  on  the  Paper: — 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  there  is  any  existing 
precedent  of  a  Foreign  Government 
having  interfered  to  arrest  a  judgment 
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pronounced  on  a  British  subject  by  an 
linglisli  court  of  justice  for  a  crime 
committed  in  England  of  which  he  had 
been  found  guilty  by  a  regularly  consti- 
tuted jury;  and,  if  not,  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  inform  the  House 
what  are  the  reasons  which  have  in- 
duced Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ac- 
cede to  such  an  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  in 
the  case  of  the  convict  Lamson,  said, 
that  before  he  put  the  Question  he 
would  like  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions upon  the  subject.  He  did  so  with 
some  diffidence,  as  it  was  the  first  time 
he  had  addressed  their  Lordships.  The 
case  of  the  convict  Lamson,  and  the 
facts  relating  to  it,  were  of  such  recent 
occurrence  that  it  would  be  fresh  in  the 
minds  of  their  Lordships.  After  a  long 
and  patient  trial  the  prisoner  was  con- 
victed on  the  clearest  evidence  of  a  foul 
and  deliberate  murder  of  a  poor  little 
boy,  his  own  relative. 

Earl  GEANVILLE,  entering  the 
House  at  this  stage,  apologized  for  in- 
terrupting the  noble  Lord,  but  said  he 
had  not  heard  his  Notice  given  on  the 

Srevious  night,  and  suggested  that  the 
tuestion  should  be  postponed  until 
Monday,  when  he  hoped  to  be  in  a 
position  to  give  fuller  information  on 
the  subject  than  he  was  prepared  to  do 
at  present. 

[Question  postponed.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Fridat/,  2Ut  Aprils  1882. 


MINUTES.]— tSuppLY—i'owa/Wrrrtf  in  Committee 
— Civil  Service  Estikates,  Class  I.— PrBLic 

WOUKS  AND  BuiLDIXOS. 

Private   Bill   {by  Order)  —  Second  Beading— 
Walton  Vicarage. 

Public  Bili.^— Ordered — Fir$t  Heading — Local 
Government   (Ireland)    Provisional    Order* 

[138]. 

Second  Reading — Artillery  Ranges*  [126]. 

Committee — Municipal  CorporationB  {re^comm.) 
\\\Z^,  deferred, 

Th^  Earl  of  MUUoym 


Vicarage  Bill. 
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WALTON  VICARAOE  BILL  {hy  Order) 


SECOND   READING. 


Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoied, 
<*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." — {Sir  Charlet  Forster.) 


Mr.   CAINE,    in    moving   that 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  that  day 
six  months,  said,  he  would  explain  as 
briefly  as  possible  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced him  to  move  the  Amendment. 
The  Bill  dealt  with  the  Vicarage  of  the 
parish  of   Walton-on-the-Hill,  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Liverpool.  The  popu- 
lation of  the  Vicarage  and  BectoTj  of 
Walton   was   18,872.     In   1871  it  was 
only  6,459,   so  that  the  population  of 
the  district  had  trebled  during  the  last 
10    years.      According   to    Crockford's 
EceleBioitieal  Directory ^  the  Vicara^  was 
worth  £2,100  a-year,  and  the  Eectory 
£1 ,000,  making  a  total  income  togetherof 
£3,100  a-year  available  for  the  payment 
of  the  clergy  of  the  district  of  the  parish 
of  Walton.  But  he  wished  to  point  out  to 
the  House  that  although  the  population 
of  the  parish  had  so  greatly  increased 
from  6,000  to  18,000,  there  had  been  no 
ijicrease  whatever  in  the  Church  accom- 
modation of  the  parish  during  the  last 
10  years.  The  present  Bill  proposed  that 
the  Trustees  of  the  Liverpool  Bishop- 
ric Endowment  Fund  should  be  autho- 
rized to  apply  a  portion  of  the  fund  to 
the   purchase  of  the  advowson  of  the 
Vicarage,  and  also  to  the  benefit  of  the 
spiritual  interests  of  the  parish.     The 
sum  which  it  was  proposed  to  take  from 
the    Liverpool    Bishopric    Endowment 
Fund   for  this    purpose   was  £30,000. 
The  Bishoprics  Act  of  1878  authorized 
the  foundation  of  a  Bishopric  of  Liver- 
pool, and  directed  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners of  England  to  receive  all  con- 
tributions made  by  the  public  for  the 
purposes  of  the  endowment  of  the  Bishop- 
ric, and  to  carry  the   amount  of  such 
contributions  to  a  fund  to  be  called  the 
Endowment  Fund  of  the  Bishopric.  The 
same  Act  enacted  that  the  Eccl^iastical 
Commissioners  should  provide  out  of  the 
Liverpool  Bishopric  Fund  a  net  annual 
income  for  the  Bishop  not  exceeding 
£4,200  a-year ;  and  the  surplus,  if  any, 
was  to  be  applied  to  the  benefit  of  the 
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spiritaal  wants  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
pariah  of  Walton.     He  quite  admitted 
the  need  of  money  for  the  latter  purpose, 
because  the  present  church  accommoda- 
tion of  Walton  only  provided  for  about 
10  per  cent  of  the  population ;  and  the 
Biflhop  of  Liverpool  himself,  in  a  charge 
which  he  recently  delivered  in  the  dio- 
cese, stated  that  it  was  necessary  that 
12  new  churches  should  be  built  in  the 
diocese,  and  four  of  them  were  to  be 
aituated  within  the  parish  of  Walton. 
The  question    which    would    naturally 
arise,  under  these  circumstaDoes,  was, 
how  much  money  would  be  available 
lor  the  spiritual  needs  of  the  parish- 
ioners of  Walton  under  this  Bill  ?    Ac- 
cording to  the  authority  of  Canon  Hume, 
the  present  income  of   the    Bishopric 
amounted  to  the  sum  of  £3,200  a-year. 
At  some  distant  period,  dependent  upon 
the  life  of  the  present  Bishop  of  Chester, 
a  sum  of  £300  a-year  would  be  added  to 
the  income  of  the  See,  making  altogether 
£3,500  a-year ;  but  from  that  was  to  be 
deducted  the  interest  upon  the  purchase 
money  of  the  advowson — £30,000  at  4 
per  cent,  or  £1,200  a-year.     Deducting 
that  sum  from  the  Bishopric  of  Liver- 
pool,   outside  the  Vicarage  of  Walton 
only  £2,300  a-year  would  be  available 
for   the  income  of  the  Bishop ;    and, 
therefore,  to  provide  a  net  annual  in- 
come of  £4,200 — the  amount  proposed 
by  the  Bishoprics  Act  as  the  maximum 
amount  of  the  Bishop's  stipend — it  was 
dear   that   £1,900  would    have  to  be 
taken  from  the  income  of  the  Vicarage 
of  Walton.  The  income  of  that  Vicarage 
was  stated  in  The  Church  Directory  to  be 
£2,800  a-year ;  but  he  was  told  by  one 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  that  its  pre- 
sent value  was  only  £1,500  a-year,  and 
he  was  unable  to  say  how  the  figure  of 
£2,800   was  arrived  at.     Perhaps   the 
matter  would  be  explained  presently. 
He  was  told  by  the  same  authority  that 
five  years  hence — in    1887 — the  value 
of  the  Vicarage  would  £2,900  a-year, 
owing  to 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The    House    went; — and    being    re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Absent 
U  two  Bills. 


WALTON  VICARAlGE  BILL. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Me.  CAINE  resuming,  said,  he  had 
been  explaining  to  the  House  before 
the  interruption  took  place  that,  under 
the  present  Bill,  it  was  proposed  that 
the  Trustees  of  the  Liverpool  Bishopric 
Fund  should  purchase  the  advowson  of 
the  Vicarage  of  the  parish  of  Walton  for 
the  sum  of  £30,000 ;  and  he  was  point- 
ing out  the  sources  from  which  it  was 
proposed  to  raise  from  the  Vicarage  the 
income  of  the  Bishop  of  Liverpool  to 
the  sum  of  £4,200  a-year,  and  to  devote 
any  surplus  to  the  spiritiial  wants  of  the 
parish  of  Walton.  He  had  also  endea- 
voured to  show  that  if  the  spiritual 
wants  of  the  parish  were  to  depend  upon 
this  surplus,  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
parish  of  Walton  would  come  off  very 
badly  indeed.  The  present  income  of 
the  Bishopric  was  £3,200,  and  there 
would  hereafter  be  a  permanent  addi- 
tion of  £300  a-year.  The  money  raised 
as  an  Endowment  Fund  was  at  present 
invested  in  Liverpool  Dock  Bonds  for 
50  years,  at  4  per  cent ;  but  from  that 
amount  must  be  deducted  the  sum  of 
£1,200  a-year,  being  the  interest  upon 
the  proposed  purchase  money  of  the 
Vicarage  of  Walton  at  4  per  cent.  This 
would  leave  the  income  of  the  Bishopric 
outside  the  parish  of  Walton  at  £2,300 
a-year,  and  to  make  up  that  sum  to  a 
total  of  £4,200  a-year  it  was  clear  that 
£1,900  a-year  must  be  taken  from  the 
income  of  the  Vicarage  of  Walton.  That 
income,  on  the  authority  of  one  of  the 
chief  promoters  of  the  Bill,  was,  at  the 
present  moment,  only  £1,500  a-year; 
but,  in  1887,  it  would  reach  £2,900, 
owing  to  certain  building  leases  begin- 
ning to  pay.  But  the  House  would  see 
that,  for  the  next  five  years,  the  income 
would  actually  fall  short  of  the  income 
considered  necessary  for  the  Bishopric 
by  the  sum  of  £400  a-year ;  and  seeing 
that,  even  after  that  date,  two -thirds  of 
the  income  were  to  be  given  to  the 
Bishop  and  only  one-third  to  the  spiri- 
tual wants  of  the  parish  of  Walton,  it 
certainly  did  seem  that  this  was  simply 
a  scheme  to  save  the  pockets  of  the  rich 
parishioners  of  Walton  and  Liverpool 
by  robbing  the  poor  of  what  ought  to  be 
devoted  to  their  spiritual  requirements. 
Ho  also  objected  to  the  Bill  because  it 
proposed  to    intrust  the    Ecclesiastical 
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Commissioners    with    functions    which  lieved,  once  formed  part  of  the  parish  of 
Parliament  never  intended  them  to  per-  Walton-on-the-Hill,  and  from  whick  a 
form — name]  J, the  sanctioning  of  traffick-  larg^  sum  of  money  was  now  annually 
ing  in  Church  livings,  in  the  first  in-  taken  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
stance,  and  the  commission  of  an  act  of  Corporation  churches  up  and  down  liTer- 
simony  in  the  second.  He  could  not  help  pool  in  districts  from  which  the  popula- 
reflecting  how,   in  the  palmy  days  of  tion  had  long  since  been  withdrawn.  In 
Canon  Kyle,  the  suggestion  of  such  a  his  opinion,  this  Bill  ought  never  to 
transaction  would  have  been  followed  by  have  been  brought  in  as  a  Private  Bill 
scathing  articles  in  Ths  Rock  newspaper,  at  all ;  and  he  regretted  to  say  that  it 
Yet  the  whole  matter  appeared  to  have  appeared  to  be  only  too  easy  to  smuggle 
received  the  approval  of  Bishop  Ryle,  of  Private  Bills  through  the  House,  un- 
Liverpool.     The  object  of  the  present  known  to  anybody  except  the  officers  of 
Bill  was  to  deprive  the  parishioners  of  the  House  and  one  or  two  individaal 
some  £2,000  a-year,  without  an  attempt  Members.  He  should  have  thought  that 
being  made,  as  far  as  he  knew,  to  con-  any  measure  so  deeply  affecting  the  Na- 
sult  their  wishes  and  feelings  on  this  tional  Church  would  have  been  of  in- 
important  subject.     If  for  no  other  rea-  terest,  not  only  to  every  Member  of  the 
son  than  this,  he  thought  the  second  House,  but  to  the  public  generally.  Bills 
reading  of  the  Bill  ought  to  be  post-  whichproposedtojobawayalargesnmof 
poned  until  next  Session.     It  might  be  public  monev  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by 
quite  possible  that  the  co- existence  of  a  the  whole  House,  and  not  by  the  hole- 
Vicar  and  a  Hector  in  this  parish  was  and-corner  method  of  a  Private  Bill, 
desirable.    He  did  not  profess  to  under-  He  thought  the  time  had  arrived  when 
stand  questions  of  ecclesiastical  policy,  something  should  be  done  to  secure  that 
and,  therefore,  he  would  express  no  opi-  copies  of  all  Private  Bills  should  be  de- 
mon upon  that  matter ;  but  why,  when  livered  to  Members  with  the  ordinaiy 
the  Bishop  of  Liverpool  was  already  in  Votes  of  the  day,  so  that  all  of  them 
the  enjoyment  of  an  income  of  £3,200  might  know  what  proposals  they  con- 
a-year,  with  a  retrospective  income  of  tained.    He  begged  now   to  move,  as 
£3,500  a-year,  besides  a  residence  worth  an  Amendment  to  the  second  reading 
£500  a-year,  the  income  hitherto  devoted  of  the  Bill,  that  it  be  read  a  second  time 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  clergy  and  to  on  that  day  six  months. 

?^^*ii°K.*i°'l''*°*''*i'^"?^^f*?^''^v^       Amendment  proposed,   to  leave  out 

had  hitherto  been  so  deeply  deplored  by  ^^e  word  "  now^'  a^at  the  end  of  the 

the  very  Bishop  who  now  proposed  to  Q„e8tion  to  add  the  words,  "upon  this 

annex  these  funds  for  his  own  use,  he  day  six  monthB."-(^»--  <?«•»*.) 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand.     He  hoped        >.      ^  ^-       _„       \  . 

the  House  would  refuse  to  give  a  second        Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
reading  to  the  Bill,  if  only  for  the  pur-      "°^    ^**^^  P*^  ^^  **^®  Question." 
pose  of  enabling  zealous  Churchmen  to        Me.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  quite 

bring  iu  a  better  Bill,  dealing  with  the  agreed  with  hishon.  Friend  the  Member 

parish  of  Walton  as  the  parish  of  Roch-  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine)  that  it  was 

dale  was  dealt  with  some  time  ago,  and  a  somewhat  strange  proceeding  that  a 

to  devote  the  whole  of  the  funds  of  the  proposal  of    this  character   should  be 

Vicarage    to    the    provision    of    those  brought  before  the  House  in  the  guise 

churches  which  the  Bishop  of  Liverpool  of  a  Private  Bill.     It  was  a  Bill  whidi 

declared  to  be  so  greatly  needed  in  the  dealt  not  only  with  the  property  of  a 

parish  of  Walton.     Such  a  proposition  National  Institution,  but  with  a  subject 

would  certainly  receive  his  hearty  sup-  which",  in  the  judgment  of  all  of  them, 

port.     IIo  had  no  doubt  that  the  owner  was  of  infinitely  higher  importance— 

of  the  advowson  would   bo   as  willing  namely,  the  suppression  of  a  sacred  office 

to  sell  for  this  better  purpose  as  for  the  in  the  National  Church.     It  appeared 

ecclesiastical  job  which  the  present  Bill  that  in  the  case  of  the  parish  of  Walton 

proposed  to  perpetrate.     If  not,  and  it  there  was   a  Rectory  and  a  Vicarage, 

was  still   found   desirable   to  purchase  and   the  minds   of   some  people  there 

the  advowson  of  the  Vicarage,  let  the  might  be    a  little  inconvenience  in  a 

income  derived   from  the  purchase  go  possible  clashing  of  authority,  cdthough 

towards  the  reduction  of  the  rates  of  the  there  was  no  evidence  that  hitherto  that 

City  of  Liverpool,  which  city,  he  be-  had  been  the  case,  or  that  any  difficulties 
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had  arisen  between  the  Hector  and  the 
Tioar.  But  supposing  that  it  was  the 
case,  or  supposing  that  there  was  some 
infinitely  weightier  reason  than  a  pos- 
sible collision  between  the  Hector  and 
the  Vicar,  then  he  submitted  io  the 
House  that  in  this,  as  in  a  number  of 
other  cases  of  the  same  character  where 
the  ecclesiastical  functions  had  grown 
too  large,  there  ought  to  be  a  sub- 
division of  the  district  for  spiritual  pur- 
poses, and  that  separate  jurisdiction 
ihould  be  given  to  these  different  eccle- 
dastical  personages  fo  as  to  prevent  the 
308sibility  of  a  colli»ion  or  clashing  of 
tatiee  hereafter.  He  thought  the  House 
rould  be  acting  wisely  in  rejecting  the 
econd  reading  of  the  Bill  on  this  ground 
Jone,  seeing  that  it  was  dealing  with  the 
National  Church  and  with  a  large  na- 
ional  property.  [Mr.  Warton  :  No ! 
nd  other  hon.  Members  :  Hear,  hear !] 
le  was  delighted  at  the  interruption,  or 
dat  any  doubt  should  be  thrown  upon 
he  question  whether  the  Institution  they 
rere  discussing  was  a  National  Church, 
ecanse  he  would  infinitely  prefer  that 
here  should  be  declared  ignorance  ra- 
her  than  concealed  ignorance  upon  the 
ueetion.  No  doubt,  it  was  an  interest- 
Qg  question  whether  the  Established 
!lhurch  was  a  National  Institution  or 
lot.  He  could  only  imagine  that  the 
ion.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
barton)  foresaw  that  there  might  be 
^reat  inconvenience  in  making  the  ad- 
niseion,  or  he  would  not  have  ventured 
0  interrupt  him  (Mr.  Illingworth)  by 
ihallenging  his  assertion  that  the  Estab- 
iflhed  Church  of  the  country  was  as 
Quch  a  National  Institution  as  the  Army 
lod  Navy,  because,  if  there  were  sub- 
itantial  g^unds  for  saying  that  that  was 
lotthe  case,  he  (Mr.  Illingworth)  thought 
hat  Parliament  and  the  country  itself 
rould  very  soon  ask  another  and  a  very 
)ertinent  question — namely,  why  the 
iffairs  of  one  sect  in  the  country  were 
o  be  obtruded  so  persistently  upon 
Parliament,  instead  of  being  settled 
)Qt-of-door8  like  those  of  any  other 
religious  denomination.  He  held  that 
he  main  distinction  between  a  Na- 
ionai  Church  and  other  religious  Bodies 
iras  that  the  affairs  of  the  latter  were 
Mttled  outside  the  walls  of  Parliament, 
irhile  the  affairs  of  a  National  Church 
irere  with  propriety  brought  before  Par- 
liament, and  settled  nowhere  else.  He 
therefore  ventured  to  think  that,  what- 

YOL.  OOLXVin.    [thiud  sbbies.] 


ever  might  be  the  legal  form  suggested 
by  this  procedure,  there  were  very  strong 
objections  to  dealing  with  the  property 
and  the  affairs  of  a  National  Church  in 
the  form  of  a  Private  Bill.  Before  going 
further,  he  wished  to  ask  this  simple 
question — If  it  were  justifiable,  as  an 
arrangement  fitting  to  be  arrived  at  by 
means  of  a  Private  Bill,  to  suppress  a 
Vicarage  for  the  care  of  souls,  why 
might  they  not  have  a  process  for  dis- 
establishing and  disendowing  one-half 
of  the  parishes  of  the  country  by  means 
of  thousands  of  Private  Bills?  If  it 
were  proper  and  fitting  that  such  a 
measure  should  be  introduced  in  the 
one  case,  he  certainly  knew  of  no  reason 
why  the  same  process  should  not  be 
carried  out  in  all.  If  the  Rector  was 
willing  to  sell  the  living  in  one  case, 
why  should  not  other  persons  similarly 
situated  dispose  of  their  livings?  The 
circumstances  in  the  present  case  were 
somewhat  curious.  The  Eector  was  the 
patron  of  the  Vicarage  of  Walton,  and 
he  was  the  individual  who  was  going  to 
pocket  this  £28,000  or  £30,000— cer- 
tainly,  a  very  anomalous  transaction  in 
connection  with  a  Private  Bill.  He  had 
no  doubt  there  were  many  other  patrons 
who  would  be  very  willing  to  sell  the 
property  they  possessed  upon  similar 
terms — and  without  much  regard  to  the 
danger  of  the  suppression  of  the  care  of 
souls  in  the  district  where  the  trans- 
action took  place,  seeing  that  no  provi- 
sion was  made  for  supplying  another 
living  in  the  place  of  the  one  disposed 
of.  What  he  desired  now  was  to  point 
out  to  the  House,  and  through  the 
House  to  the  country,  the  danger  there 
was,  in  a  transaction  of  this  very  doubt- 
ful character,  of  suppressing  altogether 
a  public  office  for  the  cure  of  souls  by 
means  of  a  Private  Bill,  and  through 
an  arrangement  between  the  patron  and 
those  who  desired  to  obtain  a  benefit 
from  the  transaction.  He  hoped,  before 
tho  debate  was  brought  to  a  close,  to 
find  some  hon.  Member  take  part  in  it 
who  was  acknowledged  by  the  House  to 
'  be,  in  some  sense,  a  special  guardian  of 
!  the  interests  and  reputation  of  the  Na- 
I  tional  Church ;  and  he  was  anxious  to 
know  whether  any  such  hon.  Member 
'  was  prepared  to  come  forward  and  jus- 
tify this  system  of  the  sale  of  Church 
patronage,  and  of  associating  with  it  a 
dignitary  of  the  highest  character  in  the 
'  National  Church  ?    If  it  was  justifiable 
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in  one  case  that  the  patronage  shoold 
be  sold,  then  he  wanted  to  know  what 
justification  there  could  be  for  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Stanhope),  by  which  the  hon. 
Ghentleman  proposed  to  interfere  with 
this  system  of  the  sale  of  patronage? 
He  was  aware  that  there  had  been  Com- 
mittees and  Commissions,  which  had  re- 
ported upon  the  evils  to  the  National 
Church,  and  upon  the  mischief  to  reli- 
gion generally,  which  arose  from  this 
mode  of  trafficking  in  sacred  offices. 
They  need  not  wonder  at  what  took 
place  among  men  who  had  no  other  ob- 
ject in  view  than  finding  investments  for 
their  money,  when  they  found  Hectors 
and  Bishops  of  the  Church  of  England 
indulging  in  this  traffic  themselves— or, 
at  any  rate,  countenancing  it.  They 
had  seen  in  that  House  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  considerable  anxiety  shown 
lest  the  House  should  do  some  injury  to 
religion  by  the  admission  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh).  He  appealed  to  those  hon.  GFen- 
tlemen,  who  were,  no  doubt,  very  sin- 
cere, or,  at  any  rate,  very  zealous,  in 
their  guardianship  of  religion,  that  they 
should  g^  into  the  Lobby  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Scarborough 
(Mr.  Caine)  against  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill ;  for  he  ventured  to  say  that 
if  the  matter  now  before  the  House  were 
to  become  as  well  known  throughout  the 
country  as  the  celebrated  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  infinitely 
greater  injury  would  be  done  to  religion 
and  to  the  Established  Church  of  the 
country  than  anything  that  would  be 
done  by  the  introduction  of  half-a-dozen 
Mr.  Bradlaughs  into  the  House.  There 
were  some  incidents  about  this  matter 
that  he  thought  the  House  would  pro- 
bably like  to  have  the  details  of.  How 
was  it  that  now-a-days  ecclesiastical  pro- 
perty could  be  brought  so  openly  into  the 
financial  market  that  even  so  large  a  sum 
as  £30,000  was  ready  to  be  given  for  it? 
Ho  thought  it  was  to  be  explained  by 
the  fact  that  the  present  Yicar  was  85 
years  of  age,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
Bishop  of  Liverpool  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  wait  very  long  before  he  came 
into  possession  of  any  pecuniary  advan- 
tage which  the  transaction  might  confer 
upon  him.  He  was  not  there  to  say 
whether  or  not  in  regard  to  a  Bishop  it 
was  necessary  that  he  should  live  in  a 
Palace ;  but  he  was  willing  to  admit 

3lr,  IlUn^worth 


that  if  he  did  live  in  a  Palace  he  mnsl 
have  a  Princely  income.  No  donb 
there  was,  in  the  minds  of  Ghorehmen 
a  feeling  that  a  Bishop  should  take  hi 
station  among  the  wealthiest  and  th 
highest  in  the  land.  But  when  thi 
Bishopric  of  Liverpool  was  establishe* 
the  public  were  given  to  understand 
that  zealous  and  wealthy  Episcopalian 
were  going  to  provide  the  funds,  an< 
that  there  was  not  likely  to  be  brongh 
before  the  House  of  Commons  a  tnmfl 
action  of  such  a  shameful  character  a 
the  one  they  were  now  engaged  in  dia 
cussing,  in  order  that  the  pockets  of  thi 
wealthy  West  Lancashire  gentry  migb 
not  be  further  drawn  on.  As  he  under 
stood  the  matter,  the  maximum  sum  fixet 
for  the  income  of  the  Bishop  of  Liverpoo 
was  £4,200  a-year.  Why,  then,  wer 
they  flagging  in  their  energies  in  provid 
ing  the  stipulated  amount  ?  Had  they  i 
pastor  who  was  not  deserving  of  thei 
confidence  ?  That  could  scarcely  be  th( 
case,  for  they  all  knew  that  Canon  Byl 
was  a  sincere,  a  zealous,  and  a  very  abL 
Churchman ;  and,  further,  that,  on  be 
coming  Bishop  of  Liverpool,  he  placet 
himseU  literally  among  the  people  there 
in  the  confidence  that  they  would  d< 
complete  justice  to  him.  llie  questiox 
now  was,  were  they  going  to  fail  th< 
Bishop  of  Liverpool  ?  Were  they  go\n{ 
to  ask  the  House  to  be  parties  to  b< 
g^ross  a  transaction  as  the  buying  of  i 
living  and  the  suppression  of  a  cure  o 
souls  ?  It  had  already  been  shown  b] 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Scar 
borough  (Mr.  Caine)  that  there  wai 
already  a  largely -increasing  populatioi 
in  the  parish  of  Walton,  for  which  n< 
other  ecclesiastical  provision  was  made 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  (Mr 
Illing^orth)  appealed  with  confidenc( 
to  the  House  to  reject  the  Bill.  He  wai 
satisfied  that  if  the  House  refused  t< 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  the  vati 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country— 
not  only  those  connected  with  the  Estab 
lished  Church,  but  those  without  he: 
pale — would  commend  the  course  whid 
the  House  would  take. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  an 
quite  sure  that  the  hon.  Member  wh< 
has  just  sat  down  has  really  not  studiec 
this  question,  and  that  he  cannot  be  at 
all  aware  of  the  wants  of  the  particulai 
locality  of  which  he  has  been  speaking. 
We  are  extremely  grateful  to  him,  as  a 
Nonconformist  Member  of  this  House, 
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for  the  interest  he  apparently  takes  in 
the  welfare  of  the  Established  Church. 
[••Hear,  hear!"  and  a  laugh.^     I  say 
that  quite  sincerely,  although  probably 
there  are  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  do 
Dot  echo  the  sentiment.    There  are,  how- 
erer,  a  great  number  of  persons  who  do 
take  a  very  sincere  interest  in  the  wel- 
fare of  this  parish,  who  have  gone  very 
doeely  into  the  question,  and  who  know 
the  "ins"  and  "outs"  of  the  whole 
matter ;  and  they,  having  the  best  means 
of  judging,  have  come  to  a  distinctly 
opposite  conclusion  to  that  at  which  the 
hon.  If  ember  has  arrived.    I  must  say  I 
think  their  opinion  is  entitled  to  very 
eonsiderable  weight.     The  hon.  Member 
fer  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  seems  to 
have  forgotten  a  very  important  circum- 
stance in  the  case.     It  is  quite  true  that 
there  is  a  Hector  of  Walton,  and  a  Vicar 
ni  Walton,  and  the  Vicarage  of  Walton 
and  the  Advowson  of  Walton  belong  to 
the  Vicar,  and  nobody  can  interfere  with 
his  right  to  them.     If  the  Vicar  and  his 
fitmily  choose  to  keep  the  Vicarage  iu 
perpetuity  they  can  do  so,  and  he  cannot 
De  caUed  upon  to  perform  any  further 
duties  than  he  has  hitherto  performed  ; 
nor  can  he  be  called  upon  to  sell  the 
advowson,  nor  to  divide  the  two  livings 
for  the  benefit  of  the  parish  of  Walton, 
as   the   hon.  Member  seems   to   think 
would  be  the  case  in  the  event  of  a 
vacancy  arising.     Therefore,  it  is  alto- 
gether out  of  the  power  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  or  of  Parliament  to 
make  any  alteration  in  the  state  of  things 
which   now   exists.     In   the   parish   of 
Walton   there  is  a  Hector  with  a  very 
considerable  income,   and  if  this  Bill 
passes  that  income  will  be  increased,  be- 
cause certain  fees  will  be  handed  over  to 
him.     The  Vicarage  is  to  be  sold,  and 
part  of  the  proceeds  are  to  be  devoted  to 
the  benefit  of  the  Eector.     Therefore, 
the  position  of  the  Hector  will  be  im- 
proved by  the  sale,  and,  with  the  im- 
provement of  the  position  of  the  Hector, 
BO  also  will  his  power  to  provide  for  the 

Firitual  wants  of  the  parish  be  increased. 
now  come  to  the  question,  what  is  to 
be  done  with  the  Vicarage?  It  hap- 
pens that  those  persons  who  have 
looked  into  the  matter  have  been  able 
to  make  an  arrangement  with  the  Vicar 
under  which  he  is  willing  to  sell 
the  advowson  of  the  Vicarage  for  a 
oertain  amount  of  money — I  believe 
£28,000. 


Mr.  ILLINaWOHTH :  Is  it  not  the 
Hector  who  is  the  patron,  and  not  the 
Vicar  ? 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CHOSS:  Yes;  the 
Hector  is  the  patron,  and  he  is  willing  to 
sell  the  avowson  of  the  Vicarage  for  the 
sum,  I  believe,  of  £28,000.  Then,  what 
is  to  be  done  with  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  of  this  living  ?  Whore  is  the  money 
to  come  from  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth)  seems  to 
think  that  by  this  proceeding  we  shall 
save  the  pockets  of  the  rich  men  of 
Lancashire.  We  shall  do  nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  men  of  Lancashire  have 
established  the  Bishopric  of  Livei-pool 
under  the  sanction  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. Thoy  have  subscribed  a  certain 
income.  But  the  Act  says  that  the  Bishop 
may  have  a  larger  income,  up  to  £4,200 
a-year.  What  is  now  proposed  by  this 
Bill  is  to  give  part  of  the  money  sub- 
scribed for  this  purpose  to  the  purchase 
of  the  advowson  of  the  Vicarage  of 
Walton,  and  so  to  apply  the  income  of 
the  advowson  as  to  be  able,  out  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  purchase,  to  raise  the 
income  of  the  Bishopric  of  Liverpool  to 
the  full  extent  of  the  £4,200  a-year  pro- 
vided by  the  Act,  and  which  is  in  no  way 
too  large  a  sum,  considering  the  enormous 
calls  the  Bishop  will  have  upon  him 
in  such  a  diocese.  Moreover,  in  a  short 
time  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  will  enable 
more  than  £1,000  a-year  to  be  available 
for  the  benefit  of  the  parish  of  Walton, 
in  such  a  manner  as  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  may  think  fit.  Not  only 
will  the  See  of  Liverpool  be  greatly  im- 
proved and  increased  in  value,  but  the 
parish  of  Walton  itself  will  derive  an 
advantage  which,  under  the  existing  ar- 
rangements, it  is  impossible  for  it  to  ob- 
tain so  long  as  this  Vicarage  is  not  sold. 
I  have  no  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  by  making  any  lengthened  state- 
ment of  my  own,  and  I  have  stated  the 
facts  of  the  case  as  shortly  as  I  can.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  in  the  present 
state  of  things  you  cannot  compel  the 
sale  of  the  Vicarage  at  all.  You  must 
either  leave  things  to  remain  as  they  are, 
or  else  carry  out  this  arrangement.  I 
believe  I  have  shown  that  the  proposed 
arrangement  will  be  beneficial,  not  only 
to  the  See  of  Liverpool,  but  eventually 
to  the  interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
parish  of  Walton  themselves.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caiue) 
confesses  that  he  knows  nothing  about 
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the  circnmstances  of  the  case.  It  so 
happens  that  the  Bill  has  been  adver- 
tised in  all  the  local  papers  and  else- 
where, and  it  is  a  remarKable  fact  that 
not  a  single  Petition  has  been  presented 
by  an  inhabitant  of  Walton  against  the 
passing  of  the  measure.  Surely,  the 
local  people  are  those  best  able  to  form 
an  opinion  as  to  the  merits  of  a  Bill  of 
this  character.  It  is  not,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUingworth) 
described,  a  Bill  for  the  suppression  of 
a  living.  There  will  always  be  a  living 
in  the  parish  of  Walton.  The  Rectory 
will  remain ;  and  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
will,  as  I  have  already  said,  not  only 
benefit  the  See  of  Liverpool,  but  it  will 
make  more  adequate  provision  for  the 
wants  of  the  parish  of  Walton. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  asked  how,  if 
the  Vicarage  was  got  rid  of,  it  could  be 
said  that  a  living  for  the  cure  of  souls 
had  not  been  suppressed? 

Sia  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  The 
Rector  has  the  same  cure  of  souls  as  the 
Vicar ;  both  livings  are  enjoyed  by  the 
same  person,  and  the  Rector  will  still 
remain. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR :  Some  of 
my  hon.  Friends  have  raised  an  objec- 
tion to  this  Bill,  which  I  think  ought  to 
be  clearly  explained  to  the  House.  They 
say  they  consider  that  a  Bill  of  this 
character  ought  to  have  been  a  Public 
and  not  a  Private  Bill.     Now,  I  think 
that  this  is  a  mistake  on  their  parts,  and 
that  it  would  not  have  been  possible  to 
bring  it  in  as  a  Public  Bill.     It  deals 
with  an  advowson  which  has  a  beneficial 
value.    The  advowson  belongs  to  the 
Rector,  and  it  is  vested  in  him.     This 
Bill,  therefore,  is  practically  an  Estate 
Bill,  and  as  an  Estate  Bill  it  must  be 
brought  before  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment in   the  form  of  a  Private  Bill. 
Some  confusion  did   exist  in  my  own 
mind  in  regard  to  the  efi^ect  of  the  Bill, 
until  I  made  an  inquiry  both  from  the 
promoters  and  from  the  opponents  as  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.     I   find 
that  there  is  no  suppression  of  the  cure 
of  souls  at  all.      There  is  only  a  single 
church  in  which  there  is  a  co-ordinate 
Vicar  and  a  Rector,  and  each  of  them 
has  the  same  charge  of  the  cure  of  souls 
in  the   district    church  to   which   they 
are  attached.     The  church  is  not  to  be 
suppressed  by  this  Bill ;  but  it  will  be 
continued  with  a  much  larger  sum  avail- 
able for  its  support,  so  that  the  Rector 
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can  employ  more  curates  to  diaohargt 
the  duties  connected  with  the  church 
Without  this  Estate  Bill  there  would  b< 
no  surplus  funds  for  the  promotion  o 
ecclesiastical  purposes  in  the  parish ;  bu 
under  the  provisions  of  this  measun 
there  will  be  about  £1,000  a-year  avail 
able  for  the  extension  of  church  acoom 
modation  and  the  appointment  of  addi 
tional  curates  within  the  district.  It  ifl 
as  I  have  said,  simply  an  Estate  Bill 
which  takes  a  sum  of  £28,000  out  of  th( 
subscriptions  now  invested  at  3}  pe 
cent,  and  invests  the  same  £28,000  ii 
an  estate  which  will  pay  5^  per  cent.  ] 
have  looked  into  the  matter  very  care 
fully.  I  believe  that  the  measure  hai 
been  properly  introduced  as  a  Privat( 
Bill,  and,  as  it  is  quite  regular  in  form,  ] 
think  the  second  reading  ought  to  receive 
the  support  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  asked  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  oi 
Ways  and  Means  (Mr.  Lyon  Plajrfair] 
would  explain  whether  the  Bill  did  not 
sanction  the  suppression  of  a  living  and 
the  sale  of  the  income  to  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners,  for  the  purposes  oi 
the  Bishopric  of  Liverpool  Endowment 
Fund? 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR:  I  have 
already  explained  that  the  Bill  does  not 
in  reality  suppress  any  church. 

Mr.  cropper  wished  to  say  one 
word  in  regard  to  the  statement  which 
had  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross). 
There  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Cropper)  tc 
be  a  mistake  in  regard  to  the  whole  oi 
the  matter.  The  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Illing worth)  seemed  to  think 
that  there  was  an  endeavour  on  the  pari 
of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  do  some- 
thing unfair,  and  something  that  was 
antagonistic  to  the  ordinary  course  oi 
procedure  in  reg^ard  to  Church  livings. 
But  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  the  matter  quite  plain. 
If  this  sum  of  £28,000  was  not  expended 
in  the  way  proposed,  the  living  might  be 
simply  sold  in  the  open  market,  and 
neither  the  See  of  Liverpool  nor  the 
parish  of  Walton  would  derive  any  ad- 
vantage from  it  whatever.  The  whole 
case  simply  resolved  itself  into  a  matter 
whereby  a  large  and  valuable  living 
would  be  divided  without  the  slightest 
harm  to  anybody,  and  to  the  generalad- 
vantage.  He  disliked  the  sale  of  Church 
patronage  as  much  as  anybody ;  but  hQ 
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sertaiuly  felt  inclined  to  regard  this  as 
an  exceptional  caao.  At  any  rate,  it 
would  prevent  tlie  reourrence  of  the 
scandal  which,  in  manj  men's  eyes,  vas 
attached  to  the  sale  of  livings,  as  this 
advowson  could  now  never  again  come 
into  the  market.     Instead  of  the  pro- 

Sised  arrangement  being,  as  the  Hon. 
ember  for  Bradford  (Mr.  lUicgworth) 
•aid,  a  disgrace  to  the  City  of  Liverpool, 
he  thought  it  vould  be  of  great  advan- 
tage to  Liverpool,  and  to  uis  parish  of 
Wtdton  also.  He  should,  therefore, 
give  hia  vote  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 60  ;  Noes 
76:  Majority  84.— (Div.  List,  No.  67.) 

Ifain  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Q  ITESTIOXra. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PEBTT  (IHELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR.  J. 
CyKEANE  AND  OTHERS. 
]Ub.  BIOOAit  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tttrj  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  bis  attention  baa  been  called 
to  a  paragraph  in  the  "  Connaught 
telegraph '  of  the  Bth  instant,  stating 
^^t  a  warrant  issued  fourteen  months 
*^a,  for  the  arrest  of  Mr.  John  O'Keane, 
0^  Claremorria,  has  been  cancelled,  Mr. 
tJ'Keane  having  meanwhile  resided  in 
England;  ifitis  correct  that  a  warrant  was 
iuued  against  Mr.  O'Keauo  as  stated ; 
^nd,  if  so,  upon  what  grounds  ;  whether 
It  Itas  been  cancelled ;  if  so,  why,  and  by 
what  means,  and  through  what  channel, 
tiiis  fact  was  conveyed  to  Mr.  O'Eeane  ; 
vhether  it  is  the  fact  that  a  warrant  was 
uaued  about  the  same  time  for  the  arrest 
of  Mr.  P.  W.  Nally,  of  BaUa ;  if  so, 

rwbat  grounds  ;  whether  Mr.  Nally 
went  to  reside  out  of  Ireland; 
whether  this  warrant  has  been  recently 
cancelled,  and  upon  what  grounds ;  and, 
whether  Mr.  Nally  has  now  returned  to 
Ireland;  if  so,  through  wbatcbannel  the 
bet  that  be  might  return  with  safefy 
waa  communicated  to  him  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0B8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
in  each  of  the  cases  referred  to  warrants 
had  been  issued  and  were  still  in  force. 
In  each  case  an  intimation  waa  conveyed 
to  the  individual  that  his  ruLuru  to  Ire- 
land vould  not  be  interfered  with  pro- 


vided he  conducted  bimaelf.  In  the  caee 
of  Mr.  Keane  it  was  represented  that  he 
was  in  bad  health  and  nad  been  recom- 
mended to  try  his  native  air ;  while  in 
Mr.  Nally'e  case  it  was  represented  that 
his  father  bad  broken  his  leg. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  18B1— VISITS 
TO  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE  ACT. 
Mb.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  has  inquired  into 
the  subject  of  visits  to  suspects ;  and, 
whether  he  has  been  able  to  make 
arrangements  for  increasing  the  facili- 
ties for  such  visits,  especially  in  Kil- 
mainhara,  by  providing  sufficient  warders 
to  enable  a  larger  number  of  visits  to 
take  place  sim^taneously,  so  that  the 
prisoners  may  have  the  full  benefit  of 
the  rule  which  permits  them  to  receive 
one  visit  each  every  day  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEH,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  inquired  into  this  matter,  and  he 
found  that  there  waa  no  ground  for  com- 
plaint. With  regard  to  the  other  prisons 
in  which  "suspects"  were  detained, 
he  found  that  arrangements  bad  been 
made  to  admit  of  a  sufficient  number  of 
visits. 

Mh,  EEDMOND  inquired  whether 
the  right  hon.  Qentleroan'a  attention 
had  been  called  to  a  letter  which  ap- 
peared in  The  Freeman'g  Journal,  signed 
by  a  number  of  friends  of  "  suspects," 
complaining  of  the  inconvenience  they 
had  to  suffer  when  trying  to  see  their 
friends  f 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  saw 
nothing  of  that  letter. 


Mb.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Postmaster 
Qeneral,  Whether  parcels  containing 
copies  of  a  picture  entitled  "The  Irish 
Nation,  1882,"  with  portraits  of  twenty- 
three  of  the  leaders  of  the  Land  League 
movement  have  been  interfered  with  by 
the  Glovemment  in  their  passage  through 
the  noei,  and  delivered  in  a  mutilated 
condition;  and,  if  so,  whether  ha  has 
sanctioned  such  interference ;  whether 
there  is  any  difficulty  in  securing  the 
safe  passage  through  the  post  of  roller- 
shaped  envelopes  17^  inches  in  length  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
injury  done  to  these  pictures  ? 
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Mb.  FAWCETT:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that,  after 
making  inquiries,  I  find  that  at  the 
Post  Office  nothing  is  known  of  the 
matter  to  which  he  refers.  I  may  add 
that  packets  of  the  shape  described  by 
the  hon.  Member,  unless  provided  with 
a  strong  roller,  would  be  very  apt  to  be 
doubled  up,  and  thus  sustain  injury  in 
transit. 

POST  OFFICE— DETENTION  OF  LAND 
LEAGUE  LETTERS. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  letters 
addressed  to  the  general  secretary  of  the 
Irish  National  Land  League  of  Great 
Britain  in  London  have  been  opened  and 
detained  in  their  passage  through  the 
post ;  and,  whether  the  warrant  of  the 
Home  Secretary  is  being  used  to  ex- 
amine letters  addressed  to  the  officers  of 
that  association  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  can 
only  give  the  same  reply  as  I  have  given 
before,  that  it  would  not  be  consonant 
with  my  duty  to  give  any  informa- 
tion upon  thin  subject.  At  the  same 
time,  in  giving  that  answer,  I  must 
also  say,  as  I  have  said  before,  that  it 
implies  no  admission  in  regard  to  any 
warrant  issued  for  these  purposes. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— EX- 
PENSES  OF  CROWN  WITNESSES. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  a  promise  made  to  pay  Ex-Sub- 
Constable  Walshe's  expenses  has  not 
yet  been  carried  out ;  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that,  although  Dr.  Michael  O'Brien, 
now  a  suspect  in  Limerick  Gaol,  was 
obliged  to  attend  Cork  Winter  Assizes 
for  seventeen  days  on  a  Crown  subpoena, 
Mr.  Murphy,  Crown  Solicitor,  refused 
to  pay  him  anything ;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  reason  for  the  continued 
detention  of  Dr.  O'Brien? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johi^son)  :  As 
to  ex- Sub-Constable  Walshe,  there  was 
a  question  whether  he  was  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  Law  Charges  Vote  or  under 
the  Constabulary  Regulations  ;  this  has 
been  settled,  and  the  account  of  his 
allowances  was  made  out  and  received 
in  the  Constabulary  Office  last  Tuesday 
from  the  County  Inspector,  and,  haying 


been  examined,  was  transmitted  f< 
payment  by  the  next  post.  AlS  to  D 
O'Brien,  he  attended  at  the  Cork  Wint 
Assizes,  not  as  Crown  witness  nor  as 
medical  witness,  but  as  a  witness  f 
persons  who  were  charged  with  obstruc 
ing  a  sheriff  and  other  criminal  offenc< 
and  for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  th 
had  not  committed  the  offences  of  whi 
they  were  accused.  During  the  progrc 
of  the  Assizes  he  was  repeatedly  in  coi 
pany  with  his  friends,  who  were  on  ba 
and  thus  he  had  an  ample  opportuni 
of  knowing  the  coarse  they  intend 
to  take.  They  pleaded  "  gmlty."  I 
O'Brien,  therefore,  was  not  a  necessa 
witness  to  prove  that  they  had  not  ooi 
mitted  the  offences,  to  the  committal 
which  they  pleaded  guilty,  and  tl 
Crown  Solicitor  consequently  could  n 
certify  that  Dr.  O'Brien  was  a  necessa 
witness,  and  for  that  reason  had  i 
authority  to  allow  him  any  expense 
With  reference  to  the  last  Questio 
as  Dr.  O'Brien  is  still  in  detention, 
take  it  for  granted  there  is  good  rea8< 
for  it ;  but  that  is  a  Question  to  be  a 
dressed  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  tl 
Chief  Secretary. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MAJ( 
WALLER  ASHE. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Seci 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelan 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  reported  in  tl 
"Morning  Post,"  that 

**  the  name  of  Major  Waller- Ashe,  late  Kin] 
Dragoon  Qaards,  and  hite  Deputy  GoTemor 
Her  Majesty's  General  Prison  for  Scotland 
Forth,  has  been  placed  upon  the  list  for  1 
appointment  of  resident  magistrate  in  I: 
land ; " 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  made  previo 
inquiry  into  the  past  life  of  Mai 
Waller-Ashe  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  sai 
that  there  was  no  truth  in  the  stateme 
as  to  the  appointment  of  Major  Wall< 
Ashe  to  be  a  Resident  Magistrate  in  L 
land.  What  had  happened  was  this 
He  was  informed  that  Major  Wallc 
Ashe  had  sent  in  an  application  in  t 
usual  way,  and  the  usual  answer  w 
made  that  it  would  be  sent  to  the  Lo 
Lieutenant  for  consideration.  The 
had  been  no  intention  of  actual 
appointing  Major  Waller- Ashe ;  an 
therefore,  no  necessity  of  making  ai 
inquiries  respecting  hun. 
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PETVATE  (HYBRID)  BILIJi— FORTH 

BRIDGE  RAILWAY  HILL. 
Mr.  BOLTON  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  order  that  all  Petitioners 
against  the  Forth  Bridge  Bailway  Bill, 
V^ose  Petitions  have  beea  deposited,  or 
may  be  deported,  within  three  days  of 
the  meeting  of  the  Committee,  ra&y  be 
heard  by  Couneol,  Agents,  and  witness ; 
and,  if  not,  why  this  course,  which  is 
^nerally  adopted  in  respect  of  Bills 
referred  to  a  hybrid  Committee,  is  not 
to  be  followed  in  the  present  case  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLET  :  I  intend 
on  Monday  to  move  for  extending  the 
period  in  which  Petitions  against  the 
forth  Bridge  Bailway  Bill  may  he 
lodged  and  the  Petitioners  heard,  but 
limiting  it  to  Petitions  relating  to  navi- 
gation and  the  safety  of  the  bridge 
as  to  construction,  both  of  which  ques- 
tions the  Board  of  Trade  are  anxious  to 
faave  carefully  inquired  into,  and  that 
OTery  opportunity  may  be  ^ven  to  people 
to  bring  their  eases  before  the  Com- 
mittee. But  it  would  be  a  strong  mea- 
sure to  extend  the  time  as  the  hon. 
Member  suggests;  because  that  would 
be  interfering  with  the  disaretion  of  the 
lEefereeB  and  the  Committee  as  to  the 
lotiu  ttandi  of  Petitioners  who  might 
appear  merely  on  grounds  of  competi- 
tion. In  1873,  when  this  bridge  was 
sanctioned  by  Parliament,  the  present 
Bill  being  merely  a  continuation,  the 
Beferees  limited  the  loeui  ttandi  of 
the  Caledonian  Hallway,  excluding  the 
ground  of  competition.  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  la  in  error  in  hie  view  that  the 
course  he  recommends  is  always  adopted 
Id  reference  to  Bills  referred  to  a  Hybrid 
Committee.  It  is  generally  adopted  in 
regard  to  Hybrid  Bills ;  but  this  is  not 
a  Hybrid  Bill,  but  a  Private  Bill  which 
bappens  to  be  referred  to  a  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee. 

PBOTECTION   OF   PERSON   AND    PRO- 
PERTY    (IRELAND)    ACT,    1881— AN- 
DREW AND  PATRICK  GALLAUER. 
Mr.  LALOR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord   Lieutenant   of    Ire- 
land, If  it  be  true  that,  on  the  16th  of 
October    last,    Andrew    Gallaber,    and 
his  brother,  Patrick  Gallaher,  of  Bally- 
brittas,    in  the   Queen's  County,    were 
aneated  on  a  charge  of  having,  on  the 
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previous  night,  fired  at  and  wounded  a 
number  of  men  in  the  employment  of 
the  Emergency  Committee,  and  who,  at 
the  time,  were  engaged  in  removing  a 
threshing  machine  from  one  farmer's 
place  to  another,  along  the  public  road  ; 
if  it  be  true  that  the  charge  against  the 
said  Andi-ew  and  Patrick  Oallaher  was 
more  than  once  investigated  in  private, 
by  the  local  magistrates,  in  the  County 
Oaol  in  Maryborough ;  if  it  be  true 
that,  on  the  last  occasion  when  such  in- 
vestigation took  place,  the  magistrates 
decided  to  discharge  the  two  Messrs. 
Oallaher,  as  there  was  no  evidence  to 
connect  them  with  the  crime ;  if  it  be 
true  that  when  the  two  Messrs.  Oallaher 
had  proceeded  so  far  as  the  gate  leading 
from  the  gaol  they  were  arrested  on  a 
warrant  under  the  Coercion  Act,  charg- 
ing them  with  a  totally  different  offence, 
namely,  inciting  others  to  an  act  of 
intimidation ;  and,  if  it  be  true  that  the 
said  Andrew  and  Patrick  Oallaher  were 
then  and  there  conveyed  to  Naas  Gaol, 
where  they  are  still  detained  under  the 
Lord  Lieutenant's  warrant  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOKSTEE  :  Tea,  Sir  ;  the 
facts  are,  I  believe,  as  stated  in  the 
Question. 

I'ROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— AR- 
RESTS UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  LEAMT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  be  will  state  the  number  of  arrests 
which  have  been  madeunder  tbeCoercion 
Act  of  last  year  up  to  the  Ifith  day  of 
the  present  month  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE;  The  total 
number  of  arrests  up  to  the  16th  in- 
stant is  918. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 
ASSISTANT  COJIlUSSIONERa. 
Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  is  aware  that  the  Land  Sub-Com- 
missioners held  their  first  sitting  in 
Tullamore  on  the  23rd  of  January  last  . 
to  hear  applications  for  fixing  fair  rent* 
for  that  district ;  that  since  then  they 
had  not  visited  Tullamore,  nor  given 
any  notification  of  their  intention  to  do 
so,  although  very  harsh  cases  of  evic- 
tion for  no  more  than  half  a-year's 
arrear  of  rent  have  taken  place  on 
neighbouring  properties,  as  at  tieashill, 
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and  that  after  notice  had  been  eiven  to 
apply  for  a  judicial  rent;  and,  what 
steps  he  proposes  to  take  in  this  matter 
to  prevent  the  Act  being  rendered  use- 
less in  this  district  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  informed  that  there  would  be  a 
sitting  in  Tullamore  upon  the  26th  of 
June,  and  that  this  fact  was  set  forth  in 
the  Circular,  a  copy  of  which  could  be 
obtained  by  anyone  on  applying  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commissioners.  In 
every  case  in  which  a  notice  for  the 
fixing  of  a  fair  rent  had  been  lodged  and 
decided  upon,  if  the  tenant  was  dis- 
satisfied with  the  decision,'  the  case 
would  be  immediately  sent  for  trial 
upon  his  application  to  that  extent. 
An  application  for  the  extension  of  the 
period  for  redemption  could  also  be  con- 
sidered. 

ISLAND    OF    CYPRUS— GRANT    OP    A 
CONSTITUTION— THE  DESPATCH. 

Mb.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
the  Despatch  published  in  Cyprus,  pur- 

?orting  to  grant  a  Constitution  to  that 
sland,  will  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
as  well  as  the  Correspondence  relating 
thereto  ;  if  so,  when  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  The  despatch  in 
question  will  be  immediately  laid  before 
Parliament,  and  we  hope  soon  to  present 
further  Papers  containing  correspon- 
dence, not  only  on  the  Constitutional 
question,  but  also  relating  to  the  re- 
organization of  the  judicial  system  of 
the  Island,  which  is  in  an  advanced  state 
of  preparation. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  asked  if  the  Papers 
would  include  one  giving  information 
with  respect  to  the  administration  of  the 
Island  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  replied,  that  that 
Paper  would  be  among  those  he  had  re- 
ferred to. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA— FREE  EMI- 

ORATION. 

Sib  JAMES  LAWRENCE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  desire  expressed  by  numbers  of 
unemployed  working  men  for  emigra- 
tion to  the  Colonies ;  whether  there  is 
an  agreement  still  existing  with  West- 
ern Australia,  by  which  this  Country 
has  undertaken  to  provide  free  passages 

Mr,  MoUoy 


for  more  than  a  thousand  emigrants  to 
that  Colony;  and,  if  he  will  considei 
whether  the  present  time  is  opportune 
for  carrying  out  such  agreement? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  A  similar  Ques 
tion  was  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  threi 
years  since  and  again  last  year,  and  mi 
answer  must  be  substantially  the  sam< 
as  those  which  have  been  given  him  oi 
former  occasions.  The  Question  whe 
ther  this  country  is  under  any  obliga 
tion  by  agreement  to  provide  free  pas 
sages  for  emigrants  to  Western  Ans 
tralia  was  fully  considered  in  1869  an( 
decided  in  the  negative. 

Sib  JAMES  LAWRENCE  gave  No 
tice  that  he  should  move  for  a  Betan 
giving  the  Correspondence. 

INDIA— ROORKEE  COLLEGE. 

Mb.  PUGH  asked  the  Seoretanr  o 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  can  infoni 
the  House  of  the  number  of  student 
who  have  entered  the  Civil  Eng^eerinj 
College  at  Boorkee  for  the  last  thre< 
years,  and  the  number  of  appointment 
made  to  the  Indian  Public  Works  De 
partment  from  the  College  during  ih< 
same  period  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON 
in  reply,  said,  he  was  sorry  he  could  no 
give  the  information  without  telegraph 
ing  to  India.  A  certain  number  of  ap 
pointments  were  reserved,  and  he  oouli 
not  state  how  they  had  been  filled  up. 

OFFICIAL  APPOINTMENTS- MR.  R.  8. 

MITFORD. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretar; 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
Whether  it  is  true  that  he  has  ap 
pointed  his  private  secretary,  Mr.  R.  8 
Mitford,  a  Commissioner  of  Prisons 
what  is  Mr.  Mitford's  age  and  length  o 
public  service ;  and,  what  experienc 
has  he  had  in  the  duties  which  he  wil 
be  called  upon  to  perform  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  It  i 
true  that  I  have  appointed  my  privat 
secretary,  Mr.  R.  S.  Mitford,  a  Commie 
sioner  of  Prisons.  I  cannot  say  what  i 
his  age  ;  but  I  am  afraid  it  is  one  whic! 
I  might  envy.  As  to  the  length  of  hi 
public  service,  he  was  14  years  in  th 
Criminal  Department  of  the  Horn 
Office.  My  first  acquaintance  with  Mi 
Mitford  was  when  I  took  Office, 
found  him  there  the  able  and  trie< 
private  secretary  of  my  Predecessor  (Si 
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R  Assheton  Cross) ;  and  I  think  the 
grofttest  proof  I  could  o£fer  of  my  con- 
fidence in  him  was  that  I  appointed  him 
my  chief  private  secretary.  He  had 
been  private  secretary  to  four  successive 
Home  Secretaries,  which  everyone  who 
has  been  in  Office  knows  is  about  the 
belt  training  a  man  can  have  in  official 
business.  Mr.  Mitford  was  thoroughly 
conTersant  with  the  Criminal  Depart- 
ment of  the  Home  Office ;  and  the  whole 
business  of  the  Department,  since  the 
peeent  system  has  oeen  established  by 
my  Predecessor,  has  come  under  his 
notice  and  knowledge.  I  appointed  Mr. 
Ktford  because  I  thought  he  was  en- 
titled to  promotion,  and  in  doing  so  I 
made  the  greatest  personal  sacrifice.  I 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site and  everyone  who  knows  the  Home 
Office,  and  who  may  have  transacted 
business  with  Mr.  Mitford,  will  bear 
testimony  to  his  great  capacity,  and  the 
admirable  manner  in  which  he  dis- 
charged his  duties. 

Captain  PEICE:  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I 
■hall  ask  on  Monday  whether  there  are 
not  in  Her  Majesty's  Service  other 
officers — namely,  the  Inspectors  of  Pri- 
ons—who  are  equally  conversant  with 
the  Prison  Service,  and  equally  deserving 
of  promotion  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  I 
^ink  I  had  better  say  at  once  that  I 
have  felt,  without  casting  any  reflection 
on  anyone,  that  it  is  not  desirable  that 
Ae  prison  organization  of  this  country 
>hould  be  made  exclusively  a  military 
organization.  I  have  the  greatest  re- 
spect for,  and  confidence  in,  the  military 
Dien  at  present  in  the  Prison  Service ; 
out  I  consider  it  of  very  great  import- 
'Qce  that  the  prison  organization  of  the 
oountry  should  have  a  civilian  as  well  as 
•  military  element. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
ftud  learned  Gentleman  recommend  the 
Irish  Office  to  appoint  the  Besident 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  on  the  same 
principles  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

ARMY— THE  ROYAL  WARRANT,  1881. 

Captain  ATLMEE  asked  the  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  War,  Whether  an  officer 
who  held  the  suhstantive  rank  of  Major 
before  Ist  November  1871;  but  who  had 


not  been  a  Begimental  Major,  is  ex- 
cluded from  the  benefit  of  Article  978 — 
XII.  of  the  Eoyal  Warrant  of  the  26th 
June  1881 ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  Ar- 
ticle is  not,  in  that  respect,  entirely  dif- 
ferent from  paragraph  80  of  the  Memo- 
randum laid  before  Parliament  in  June 
1881? 

Mr  CHILDEES:  No,  Sir;  I  have 
looked  into  the  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  and  I  cannot 
see  any  difference  in  this  respect  between 
the  Memorandum  and  the  Warrant. 
Any  Colonel  retiring  under  the  Warrant 
who  was  a  substantive  field  officer  before 
the  Ist  of  November,  1871,  can  have  his 
case  dealt  with  by  the  Purchase  Com- 
missioners under  the  clause  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  quotes. 

ARMY— PAYMENT  OF  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  STEWART  MACLIVER  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
is  aware  that  the  pensioners  at  Ply- 
mouth and  Devonport,  whose  money 
should  have  been  paid  three  weeks  ago, 
are  still  unpaid,  thereby  causing  much 
inconvenience  and  suffering  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  at  once  take  steps  to  meet 
the  complaints  of  the  pensioners  and 
provide  in  future  for  paying  them 
regularly  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  can  only  say  that  the  delay 
which  has  occurred  in  paying  the  pen- 
sioners at  Plymouth  has  led  to  an  officer 
being  specially  sent  down  to  inquire  into 
its  cause,  and  to  expedite  the  payments. 
The  paying  officers  had  full  authority  to 
obtain  whatever  clerical  assistance  they 
might  require  in  starting  the  new  sys- 
tem, and  I  cannot  account  for  the  small 
number  of  payments  at  this  station. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— THE  RIOTS  AT 
CAMBORNE. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the ' '  Cornish 
Telegraph  "  of  Thursday  20th  instant, 
that,  on  Tuesday  last,  a  riot  occurred  at 
Camborne,  Cornwall,  which  began  in  an 
attempt  to  stone  two  Irishmen  who  were 
in  the  custody  of  the  police ;  that  the 
houses  of  the  Irish  in  the  town  were 
wrecked,  and  the  property  in  them  de- 
stroyed and  several  of  their  occupants 
brutally  ill-used,  that,  in  one  case,  a 
poor  old  woman  who  had  been  bed- 
ridden for  a  couple  of  years  was  pulled 
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from  her  bed  and  left  writhing  in  agony 

on  the  floor ;  that  an  attack  was  made 

on  the  Catholic  Chapel,  and  that, — 

'*  First  the  windows  were  smashed  in,  then, 
after  repeated  eflforts,  the  doors  were  forced. 
Inside,  the  rioters  lost  all  control  of  themselves, 
and  did  most  wanton  damage.  They  broke  up 
the  crucifixes  and  pictures;  the  image  of  the 
Virgin  Mary  was  torn  from  its  place,  thrown 
amongst  the  mob,  and  trampled  to  pieces.  The 
confessional-box  was  speedily  converted  into 
fire-wood.  The  altar  and  its  fittings  were  torn 
down,  and  the  gaseliers  were  broken  oflf,  and 
the  organ  destroyed  —  the  scene  within  the 
Church  beggaring  description ;  " 

whether  any  of  the  rioters  have  been 
arrested ;  and,  whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  to  protect  the  life  and  pro- 
perty of  the  Irish  residents  in  Camborne 
and  to  restore  law  and  order  in  that 
town? 
Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in  re- 

Ely,  said,  his  official  knowledge — and 
e  could  not  go  beyond  that — was  fur- 
nished by  a  letter  from  the  Chief  Con- 
stable, in  which  it  was  stated  that  every 
precaution  had  been  taken  to  prevent 
future  disturbance  and  the  repetition  of 
these  disgraceful  scenes  of  riot.  He 
had  addressed  to  the  Justices'  clerk, 
from  whom,  also,  he  had  a  communica- 
tion, a  letter  of  inquiry  as  to  whether 
any  measures  had  been  taken  to  arrest 
the  rioters,  and  to  punish  them  for  the 
outrages  they  had  committed.  He  had, 
of  course,  received  no  answer  to  that 
letter. 

Mr.  LEAMY  :  Is  the  report  from 
The  Cornish  Telegraph  substantially  cor- 
rect or  not  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  said, 
he  could  not  state.  He  had  no  know- 
ledge whatever,  except  the  letter  he  re- 
ceived yesterday,  which  gave  no  details. 

Mr.  BELLINGHAM  asked  if  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
any  knowledge  of  the  renewal  of  the 
rioting  as  reported  in  this  evening's 
papers  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  had  no  knowledge. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  would  repeat 
his  Questions  on  Monday.  If  such  riots 
occurred  in  ]|reland  they  should  have 
had  all  the  details  immediately. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 
ASSISTANT  SUB  -  COMMISSIONERS 
(KERRY  AND  WEST  CORK). 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  had  intended 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 

Mr,  Leamy 


Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  greatest 
local  dissatisfaction  exists  at  the  deci- 
sions given  by  Messrs.  MoDevitt,  Wal- 
pole,  and  Murphy,  on  the  Kerry  and 
West  Cork  Sub-Commission;  whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  the  rents  which  they  hare 
fixed  as  fair  rents  are  in  some  cases 
double  Griffith's  valuation;  and,  whe- 
ther he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  to  re- 
move this  dissatisfaction  ?  Perhaps  the 
Chief  Secretary  could  answer  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Land  Commissioners  informed  him 
that  they  had  no  knowledge  of  any 
special  dissatisfaction.  Seventy-one  ap- 
peals had  been  lodged  against  the  deci- 
sions of  these  gentlemen — 39  by  landlords 
and  the  balance  by  tenants.  The  Land 
Commissioners  would  sit  at  Killamey 
shortly  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  those 
appeals.  It  was  true  that  the  rents 
fixed  in  some  cases  were  over  Griffith's 
valuation,  and  three  of  those  cases  had 
been  listed  for  appeal — two  by  landlords, 
and  one  by  the  tenant. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  answer  he  had  receiTed, 
he  should  call  attention  to  the  composi- 
tion and  decisions  of  the  Sub-Comnua- 
sioners  for  Kerry  and  West  Cork,  and 
move  a  Besolution. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  TH^ 
HOUSE— ARRANGEMENT  OF  PUBU^ 
BUSINESS. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOBTHCOTJ 
asked  what  Business  it  was  proposo' 
to  take  at  the  Morning  Sitting  on  Tue^ 
day? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON 
We  propose  on  Monday,  after  the  Bad 
get,  to  proceed  with  the  second  readin( 
of  the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrup 
Practices)  Bill.  The  same  Bill  will  b> 
proceeded  with  at  the  Morning  Sittinj 
on  Tuesday. 

Mr.  QOEST  asked  whether  the  Houa 
would  give  a  decision  to-night  on  th 
question  as  to  whether  there  should  b* 
a  Morning  Sitting  ? 

The  i£^ques8  of  HARTINGTOI 
said,  he  should  to-night  formally  mov 
that  the  Munici^pal  Corporations  Bil 
should  be  fixed  for  Tuesday,  for  the  puz 
pose  of  enabling  the  House  to  oome  to  i 
decision  as  to  the  question  of  a  Mora 
ing  Sitting.  The  Corrupt  Practices  Bil 
would,  however;  be  proceeded  with  oi 
Tuesday. 
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Me.  HU8SEY  VIVIAN :  WiU  there 
leMoniing  Sittings  OYery  Tuesda}'  ? 

Thb  MABQUB88  OF  HABTINGTON : 
Tea,  Sir. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — MISS 
KIRK. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

Sto  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
ether  it  is  true  that  Miss  Kirk, 
nster  of  the  ex-Member  for  the  county 
of  Louth,  who  had  eone  to  Tulla  to  assist 
in  the  erection  of  nuts  for  the  evicted 
tenants,  was  yesterday  arrested  by  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  and  sent  for  three  months 
to  gaol? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
be  had  no  information  on  the  subject; 
tlie  hon.  Member  should  give  Notice  of 
liis  Question  ? 

IWSH  LAND    COMMISSION— APPOINT- 
MENT OF  A  SUB-COMMISSIONER. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland,  If  Mr.  J.  R.  Hedi- 

awho  has  lately  been  appointed  an 
tant  Commissioner  under  the  Land 
Aet,  is  the  same  gentleman  whose  ten- 
tntsin  Tipperary  are  taking  proceedings 
igainsthim? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson),  in 
leply,  said,  it  was  not  a  matter  coming 
vithin  his  Department. 

Mr.  HEAIjY  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Question  on  Monday. 

PHOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PER- 
SONS CLAIMING  TO  BE  AMERICAN 
CITIZENS  DETAINED  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

8irH.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  the  Papers  containing  the 
Correspondence  with  the  United  States 
OoTemment  would  be  published  ?  He 
asked  the  Question,  seeing  that  the  Cor- 
req>ondence  had  already  been  published 
in  America. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Correspondence  published  in  America 
is  not  the  recent  Correspondence,  but 
Correspondence  which  took  place  some 
time  ago.  It  cannot  possibly  be  the 
Correspondence  which  is  going  on  now. 
I  cannot  yet  name  a  day  when  the  Cor- 


respondence can  be  produced ;  but  I  may 
bo  able  to  do  so  if  the  Question  be  re- 
peated. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY :  Will  all 
the  Correspondence  be  included — last 
year's  as  well  as  the  recent  Correspon- 
dence ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  If  No- 
tice  be  given  of  the  Question,  I  will 
look  into  the  Correspondence  of  last 
year. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE-  TUESDAYS— THE  SETTLED 
LAND  BILL. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  wished 
to  say,  with  reference  to  the  commence* 
ment  of  Tuesday  Sittings,  that  the 
Settled  Land  BUI,  which  came  down 
from  the  other  House  before  Easter,  had 
been  placed  in  his  charge,  and  no  effort 
should  be  wanting  on  his  part  to  take 
the  decision  of  the  House  upon  it.  He 
hoped  that,  if  the  Government  proposed 
to  take  all  the  remaining  Tuesdays  of 
the  Session,  they  would  make  some  ar- 
rangement by  which  it  could  be  dis- 
cussed. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  —  TUESDAYS  —  THE  JESUS 
COLLEGE  STATUTES. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  that  ho 
had  on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday,  the  2nd 
of  May,  a  Motion  with  reference  to  sta- 
tutes for  Jesus  College.  They  were  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  for  three 
months,  in  order  that  the  House  might 
consider  them.  If  he  were  precluded  by 
a  Morning  Sitting  being  taken  on  the 
2nd  of  May  from  bringing  on  the  Mo- 
tion he  should  have  no  opportunity  of 
calling  attention  to  the  subject,  and  the 
House  would  have  no  opportunity  of 
considering  it,  unless  the  Government 
gave  up  some  time  for  the  purpose.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  his  duty  to  protest 
against  the  Morning  Sitting. 

ORDERS    OF   TRE   DAY, 

S  UPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 


nil 
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COOPER'S  HILL  COLLEGE. 


BESOLUTION. 

Mr.  GIBSON,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  Cooper's  Hill  College ;  and  to 
move — 

"That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  working  and  expense  of 
Cooper's  Hill  College,  and  to  report  if  it  is 
desirable,  for  the  public  service,  to  retain  the 
present  system,  or  whether  any  and,  if  so, 
what  changes  and  modifications  should  be 
made," 

said,  it  was  not  his  desire  to  make  any 
charges  against  the  managers  of  the  In- 
stitution ;  but  it  had  been  in  full  work- 
ing order  for  11  years,  and  that  time 
ought  to  have  furnished  enough  ex- 
perience to  justify  the  inquiry  whether 
the  system  with  which  the  College  was 
identified  was  worth  its  cost ;  whether 
it  was  necessary  for  the  Public  Service ; 
and  whether  there  was  any  well-founded 
objection  to  some  return  to  a  system  of 
public  competition?  Itwas  in  November, 
1869,  that  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  who  was 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  deter- 
mined to  establish  the  College,  and  that 
determination  was  arrived  at  without 
any  communication  whatever  with  the 
then  Government  of  India,  or  with  the 
Institution  of  Civil  Engineers.  The  sys- 
tem at  that  time  in  existence  was  in- 
augurated by  Lord  Stanley,  the  present 
Earl  of  Derby,  who  introduced  free 
competition  for  the  purpose  of  procuring 
Civil  Engineers  for  the  Indian  Service. 
Before  the  foundation  of  the  College 
the  Civil  Engineers  were  only  given  sub- 
ordinate positions,  and  their  pay  was 
comparatively  low.  How  they  were 
treated  might  be  inferred  from  a  state- 
ment of  Sir  Andrew  Clarke,  who  was 
a  Member  of  the  Governor  General's 
Council,  and  who,  in  a  Minute,  dated 
1877,  said  it  was  impossible  to  suggest 
that  Civil  Engineers  had  failed  to  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  the  Civil  Service, 
because  they  had  never  been  fairly  tried, 
as  they  were  only  appointed  at  small 
pay  to  the  position  of  third-grade  Civil 
Engineers ;  whereas  the  Cooper's  Hill 
gentlemen  at  once  received  more  than 
double  the  pay  of  the  Stanley  Engineers, 
and  were  placed  in  a  much  higher  grade. 
When  the  Government  of  India  did  hear 
of  the  determination  of  the  Duke  of 
Argyll  to  establish  the  College,  they 
certainly  did  not  express  anything  which 
could  be  construed  into  approval.    They 


said  they  considered  the  success  of  such 
a  College  must  be  a  matter  of  very  great 
uncertainly ;  that  it  must  be  regarded 
entirely  as  an  experiment ;  and  that  they 
had  great  doubt  whether  any  real  neces- 
sity existed  for  it.     They  felt  it  incom- 
bent  on  them  to  express  their  strong 
sense  of  the  inexpediency  of  adopting 
measures  that  should  lead  to  the  crea- 
tion of  a  class  of  engineers  for  the  ser- 
vice of  India ;  and  they  believed  thai 
such  an  Institution  would  be  open  to 
condemnation  if  it  were  not  conducted 
on  a  self-supporting  basis.      The  Insti- 
tution of  Civil  Engineers — an  Institu- 
tion deservedly  esteemed — expressed  the 
opinion  that  in  the  proposed  College  the 
minds  of  the  pupils  would  be  moulded 
in  the  same  form,  and  that  their  train- 
ing would  develop  none  of  the  emidation, 
independence,  and  originality  of  reaouioe 
which  had  produced  the  best  engineers. 
It  was  a  grave  decision  for  the  Doke  of 
Argyll  to  take — to  destroy  the  syfltem 
introduced  by  his  Predecessor,  and  to 
substitute  that  of  Coopers'  Hill  College. 
Notwithstanding  this,  however,  the  Col- 
lege was  estabushed,  and  from  1871  it 
had  enjoyed  a  practical  monopoly  in  en- 
gineering appointments  in  India  overall 
the  other  Engineering  Institutions.    It 
was  said  that  in  India  the  Civil  Engineers 
were  g^ven  the  hard  work  to  do,  and 
that    the    Boyal    Engineers    took  the 
honours  and  the  higher  pay.    But  he 
was    not    going    into  that   ground   oi 
jealousy  between  the  two  branches  of 
the  Profession.     It  was,  he  maintainedi 
exceedingly  unfair  on  the  other  Institu- 
tions, and  on  the  Universities  which  had 
established  Engineering  Schools,  to  ex- 
clude from  the  possibility  of  serving  on 
Indian  Public  Works  many  young  men— 
not  because  they  were  not  qualified,  not 
because  they  had  not  a  valuable  engi 
neering  diploma,  but  because  they  hac 
not  happened  to  pass  through  the  portal 
of  Cooper's  Hill  College,  l^om  a  Betun 
which  had  been  kindly  granted,  at  hi 
instance,  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre 
tary  of  State  for  India,   he   gatherec 
that    in    1878     the     expenditure    wai 
£20,427,    and    the   receipts    £18,254 
thus  showing  a  loss  to  the  Excheque; 
of  something  over  £2,000.    If,  however 
they  looked  at  the  results  of  the  follow 
ing  years,  they  would  find  that  the  los: 
increased,   and  that  in  1880-1,  agains 
an  expenditure  of  £19,812,  they  onlj 
had  receipts  to  the  amount  of  £15, 226. 
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or  nearly  double  the  loss  of  the  previous 
jeer.  Thus,  so  far  from  the  Institution 
DeiDg  self-supporting,  as  was  the  inten- 
tion of  its  original  promoters,  it  was 
curied  on  at  an  absolute  loss  to  the  na- 
tion ;  and  he  was  not  aware  that  this 
increased  cost  in  any  way  meant  in- 
creased efficiency,  for  in  1879  there 
were  only  37  admissions,  in  1880  only 
25,  and  in  1881,  under  a  new  scheme, 
39.  But  these  figures  were  the  more 
startling  when  it  was  remembered  that 
Cooper's  Hill  had  practically  the  mono- 
poly of  all  the  Indian  appointments, 
witik  the  exception  of  those  which 
were  given  to  the  Boyal  Engineers.  In 
1879,  41  public  appointments  were  con- 
feired  upon  the  students,  though  the 
entrances  of  students  only  amounted  to 
87.  This  showed  that  every  young  man 
who  entered  the  College  was  perfectly 
Bore  of  getting  an  appointment  of  more 
or  less  value.  This  was  borne  out  by 
the  figures  in  the  following  years.  In 
1880  there  were  25  entrances,  and  38 
aj^ointments  were  given.  In  1881  there 
were  89  entrances,  and  35  public  appoint- 
ments were  granted.  A  letter  had  been 
tent  to  him,  written  by  Colonel  Chesney, 
fannerly  the  Ghovemor  of  the  Institution. 
In  that  letter,  which  was  dated  December 
18, 1881,  the  writer  said  that  Cooper's 
Hill  did  not  profess  to  turn  out  practical 
engineers,  but  merely  to  educate  its 
itndents  to  be  engineers.  That  being 
■0,  was  it  wise  to  exclude  from  the  bene- 
CiB  conferred  upon  the  students  of  the 
CoQege  the  students  of  other  Engineer- 
ioff  Schools,  where  proper  technical  kno  w- 
Uge  was  acquired  ?  It  was  a  serious 
thing  to  support  a  College  which  did  not 
pitxfess  to  give  that  which  might  be  ob- 
tained from  a  system  of  competition — 
namely,  a  quality  of  practicality,  pos- 
aeaang  which  engineers  could  go  to  work 
at  once  without  having  to  pass  through 
a  period  of  probation.  It  should  be  ob- 
aerred  that,  under  the  present  system, 
applicants  for  admission  to  the  Col- 
^ge  were  not  subjected  to  competi- 
biTe  examination.  Their  admission  de- 
)ended  solely  upon  priority  of  appli- 
ition,  so  that  the  monopoly  and  ad- 
luitages  of  the  College  were  conferred 
ipon  Doys  according  to  that  priority.  It 
ras  true  that  there  were  examinations 
it  the  end  of  the  students'  career;  but 
he  way  in  which  the  examination  was 
ionducted  was  very  remarkable.  It  did 
lot  pofesa  to  be  more  than  a  pass-exa- 


mination ;  and  the  only  element  of  com- 
petition was  this — that  the  pass  students 
were  ranged  in  order  of  merit,  so  that 
those  who  were  at  the  head  of  the  list 
were  given  the  first  vacant  appointments. 
As  he  had  shown,  however,  there  was 
really  an  appointment  for  each  young 
man  who  passed.  He  could  not  see  why 
the  advantages  of  the  Indian  Public  Ser- 
vice should  not  be  given  to  other  students 
than  those  educated  at  the  College ;  and 
how  could  it  be  for  the  advantage  of  the 
Government  in  India  to  deprive  it  of  the 
services  of  the  best  engineer  students  that 
the  Empire  could  supply  ?  The  only  exa- 
mination conducted  at  the  College,  which 
had  any  of  the  competitive  element  in 
it,  being  that  held  at  the  close  of  the 
students'  career,  why  should  not  the 
students  of  other  recognized  Engineering 
Schools  be  permitted  to  present  them- 
selves at  that  examination,  and  run  their 
chance  against  the  young  men  from 
Cooper's  Hill  ?  Why  the  50  young  men 
received  at  Cooper's  Hill  by  priority  of 
application  should  have  the  preference 
as  regarded  Indian  appointments  over 
all  other  comers,  however  well-qualified, 
he  did  not  understand.  It  did  not  seem 
to  him  to  be  a  position  which  could  be 
logically  defended.  He,  therefore,  begged 
to  move  his  Eesolution. 

Mr.  CAEBDTT,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion«  said,  he  thought  the  matter  was  one 
of  very  great  importance,  and  was  one 
which  would  largely  afiect  numbers  of 
Civil  Engineers,  both  in  this  country 
and  in  India.  It  seemed  that  the  Duke 
of  Argyll  had  made  up  his  mind  that 
he  was  not  able  to  obtain  engineers  in 
this  country  fit  to  go  out  to  India  and 
do  the  work.  He  had  made  up  his  mind 
without  consultation  with  the  authori- 
ties in  India,  and  had  then  determined 
that  the  best  thing  to  do  was  to  estab- 
lish this  College.  Considerable  objec- 
tions were  raised  against  the  scheme  at 
the  time  of  its  institution  by  the  then 
Governor  General  of  India  (Lord  Mayo), 
who  wrote  on  the  28th  March,  1870 
(No.  43,  Public  Works),  to  his  Grace  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  a  strong  letter  giving 
his  views  as  to  the  establishment  of  this 
College.  In  discussing  the  grade  in 
which  Civil  Engineers  trained  in  the 
proposed  College  should  enter  the  Public 
Works  Department  on  arrival  in  India, 
the  following  statement  occurred  : — 

**The  pay  proposed  for  this  g^de  in  the 
scheme  lately  transmitted  is  £420  per  annum, 
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This  snm,  we  beUere,  Ib  not  too  mach  to  offer  Amendment  propoeed, 

young  men  trained  aa  Oi^  Engineers,  and  we  rp^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  "  That "  to  tiie 

are  disposed  to  consider  that  it  is  owing  to  the  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  woids 

insufficiency  of  the  present  salary  offered  to  the  „  ^  g^j^^  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 

young  Civil  Engineers  on  first  entering  on  their  j^^^  ^^^^  working  and  expenw  of  CooperVHffl 

duties  in  India-namely,  £240  per  annum-that  College,  and  to  report  if  it  is  desirabl^  for  the 

^e  failure  to  fill  the  appointments  in  the  Puhbc  ^^^^  ^      ^  ^;4^  ^1^^     ^^^^  ^^^  „ 

Works  Department  ^ered  for  competition  has  %,^^^y,^  ^^    ^d  if  ^  ^^^t  Shanges  and  modi, 

been  mamly  due.    We  are  much  inclined  to  fications  should  be  made,"- (jivll^i^iwt,) 

think  that  if  this  increase  of  salary  were  now  ,           j    u         f 

offered,  it  would  have  a  marked  effect  on  the  — instead  thereof. 

3^V'  C^tr^y^'o^  t^&^n.  Qu-tion  gror^sed    "That  the ^ 

whether  such  an  experiment  might  properly  be  proposed  to  be  left  out  Stand  part  01  the 

made  before  the  opening  of  the  proposed  Col-  Question." 

^®^'  General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUE 

Clearly  showing  that  the  noble  Lord  earnestly  hoped  the  nobleMarquess  would 

thought  the  question  of  obtaining  quali-  favourably  consider  the  proposal  of  the 

fied  engineers  was  merely  one  of  pounds,  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.   In 

shilling^,  and  pence.     There  could  be  support    of    that   recommendation  he 

no  doubt  that,   in  consequence  of  the  spoke  strongly  as  to  its  failure,  aeeinff 

low  charge  for  entrance,  and  the  ex-  that  the  College  had  not  been  carriea 

cellence   of  the   course    of   instruction  on  on  the  principles  on  which  it  was  first 

furnished  by  the  College,  the  students  established.  He  nad  very  much  regretted 

who  passed   through    it    gained  enor-  that  the  Government  of  India  should 

mous  advantages  over  other  engineers  ;  have  hampered  itself  with  such  an  ex- 

and  he  contended  that  if  the  Govern-  pensive  establishment,  because  a  smttt 

ment  had  been  prepared  at  the  time  part  of  the  money  laid  out  would  hafC 

the    College    was    founded    to    pay   a  enabled  the  Schools  of  Eng^eering  i^ 

proper  price,  they  would  have  got  any  the  Kingdom  to  have  supplied  fit  i^ 

number  of  men  to  go  out  and  do  their  sons  for  service  in  India.     But  the  im 

work.     With  regard  to  the  question  of  portant  point  on  which  he  urged  tb 

expense,  during  the  past  1 1  years  the  noble  Marquess  to  consider  the  proposi 

Engineering  College  had  cost  £317,000,  was  this — that  in  spite  of  the  recom 

against  which  there  was  only  to  show  in  mendations   of  the   Governor  Genera 

the   shape  of  receipts  £148,000.      Yet  the   College  had  been  instituted.    Th 

the  public  works  in  India  executed  by  prudent  counsels  of  Lord  Mayo,  wh 

the   Cooper's    Hill  students   compared  was  himself  a  thoroughly  practical  mai 

unfavourably  with  similar  works  in  this  had  been  set  at  nought,  and  the  fore 

country — railways,  canals,  harbours,  &c.  casts  which  he  had  made  had  turned  on 

— the  constructors  of  which  had  no  ex-  to  be  quite  correct,  the  College  havin 

ceptional  advantages,  but  were  obtained  failed  to  turn    out    engineers    of   th 

by  a  process  of  natural  selection.     It  quality  and  kind  that  the  Gt>vemmei: 

was   calculated  that  the  Cooper's  Hill  of  India  required.     The  expenses  ha 

students  were  turned  out  at  a  cost  to  also  far  exceeded  the  amount  which  wa 

the  country  of  about  £321    per  head,  calculated  at  the  time.     So  far  from  th 

This  was   an  enormous  sum  of  money  original  estimate  of  the  cost  of  eac 

for  the  country  to  be  paying  for  each  student  being  adhered  to,  if  the  average 

pupil  who  went  out  to  India,  without  were  made  up  properly  the  cost  woul 

the  slightest  knowledge  of  civil  engi-  be  brought   up   to  £300   per   studem 

ncering,  and  without  any  practical  ex-  indeed,  by  the  bad  mode  of  statine  th 

perience   except   what   he  might  have  annual  amount  of  the  charges  of  th 

obtained  from  books.     The  system  was  College,   the  average   was   as   high  i 

radically  bad,  and,  like  the  example  of  £500  per  student  actually  passed  out 

the  Pants  et  Chaussees  in  France,  showed  and  this  was  a  net  sum  after  deducting  tb 

the  folly  of  creating  a  close  corporation  receipts.  These  averages* were  to  be  con 

in  this  country  with  the  object  of  foisting  trasted  with  the  estimated  cost  of  £  1 ,85 

a  mushroom  growth  of  engineers  upon  for  50  trained  engineers,  or  only  £37  pe 

the  Indian  Service.     The  least  the  Go-  student.     When    the   Duke   of  Argy! 

vernment  could  do,  under  the  circum-  first  proposed  the  College,  he  said  thei 

stances,  was  to  assent  to  the  proposed  would  be  no  unnecessary  expenditure 

inquiry.  and  yet,  within  a  few  months,  £58,00 

Mr.  Carhuti 
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hi  been  spent  in  acquiring  the  pro- 
futy ;  and  the  whole   amount  of  ca- 

£'tal  inTested  in  the  building  and 
ad,  was  £119,000.  A  very  consi- 
derable profit  had  been  obtained  by 
tke  persons  from  whom  the  property 
bad  been  purchased  ;  and  that  profit, 
lie  had  reason  to  believe,  had  been 
made  in  consequence  of  information 
fnraished  to  the  sellers.  The  capital 
account  being  mixed  up  with  the  ordi- 
naiy annual  charge  was  open  to  objection. 
l!he  interest  on  that  capital  account 
ought  to  be  a  part  of  the  annual  current 
expenditure.  But,  by  the  mode  in  which 
the  statement  was  made  out,  this  liability 
was  omitted.  It  was  also  worthy  of  notice 
thai  the  purpose  of  the  College  had  been 
cbanged.  Instead  of  being  an  exclusive 
Training  School  for  India,  it  had  become 
one  for  the  whole  Empire ;  and  this 
was  entirely  foreign  to  tne  work  which 
India  had  to  perform.  Then,  when  the 
OoUege  was  established,  its  course  of 
atndy  had  no  reference  to  any  practical 
training,  and  nothing  in  the  way  of 
pacti<»l  training  was  done  for  several 
years.  In  1877-8,  however,  the  sum 
of  £2,552  was  spent  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  the  students  who  had  passed 
through  the  College  the  practical  train- 
ing outside  the  College  which  the  Col- 
lege failed  to  give  them  ;  and  in  the  fol- 
lowing year  £4,967  was  spent  for  this 
pQipose,  while  in  1879-80  the  sum  of 
^8,028  was  spent  for  conferring  practical 
experience.  If  the  sum  paid  in  the  up- 
Ireep  of  Cooper's  Hill  establishment  had 
been  spent  in  encouraging  the  various 
Engineering  Institutions  throughout  the 
country,  it  would  have  done  a  great  deal 
more  good. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  had  no  complaint  to  make  of 
the  spirit  and  tone  in  which  that  Motion 
had  been  brought  forward.  Nor  was  it 
at  all  his  intention  to  argue  that  no 
Parliamentary  Inquiry  into  the  working 
of  the  College,  and  also  into  the  system 
of  recruitment  for  the  Public  Works 
Department  in  India,  would  be  desir- 
able. All  he  now  wished  to  do  was  to 
offer  to  the  House  a  few  observations  in 
order  to  show,  as  he  thought  he  would 
be  able  to  show,  that  a  Parliamentary 
Inquiry,  such  as  was  asked  for,  would, 
at  the  present  time,  be  premature,  and 
was  therefore  undesirable.  The  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 


Gibson)  had  covered  somewhat  wider 
ground  than  the  terms  of  the  Motion. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  only  moved  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee— 

"  To  inquire  into  the  working  and  expense  of 
Cooper's  Hill  CoUogo,  and  to  report  if  it  is 
desirable,  for  the  public  service,  to  retain  the 
present  system,  or  whether  any  and,  if  so,  what 
changes  and  modifications  should  be  made.*' 

An  inquiry  of  that  nature  might  very 
easily  be  understood,  and  he  confessed 
that  he  had  understood  it  as  being 
limited  to  an  inquiry  into  the  working 
of  Cooper's  Hill  College  and  the  present 
system  in  force  there.  But  he  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  he  wished  to 
cover  a  much  larger  ground — namely, 
whether  the  recruitment  of  the  Public 
Works  Department  in  India  was  practi- 
cally to  be  confined  in  future  to  the 
students  of  Cooper's  Hill  College;  or 
whether  the  system  of  open  competition 
was  to  be  reverted  to  ?  Now,  the  wider 
scope  given  to  the  Motion  by  that 
speech  increased  his  objection  to  grant- 
ing the  Committee  at  the  present  time ; 
for  he  could  not  help  seeing  that  such 
an  inquiry  at  this  moment,  when  the 
College  had  only  been  in  operation  for 
1 1  years,  and  under  the  new  and  revised 
system  not  for  one  year,  would  be  al- 
most fatal  to  the  prospects  of  the  Insti- 
tution. To  revert  to  the  principle  of 
open  competition  might  possibly  at  some 
future  time  be  necessary  ;  but  to  revert 
to  it  at  present,  when  Cooper's  Hill 
College,  under  the  existing  system,  was 
absolutely  in  its  infancy,  would  deal  a 
fatal  blow  to  the  future  of  the  establish- 
ment ;  and  he  must  say  that  would  be 
scarcely  justified  at  the  present  time. 
He  was  scarcely  concerned  to  defend  the 
original  institution  of  the  College.  The 
reasons  which  prevailed  with  the  Duke 
of  Argyll  and  the  Council  of  India  at 
that  time  were  before  the  House.  No 
doubt,  it  was  alleged  now  that  an 
adequate  supply  of  engineers  might  be 
obtained  for  India  by  open  competition ; 
but  certainly  it  was  not  conceived  at 
that  time  that  an  adequate  supply  was 
forthcoming.  The  appointments  were 
thrown  open ;  but  tho  result  of  the  ex- 
amination was  that  so  few  candidates 
presented  themselves  that  it  could  not 
be  really  called  open  competition — in 
fact,  almost  all  who  presented  them- 
selves obtained  appointments.     It  was 
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Baid,  indeed,  that  that  fact  was  owing 
to  the  insufficiency  of  the  pay  and  the 
prospects  held  out.  That  argument, 
however,  was  hardly  borne  out ;  because 
as  soon  as  Cooper's  Hill  College  was 
constituted  a  number  of  students  did 
offer  themselves,  although  they  had  to 
undergo  a  long  course  of  training  and 
had  to  pay  considerably  for  it.  [Mr. 
Gibson  :  Better  pay.]  He  was  not  alto- 
gether acquainted  with  the  figures  ;  but 
he  understood  that  originafly  the  in- 
ducements offered  to  students  were  very 
much  the  same  as  those  previously  offered 
by  open  competition.  It  was,  however, 
suggested  that  they  might  revert  to  open 
competition  in  conjunction  with  Cooper's 
Hill  College.  Well,  during  the  first  years 
of  that  College,  it  was  open  to  candidates 
to  obtain  their  education  where  they 
pleased,  and  to  compete  with  the  stu- 
dents of  the  College  at  the  final  exami- 
nation. But  so  few  availed  themselves 
of  that  privilege  that  it  practically  be- 
came a  dead  -  letter,  and  it  was  not 
thought  necessary  to  retain  it  on  the 
re-organization  of  the  College.  The 
calculation  which  had  been  laid  before 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  an  exceedingly  rough 
one  ;  but  he  did  not  deny  that  the  aver- 
age expenses  of  Cooper's  Hill  had  ex- 
ceeded the  receipts  by  something  like 
£4,000  annually.  It  was  also  not  unfair 
to  say  that  the  average  cost  of  the 
education  of  each  student  was  about 
£200,  if  interest  on  capital  outlay  were 
excluded,  and  £300  if  it  were  included. 
That,  no  doubt,  was  a  considerable 
charge,  and  he  did  not  say  it  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  permanently  incurred 
by  the  Government  of  India;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  the  magnitude  of  the 
interests  involved  in  the  efficient  ma- 
nagement of  public  works  in  India  was 
so  great  that  any  expense  of  this  kind 
ought  to  sink  into  insignificance.  The 
question  was  one  of  efficiency  in  the 
proper  recruitment  of  the  Public  Works 
Department  of  India.  Looked  at  in 
this  point  of  view,  Cooper's  Hill  had 
not  been  unsatisfactory.  The  Govern- 
ment of  India  had  reported  several  times 
that  they  were  fully  satisfied  with  the 
recruits  sent  them ;  and  in  one  of  their 
despatches  they  stated  that  the  Beports 
they  received  were  universally  favour- 
able, and  in  some  cases  eminently  so.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  a  letter  of  Colonel  Chesney, 

The  Marquee  of  WartingUm 


whioh  took  notice  of  the  want  of  practioal 
training  of  engineers  sent  out    He  had 
not  seen  the  letter,  and  had  not  been 
able  to  follow  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  bat  he 
could  scarcely  conceive  that  he  intended 
to  argue  that  the  engineers  sent  ont 
from    Cooper's    Hill   College  had  lees 
practical  knowledge  and  training,  and 
were  less  qualified  to  take  up  their  work 
at  once,  than  candidates  who  were  sent 
out  from  any  other  Engineering  School 
in  the  country.     No  doubt,  from  what- 
ever school  they  came,  they  required 
some  practical  training ;  but  he  did  not 
suppose  it  would   be    contended  that 
a  8cotch  University  or  Trinity  College 
sent  out  more  practically  qualified  en- 
gineers than  Cooper's  Hill  had  done. 
He  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had 
stated  that  he  did  not  feel  himself  called 
upon  to  defend  the  policy  of  the  original 
institution  of  this  College.     It  was  done 
after  the  fullest  consideration ;  and,  the 
money  having  been  spent  and  laid  ont, 
it  was  no  use  discussing  whether  it  was 
a  wise  policy  at  the  time  or  not.    Nor 
did  it  devolve  primarily  upon  him  to 
defend  the  new  organization.     What  he 
had  done  had  been  simply  to  carry  into 
completion  the  arrangements  made  by  his 
Predecessor.     The  fact  was,  that  during 
1876,  1877,  and  1878,  the  excessive  coet 
to  India  of  this  establishment  had  di« 
rected  attention  to  it,  and  various  pro- 
posals were  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government  for  the  reduction  of  the 
charges.     In  1879  the  check  which  wa0 
then  given  by  the  reduction  of  the  Public 
Works  expenditure,  and,   as  a   conss' 
quence,  the  diminution  of  the  employ^ 
ment  for  Civil  Engineers,  made  the  ques- 
tion still  more  urgent.     It  was  very  care- 
fully considered  by  Lord  Cranbrook  and 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire   (Mr.   E.    Stanhope). 
At  that  time  the  question  of  closing  the 
College  was  mooted  ;  and  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  the  Government  of 
India  were  not  indisposed  to  recommend 
that  course.     Lord  Cranbrook,  however, 
doubted  the  expediency  of  the   course 
favoured  by  the  Government  of  India. 
Taking  into  consideration  tho  very  ex- 
cellent, though  somewhat  costly,  result 
of  Cooper's  Hill,  he  did  not  wonder  that 
Lord  Cranbrook  had  hesitated  to  destroy 
an  Institution  which  had  done  so  much 
good,  and  promised  to  do  so  much  more. 
No  doubt^  as  had  been  said,  there  wer9 


1121 


Cooptf^s  Bill 


(April  21,  1882} 


College. 


1122 


other  Institutions  in  which  engineering 
education  was  given.  Engineeringschools 
oxisted  in  the  Schools  and  Colleges  re- 
ferred to ;  and  he  believed  that  in  some 
cases  degrees  and  diplomas  in  engineer- 
ing science  were  conferred ;  but  he  did 
not  believe  that  there  existed  in  any 
wrt  of  the  Kingdom  an  establishment 
devoted  to  education  in  civil  engineering 
in  which  the  appliances  and  the  arrange- 
ments carried  out  so  complete  a  system 
of  engineering  education  as  at  Cooper's 

mu. 

Mb.  GIBSON  observed,  that  Trinity 
College  possessed  evory  appliance  for 
the  purpose  of  affording  a  complete  edu- 
oation  in  engineering. 

The  Makqubss  of  HAETINGTON 
was  informed  that  there  was  no  Institu- 
ticm  where  the  appliances  were  so  com- 
plete as  at  Cooper's  Hill.  Then,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  same  article  was 
not  required  in  India  as  in  this  country. 
Any  man  proceeding  from  au  engineer- 
ing Bohool  in  the  United  Kingdom  or 
Iraand  was  kept  for  a  time  under  the 
care  of  a  competent  engineer,  possessing 
ftill  practical  knowledge,  under  whose 
direction  he  rapidly  became  competent. 
Bat  in  India  the  men  were  widely  scat- 
tered, they  had  almost  immediately  to 
take  up  independent  duties,  and  they 
were  not,  and  could  not  be,  retained 
under  the  care  of  professional  experts, 
ai  would  be  the  case  in  England.  It 
did  not  follow,  therefore,  that  because  the 
engineering  schools  of  this  country  were 
exactly  adapted  for  the  production  of  the 
artide  required  for  engineering  at  home, 
the  same  schools  would  turn  out  what 
was  required  for  India.  Under  those  cir- 
comstances,  Lord  Cranbrook  hesitated 
to  adopt  the  proposal  to  close  the  schools 
and  to  abandon  altogether  what  had 
been  done.  He  appointed  a  Committee, 
of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stan- 
hope) was  Chairman,  which  conferred 
with  certain  leading  members  of  the 
engineering  profession.  As  a  result, 
they  made  certain  proposals  which  were 
adopted  by  Lord  Cranbrook,  and  the 
constitution  of  the  College  was  entirely 
changed.     It  had  been  originally  com- 

Cted  that  at  least  50  engineers  would 
annually  required  to  be  sent  out  to 
India;  but  when  the  reduction  in  the 
Public  Works  expenditure  of  India  was 
decided  upon,  it  was  found  that  probably 
10,  or  15  at  the  utmost,  would  be  annually 
needed  for  many  years  to  come.     It  was 
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j  therefore  evident  that  Cooper's  Hill 
could  not  be  kept  up  exclusively  for  the 
wants  of  India,  and  it  was  decided  to 
alter  the  constitution  of  the  College,  and 
to  throw  it  open  to  the  public,  and  to 
abolish  the  entrance  examination.  The 
appointments  in  the  Public  Works  De- 
partment, as  many  as  were  vacant,  it 
was  decided  should  be  offered,  from  time 
to  time,  as  prizes  to  the  most  successful 
students  in  the  establishment.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  con- 
tended that  every  student  would  obtain 
an  appointment  at  the  conclusion  of  his 
course,  whether  he  submitted  himself  to 
examination  or  not.  That  was  not  so. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
took  the  years  in  which  it  was  known 
that  the  number  of  appointments  to  be 
given  would  very  much  diminish,  and 
on  account  of  that  knowledge  the  en- 
trances fell  off.  It  was  hoped  that  this 
Institution  might  be  made  useful  and 
available,  not  only  to  meet  the  wants  of 
India,  but  tflso  of  the  Colonies  and  De- 
pendencies of  this  country,  and,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  for  home  requirements. 
With  the  object  of  adapting  the  educa- 
tion fully  to  the  wants  of  the  public,  a 
Board  of  Visitors  had  been  appointed, 
who  wore  intrusted  with  the  revision  of 
the  studies  pursued  at  the  College,  and 
it  was  hoped  that  the  course  would  thus 
adapt  itself  to  the  wants  of  the  public 
and  the  profession.  The  Board  of 
Visitors  now  consists  half  of  gentlemen 
who  were  qualified  by  Indian  experience, 
and  half  of  eminent  members  of  the  en- 
gineering profession.  Among  the  latter, 
he  might  mention  Mr.  Barlow,  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Institute  of  Civil  Engineers, 
Mr.  Fowler,  the  late  President,  and  Mr. 
Siemens,  whose  reputations  were  well 
known.  These  were  active  and  attentive 
Members  of  the  Board,  and  they  had  from 
time  to  timerecommended certain  changes 
in  the  studies.  This  scheme  was  prac- 
tically matured  when  he  succeeded  to  the 
management  of  the  India  Office  ;  and  he 
had  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  but  to  give 
his  formal  sanction  to  tho  appointment  of 
gentlemen  who  had  already  been  nomi- 
nated for  the  Board  of  Visitors.  The 
scheme  only  came  into  operation  last 
September,  and  the  support  it  had 
hitherto  received  from  the  public  was 
by  no  means  discouraging.  No  one 
'  desired  that  any  considerable  burden 
;  should  be  permanently  imposed  upon 
I  tho  Government  of  India  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  maintaining  this  College.  No 
doubt  thoy  would  not  be  justified  in  im- 
posing a  heavy  burden  upon  the  Eevenues 
of  India,  and  they  must  endeavour  to 
devise  some  other  system ;  but  there  was 
no  reason  to  think  that  under  the  new 
management  any  such  terms  would  be 
imposed.  At  all  events,  considering 
what  had  been  done,  the  expenditure 
that  had  been  incurred,  and  the  un- 
doubted efficiency  of  the  instruction 
which  was  now  given  at  Cooper's  Hill, 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  great  regret  that 
by  a  premature  inquiry  public  confi- 
dence in  this  College  should  be  destroyed, 
and  the  chance  of  its  becoming  a  success 
should  be  put  an  end  to.  As  he  had  said 
at  the  commencement,  he  did  not  say 
that  this  was  not  a  subject  which  might 
hereafter  be  very  usefully  inquired  into 
by  a  Committee  ;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  at  the  present  moment,  when  a  new 
scheme  which  was  very  carefully  ela- 
borated had  only  just  come  into  opera- 
tion, that  course  would  not  be  an  advan- 
tageous or  a  desirable  one  to  adopt. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Monmouth  (Mr. 
Carbutt)  made  some  reference  to  the 
grievances  of  thecivil  engineers  employed 
in  the  Public  Works  Department.  The 
hon.  ^lember  referred  to  the  Hoyal 
Enj^ineers.  Well,  the  position  of  the 
civil  engineers  had  lately  been  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Qovernment  of 
India,  and  they  made  certain  proposals 
which  were  still  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Council  of  India.  He  had  every 
disposition  to  give  a  fair  consideration  to 
that  most  important  branch  of  the  Civil 
Service,  and  he  trusted  that  reasonable 
satisfaction  would  be  given  those  men. 
It  was  true  that  a  great  many  of  the 
highest  appointments  were  still  held  by 
the  Royal  Engineers ;  but  they  had  had 
a  long  start  in  the  profession,  even  the 
Stanley  engineers  being  comparatively 
their  juniors ;  and  it  was  natural  that 
the  senior  service  should  still  hold  a  con- 
siderable proportion  of  the  higher  ap- 
pointments* ;  but  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe  that  as  time  went  on  this  would 
continue  to  be  the  case.  He  ventured 
to  hope  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  be  satisfied  with  hav- 
ing called  attention  to  this  very  important 
question,  and  would  not  press  his  Motion 
to  a  division.  It  would  be  competent  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman. 
when  some  further  experience  had  been 
gained  in  the  working  of  this  College 
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under  the  new  management,  to  bring 
forward  the  subject  again.  He  ooola 
not  think  that  an  inquiry  at  the  present 
moment  would  be  conducted  under  ad- 
vantageous circumstances. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  had  no  wish 
to  pass  the  slightest  slur  upon  the  man- 
agement of  the  College.     He  had  the 
pleasure  of  knowing  several  who  had 
been  connected  with  it,  and  those  who 
had  been  educated  in  it,  and  he  knew  the 
great  work  the  College  had  done.    Bat, 
after  all,  the  question  to  be  considered 
was,  What  was  the  best  plan  forrecmitiog 
the  Public  Works  Department  in  India? 
He  had  the  pleasure  of  being  connected 
with    India    some    years     ago,    when 
this  question  cropped  up  in  a  forcible 
way.    After  mature  consideration  it  was 
deemed  that  the  best  plan  for  promoting 
the  Service  of  India  was  by  having  a 
practical  College  in  England,  where  gen- 
tlemen could  be  trained  for  the  services 
they  had  to  render  abroad.    The  qaee- 
tion  was  forced  on  the  Qt>veminentof 
India  by  the  great  and  overwhelming 
public  opinion — an  opinion  in  which  he 
fully  shared — that  it  was  a  matter  of 
paramount  importance  for  the  prosperitj 
of  India  that  large  sums  of  money  eiionld 
be  spent  annually  on  public  works ;  and 
this,  of  course,  necessitated  a  consider- 
able increase  in  the  staff  of  officers  at  that 
time  employed.    They  had  had  officers 
as  able  and  efficient  coming  from  the 
Military   Department  as,   he  believed, 
they  would  ever  get  from  Cooper's  HiB 
College.      But   the    number    of  engi- 
neers they  could  get  in  India  was  com- 
paratively small  considering  the  amount 
of   work  which  had  to  be  performed. 
So  long,  however,  as  they  had  Cooper's 
Hill  to  obtain  recruits  from,  and  also 
could    obtain    military  engineers  from 
Woolwich,  there  would  always  be  some 
little  friction  and  dissatisfaction — there- 
fore, his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson)  proposed  to  have  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire   into   the   system  of 
education  at  Cooper's  Hill ;  and,  in  fact, 
to  have  a  thorough  inquiry  into  the  mode 
of  recruiting  the  Public  Works  Depart- 
ment in  India,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  well  to  agree  to  the  Motion.    He  sup- 
posed there  never  was  a  more  efficient 
or  abler  engineer  than  the  present  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdala ;  but  he  was  rather  an 
exception.  It  would  bevery  difficult  to  re- 
cruit officers  of  tlie  same  calibre  as  Lord 
Napier.    He  did  not  care  what  the  ex* 
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penseof  an  establishment  in  this  country 
for  training  young  men  mig:ht  be,  so  long 
as  they  could  send  out  efficient  men  to 
India.  The  question  was,  What  was  the 
best  way  of  getting  men  into  the  Public 
Works  Department?  It  appeared  to 
him  that  it  would  be  better  if  they  had 
some  more  general  system  of  getting 
men  for  that  Department;  that  there 
ihonld  be  examinations  of  candidates 
in  Soo^and  and  in  Ireland ;  and  that 
ihoee  who  successfully  passed  exami- 
lations  should  be  placed  under  efficient 
nition  in  this  country.  The  amount 
A  money  spent  in  India  for  public 
forks  was  never  the  same  from  one 
^ear  to  another.  The  amount  depended 
ipon  the  sum  that  could  be  spared  from 
He  Bevenues  of  India,  and  it  was  this 
[actuating  demand  which  had  been  the 
;reat  difficulty  of  Cooper's  Hill  Col- 
Bge.  The  fluctuations  in  the  number 
I  men  trained  in  it,  according  to 
he  state  of  the  Indian  finances,  he 
lelieTed,  caused  greater  expense  than 
oy  plan  that  could  be  adopted  for  re- 
raiting  men  for  any  Department  where 
be  constant  and  regular  supply  was 
nown.  The  noble  Marquess  had  referred 
}  an  inquiry  which  had  taken  place ; 
at  it  was  simply  Departmental,  and  it 
9Qld  not  be  so  efficient  as  one  by  a 
elect  Committee  of  that  House,  which 
'ould  show  whether  military  engineers 
'ould  be  the  best  to  send  out  to  India — 
I  short,  whether  the  teaching  and  train- 
ig  at  Woolwich  or  at  Cooper's  Hill 
'ere  the  better;  and  another  question 
hether  Woolwich  could  supply  the 
nantity  of  recruits  necessary  for  the 
ervice.  He  considered  that  it  would  be 
lore  satisfactory  to  the  public,  not  only 
1  this  country,  but  in  India,  if  the 
'ommittee  that  was  asked  for  were  ap- 
nnted,  though  he  admitted,  at  the  same 
me,  there  was  force  in  the  observation  to 
it  the  present  system  have  a  furthertrial. 
Mr. E.  STANHOPE  said,  the  practical 
BTect  of  appointing  a  Committee  of  In- 
liry  would  be  to  paralyze  the  working 
;  Cooper's  Hill  College,  and,  ere  long, 
ad  to  its  utter  destruction.  No  doubt 
coper's  Hill  College  must  stand  or  fall 
>on  its  own  merits.  He  quite  admitted 
lat  if  the  question  were  a  new  one,  and 
ley  were  asked  to  establish  such  an  In- 
itution,  there  might  be  some  ground 
ir  hesitation ;  but  now  that  it  was  es- 
iblished,  it  was  but  just  that  it  should 
are  a  fair  trial.    At  the  time  of  its  in- 


stitution it  could  not  be  denied  that  an 
Institution  of  that  character  was  neces- 
sary. It  was  established  at  what  he 
might  call  a  period  of  inflation,  when  an 
exceptional  number  of  engineers  was 
suddenly  required ;  and  it  was  a  time 
when  we  were  not  fully  able  to  arrive 
at  a  definite  conclusion  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  engineers  that  would  be  required 
in  the  future,  or  as  to  the  extent  to  which 
we  should  be  able  to  employ  Natives. 
Therefore  it  was  that  the  establishment 
of  the  College  was  forced  upon  the  Duke 
of  Argyll.  It  could  not  be  doubted  that 
the  College  had  done  admirably  good 
work  to  the  Profession  and  the  country. 
Students  had  been  sent  from  it  who  were 
a  credit  to  their  country  and  to  their 
profession.  There  was  one  matter  not 
much  alluded  to,  which  had  always 
struck  him  as  supremely  important.  He 
would  refer  to  some  remarks  made  by 
Colonel  Chesney,  who  afterwards  be- 
came the  head  of  the  College.  Colonel 
Chesney  said  that  the  spirit  of  esprit  de 
corps  which  such  an  Institution  was  cal- 
culated to  engender  was  not  the  least  of 
its  merits,  because  it  was  a  matter  of 
feeling  rather  than  administration .  Colo- 
nel Chesney  went  on  to  say  that  he  was 
only  expressing  the  general  feeling  of 
the  Profession  when  he  said  that  the  In- 
stitution had  served  to  bring  together, 
in  the  period  of  enthusiastic  youth,  the 
future  members  of  the  Service,  who 
looked  forward  to  passing  their  lives  in 
a  common  calling  in  India.  That  was 
the  spirit  in  which  the  College  had  been 
founded.  How  had  it  worked  ?  He 
believed  a  corporate  sense  of  honour — 
which  was,  perhaps,  a  better  expression 
than  ef(prit  de  corps — had  been  created, 
which  led  men  to  do  their  best  to  reflect 
credit  on  the  Institution.  The  expendi- 
ture on  the  College,  if  great,  could 
hardly  be  considered  in  recent  years,  at 
any  rate,  to  be  out  of  proportion  to  the 
service  rendered,  as  it  was  of  the  highest 
importance  that  the  best  class  of  engi- 
neers should  be  secured.  It  was  found, 
however,  when  the  Public  Works  Staff 
in  India  was  largely  reduced  in  1879, 
that  only  a  small  proportion  of  the 
students  admitted  to  the  College  could 
possibly  receive  appointments  to  the 
Public  Works  Service  in  India;  and, 
in  consequence,  a  new  system  was 
organized,  which  had  only  been  in 
operation  for  six  or  seven  months.  It 
was  perfectly  clear  to   his  mind  that 
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an  inquiry  at  this  early  stage  oould 
do  no  good ;  its  only  effect  would  be 
be  to  weaken  and  binder  the  useful 
work  which  was  being  done.  His  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  proposed  to  go 
back  to  the  open  system.  But  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  by  competition  alone 
the  best  men  could  not  be  obtained. 
The  result  of  the  existing  system  had 
turned  out  good  practical  engineers, 
and  men  who  were  bound  in  honour  to 
do  their  duty.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  allow  that  system  to  be 
thoroughly  tested,  and  would  not  break 
up  an  Institution  which  had  done  such 
valuable  service. 

Mr.   PLUNKET  said,   he  regretted 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  had  not  seen  fit  to  assent 
to  the  appointment  of  such  a  Committee 
as  had  been  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  and  Colleague.     He 
would  venture  to  appeal  once  more  to 
the  noble  Lord,  in  the  interest  not  only 
of  his  own  constituents,  but  also  of  the 
public  generally,  to  allow  a  Committee 
to  sit  for  the  purpose  of  inquiry,  by  no 
means  necessarily  in  a  hostile  spirit,  into 
the  working  of  Cooper's  Hill  College, 
in  order  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  the 
question,  and  to  set  at  rest  the  discon- 
tent which  prevailed  in  the  public  mind 
as  to  the  management  of  that  Institution. 
The  argument  of   the  noble  Lord  was 
that  if  there  was  an  inquiry  public  con- 
fideuce  would  be  shaken.     But  he  did 
not  think  that  a  fair  inquiry,  over  which 
it  was  not  improbable  the  noble  Lord 
himself  would  preside,  would  tend  to 
bliji^ht  and  wither  the  prospects  of  the 
Oolloofo.     What  harm   could   happen  ? 
Tlio  Professors  wouhl  still  lecture,  and 
tho  students  attend  their  lectures.     The 
noblo   Lord   was   entirelv  mistaken  in 
8tatinp^  that  there  was  no  practical  school 
of  oiiijineoring  besides  the  College.     In 
tho  University  of  Dublin  there  was  a 
perfectly  practical  school  of  engineering, 
in  which  the  curriculum  was  much  the 
same  as  that  at  Cooper's  Hill,  except 
that  tho  examination  at  the  University 
was  of  a  more  practical  and  searching 
character.      The     Dublin     engineering 
students  had  done  much  valuable  work 
in  the  country.     This  and  other  schools, 
in  fact,  turned  out  all  the  engineers  of 
the  country,  Cooper's  Hill  having  merely 
a  character  more  specialized.     Then  he 
did  not  understand  from  the  speech  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that 
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he  wished  to  aboliah  Gooper^s  Hill,  root 
and  branch.  That  might  possibly  be  the 
result;  but  it  might  be  far  otherwise. 
The   great  danger  was  in  creating  a 
monopoly,  which  always  tended  to  en- 
courage laziness,  whereas,  with  free  and 
open  competition,  you  always  got  your 
money's  worth.     The  present  system  at 
Cooper's  Hill  was  a  haphazard  one,  in 
which  the  rule  prevailed  of  first  come 
first  served,  and  there  was  no  adequate 
security  of  getting  the  best  men.  Another 
extraordinary  thing  connected  with  the 
College  was  this.     The  noble  Lord  said 
it  now  admitted  other  persons  than  those 
who  were  designed  for  the  Indian  Civil 
Service.     On  what  ground,  he  should 
like  to  know,  were  they  admitted  ?  In 
his  opinion,  this  was  only  an  excuse  for 
keeping    up  this   expensive  monopoly. 
There   was  another    most    remarkable 
thing  with  respect  to  which  he  should 
like  some   explanation.     According  to 
the  3 1st  paragraph  of  the  scheme,  the 
College  authorities  might,  on  the  appli- 
cation of  students  who  passed  out  of  the 
College,   but    who    did    not  enter  the 
Indian  Civil    Service,    place    them  a* 
pupils  with  eminent  engineers  on  pay* 
ment  of  a  nominal  premium.     This  waB 
an  additional  attraction  to  induce  meO 
to  come  into  the  College ;  and,  although 
they  did  not  intend  to  go  out  to  India  at 
all,  the  College  was  to  interfere  in  order 
to  give  them  these   extraordinary  ad' 
vantages.     The   College    was   well  en^ 
dowedf,  and  no    doubt  it   was  a  very 
excellent  Institution ;   but  this  was  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  inquired 
into.     All  the  Civil  Services  were  now 
thrown  open,  and  a  general  system  of 
open  competition  prevailed.     By  compe- 
tition  alone  could  the  public  be  assured 
of  obtaining  the  best  men  for  the  public 
service.     He  did  not  wish  to  say  one 
word  against  the  excellence  of  the  Col- 
lege or  of  the  students ;  but  he  thought 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  and 
Colleague  had  made  out  a  case  for  an  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  this  Institution. 
Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
when  the  College  was  established  the 
condition  of  the  Public  Works  Service  in 
India  was  not  satisfactory,  and  it  was 
felt  that  something  should  be  done  to 
supply  young  men  for  the  engineering 
service  in  India.  It  was  the  case  also  then 
that  there  were  no  engineering  schools 
in  this  country  which  sufficiently  com- 
bined this  branch  with  scientific  educa* 
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e  had  listened  with  interest  to  the  to  oppose  the  view  that  the  noble  Lord 

of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  took  that  the  present  proposal  was  some* 

r  for  the  University  of   Dublin  what  premature,  and  that  they  had  better 

ibson)  ;  and,  while  one  or  two  of  wait  a  little  before  Parliament  should  be 

aments  struck  him  as  extravagant,  asked  to  make  the  inquiry.  With  regard 

y  respects  his  arguments  were  to  the  distribution  of  patronage  in  India, 

g;ent.     He  knew  that  in  the  Uni-  and  to    the    appointment    of    military 

of  Edinburgh   the   engineering  engineers,  he  most  emphatically  denied 

had  been  very  much  improved;  that  there  was  any  prejudice  in  favour 

thought  that  with  respect  to  of  military  engineers,  or  that  civil  en- 
uring schools  Scotland  and  Ire-  gineers  were  likely  to  be  unfairly  treated, 
ad  an  advantage  over  Eng-  It  was  desirable  in  the  interest  of  the 
The  English  Universities,  he  Public  Service  that  they  should  have  in 
:,  were  too  much  hampered  by  India  men  who  were  prepared  to  devote 
lents,  which  bound  them  to  cer-  their  lives  to  the  country,  who  would 
bjects  of  education,  and  it  was  a  become  acquainted  with  the  habits  and 
h  to  them  that  they  were  not  pro-  language  of  the  Natives,  men  not  only 
ith  engineering  schools.  It  might  good  engineers,  but  men  who  must  be 
y  said  that  Cooper's  Hill  College  able  to  manage  vast  armies  of  Natives, 
bsidized,  and  that  it  competed  sympathize  with  them,  and,  as  he  said, 
e  other  engineering  educational  to  spend  the  better  part  of  their  lives 
ions  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He  among  them.  He  was  inclined  to  believe 
t  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  that  the  military  engineers  should  con- 
pned  Gentleman,  representing  the  fine  themselves  to  military  work,  and 
lency  he  did,  should  have  brought  that  in  future  the  Civil  Department  of 
estion  forward ;  but  they  must  the  Public  Works  in  India  sliould  be 
jight  to  the  considerations  put  recruited  by  young  civil  engineers.  They 
[by  the  noble  Marquess.  Cooper's  had  in  Scotland  and  Ireland  established 
liege  was  established  to  meet  a  sufficient  schools  of  engineering  ;  and  he 
y,  and  it  was,  to  a  certain  extent,  felt  that  they  should  not  be  excluded 
ful.  He  should  be  sorry  to  see  from  the  appointment  of  students  to 
liege  done  away  with,  or  under-  these  engineering  posts, 
without  full  consideration  and  Mr.  PUGH  said,  this  was  not  a  Gol- 
ie  inquiry.  The  noble  Lord  told  lege  for  India  only,  but  for  home  re- 
at  a  new  arrangement  had  been  quirements.  It  was  only  Indian  in  this 
'  made,  and  ho  was  apprehensive  respect,  that  India  had  to  pay  the  whole 
f  further  inquiry  might  endanger  cost  of  it.  He  certainly  thought  the 
cess  of  the  present  experiment,  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
ir  George  Campbell)  had  that  all-  had  by  his  speech  conclusively  shown  a 
ng  faith  in  the  efficiency  of  the  necessity  for  the  proposed  inquiry. 
01  Commons  to   set  everything  n      *•           * 

every  department  of  the  British  Question  put. 

,  he  might  not  be  indisposed  to  The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  78  ;  Noes 

the  proposal  for  a  Select  Com-  27 :  Majority  51.— (Div.  List,  No.  68.) 

but  he  confessed  the  longer  one  ^^^^  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr. 

[le  House,  the  more  one  was  con-  gpeaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
that  it  was  overwhelmed  with 

s,    and    having    regard    to    the  poLICE  PROTECTION  TO  PUBLIC 

and  largeness  of  the  questions  SERVANTS. -OBSERVATIONS, 

light  be  opened  up  by  an  inquiry  ^^      STANLEY     LEIGHTON,    in 

kind  It  was  a  question  whether  ^.^j^    ^^  ^^^j  attention  to  the  increase  to 

I  be  desimble  to  bring  It  forward  ^^^  %^^^^  ^^j^.        ^^^^        ^         i^^  ^f 

le  Procedure  of  the  House  was  ^        depression,  from  the  necessity  of 

i  .  u""  ^u""^  found,  while  con-  ^^^      ^  ^^^  ^^^^      j.^^  ^           i^  ^^^^^ 

that  he  thought  It  extremely  de-  ^^    J^^^^      ^^^.^  J^^^^^^  ^^^^  j^evsontil 

that    if  not  now,  at  a  1  events  violence,  with  the  view  of  moving- 

•eiy  long,  some  sufficien   inquiry  ,, ^^^^  ^^^ ^^^           ^^   ^^^.^^ 

be  made  into  the  system  by  which  protection  to  pubSc  servants  is  a  subject  of  Im- 

Ale  Works  Servico  in  India  was  perial  rather  than  local  obligation,  and  should 

I,  he  was  not,  for  one,  prepared  no  longer  bo  a  charge  upon  the  rates,*' 
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said,  that  the  Home  Secretary  seemed  to 
think  it  was  offensive  in  him  the  other 
day  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  matter  which  seemed  to  him  to  be  of 
public  importance.  He  trusted  he  would 
now  retract  that  insinuation.  This  Re- 
solution was  one  which  was  universally, 
or  almost  universally,  accepted  else- 
where as  an  axiom  of  government,  and 
was  both  reasonable  and  politic.  One 
Act  of  Parliament  which  established 
local  police  provided  that  special  and  ex- 
traordinary police  services  should  be  paid 
for  by  those  who  required  them.  The 
Chief  Constables  might,  when  applied  to, 
and  with  the  permission  of  the  local 
authorities,  provide  constables  for  spe- 
cial duty.  Under  the  Act  3  &  4  Vict, 
c.  80,  s.  19,  provision  was  made  to  that 
effect ;  and  it  had  been  largely  taken  ad- 
vantage of  by  the  managers  of  places  of 
public  amusement,  as  well  as  by  con- 
tractors for  large  public  works,  and  by 
others.  According  to  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Beturns,  as  many  as  1,200  men 
were  employed  on  such  special  services  ; 
and  in  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  it  ap- 
peared that  Eoyal  and  public  personages 
and  places  were  provided  with  police 
protection,  the  expense  of  which  was 
charged  on  the  Estimates,  and  was  not 
thrown  on  the  rates.  Under  this  head 
the  charge  in  respect  of  Marlborough 
House,  for  instance,  was  £595,  and  for 
the  House  of  Commons  £2,500.  The 
HomeSecretary  had, indeed,  argued  that 
Cabinet  Ministers  were  just  the  same  as 
any  ordinary  individuals.  He  put  that 
down  rather  to  his  own  excessive  modesty 
than  to  any  want  of  appreciation  of 
fact  or  of  law.  It  would  follow  from  this 
statement  that  the  Ministers  who,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  public  duties,  brought 
themselves  into  unpopularity,  ought  to 
provide  the  necessary  police  protec- 
tion for  themselves  out  of  their  own 
pockets.  What  more  monstrous  propo- 
sition could  be  laid  down  ?  The  necessity 
for  that  protection  came  from  the  dis- 
charge of  their  public  duties,  and  not  of 
private  duties  ;  and,  therefore,  the  obli- 
gation to  protect  them  fell  necessarily,  it 
seemed  to  him,  upon  the  public.  He 
took  the  case  of  the  Flintshire  Local 
Authority  as  an  example  of  what  was 
happening  or  might  happen  anywhere. 
In  the  autumn  of  last  year,  the  Chief 
Constable  of  the  county  applied  to  the 
Local  Authority  for  special  additional 
police  to  protect  the  Prime  Minister. 
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The  Chairman  of  the  Local  Authority 
appealed  to  the  Court  over  which  he 
presided,  stating  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary  required   the  Chief  Constable  to 
furnish  men   for  the  protection  of  the 
Prime  Minister.      The  Local  Authority 
expressed  their  opinion  that  the  safety  of 
the  Prime  Minister  was  a  national  affair, 
and  that,  for  that  reason,  the  cost  of  his 
protection  should  fall  on  the  National 
Exchequer;  but  instantly  provided  the 
special  police  contingent  that  was  asked 
for.  In  the  result  a  ooun  ty  singularly  free 
from  crime  was  charged  with  the  expense 
caused  by  the  crime  of  another  part  of 
the  Kingdom.  Now,  the  Local  Authority 
ought  not  to  have  been  called  upon  to 
make  any  such  provision.     Not  long  ago 
the  local    taxation    reformers  thought 
they  had  converted  the  Prime  Minister 
to  their  views,  when  he  surrendered  at 
discretion  before  the  Motion  of  his  bon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
Harcourt).     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  excuse  them  if  they   were  now 
rather  doubtful,  and  called  to  mind  his 
words,  that  any  relief  to  the  rural  rate* 
payers  would  be  nothing  less  than  quar- 
tering the  landlords  on  the  Exchequer. 
The    Prime    Minister  was    quartering 
himself  upon  the  ratepayers.      Ther6 
was,   however,  a  far  graver  matter  \P 
consider — the  inadequacy  of  the  Local^ 
Authority  to  discharge  the   duty  cast 
upon  it.      When   the  Prime   Minister 
thought  it  necessary  to  make  a  visit  \o 
a  political  magnate  in  a  neighbouring 
county,  he  was  conducted  by  the  Flint- 
shire police  to  Chester,  by  the  Cheshire 
police  to  Lancashire,  and  by  the  Lanca- 
shire police  to  Knowsley ;  he  travelled 
like  a  State  prisoner  rather  than  a  State 
official.     Was  it  right,    was  it  fitting, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  should  be  treated 
thus?      He  would  not    say  one  word 
against  the  rural  police,  who,  however, 
were  occasionally  more  distinguished  for 
their  zeal  than  for  their  discretion,  as  an 
anecdote  which  he  would  relate  to  the 
House  would  show.     When  the  Prime 
Minister  was  at  Hawarden  the  other  day 
a  poor  stranger  appeared  on  the  scene, 
desirous  of  obtaining  one  of  those  letters 
of  recommendation   to    a    constituency 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so 
liberal  in  giving.    He  ventured  to  touch 
the  hem    of    the  Premier's    garment, 
whereupon  he  was  immediately  seized 
and  thrown  into   prison,    until  it  was 
found  he  had  committed    no    ofifence. 
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There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  rate- 
payers  of    Flintshire   would    willingly 
pay   £50,000  a-year,   if  necessary,    to 
»ecure  the  safety  of  the  Prime  Minister  ; 
>ut  even  if   they   paid   £1,000,000   a- 
^ear  that  would  not  avail,  for  the  circuit 
>f  their  authority  was  limited,  while  the 
Prime  Minister  was  ubiquitous.      The 
Prime  Minister  had  told  them  lately  that 
^ey  did  not  realize  the  gravity  of  the 
Issues  which  lay  before    them.     They 
must,  indeed,  be  grave  if  for  the  first  time 
the  unprecedented  degradation  had  come 
upon  the  country,  that  in  Constitutional 
England  the  Constitutional  Ministers  of 
the  Crown    were    not    safe.      He    re- 
gretted  very    much    that    this    should 
be  the  case  for  the  first  time  under  the 
Premiership  of  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister.   Complaints  had  been  made  that 
police  protection  had  been  taken  away 
irom  the   lonely  caretaker  in   Ireland. 
Bat  that   was  no  reason  why  the  right 
bon.  Qentleman  should  not  be  accom- 
panied and  guarded  by  a  sufficient  force 
of  police.     He  hoped  the  House  would 
socept  this  Hesolution.      He  appealed 
to  all  sides  of  that  House  to  show  that 
they  desired  to  acquiesce  in  the  principle 
of  his  Motion ;  he  would  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  represented  the  Irish  constitu- 
encies to  show,  by  supporting  his  Mo- 
tion, that  they  did  not  countenance  or 
sympathize   with  the  attempts  against 
tbe  persons  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
but  were  willing  to  vote  Irish  money 
to  frustrate  those  plots.     To  the  great 
liberal   Party  he  appealed  to  rush  to 
the  rescue  of  the    right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  was  termed  by  them,  at  all 
orents  in  the  country,  the  living  incar- 
nation of  all  the  principles  of  Liberalism. 
As  he  could  not  move  his  Eesolution 
under  the  Hules  of  the  House,  he  would 
content  himself  by  calling  the  attention 
df  the  Home  Secretary  to  the  matter. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  Sir, 
it  is  difficult,  I  am  afraid,  to  treat  this 
natter  with  all  the  seriousness  which 
fould  seem  to  be  demanded  by  the 
morgetic  rhetorical  appeal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  for  a  combination  of  parties 
rho  happen  to  be  absent — his  appeal 
0  the  Irish  Land  Leaguers  to  support 
dm,  to  the  great  party  of  local  taxation 
rhich  is  absent,  and  to  the  Liberal 
?arty,  which  is,  at  the  present  moment, 
'.  believe,  at  dinner.  But  whether  this 
iiotion  was  intended  to  be  a  local  taxa- 
ion  Motion,  or  whether  it  was  intended 


to   be   a  great    political  and  personal 
attack  on  the  Prime  Minister,  I  am  left 
to  doubt.     The  first  part  of  it  was  a 
prosaic  form  of  the  local  taxation  creed 
— if  the  hon.  Qentleman  will  allow  me, 
without  offence,  to  say  so — run  rather 
mad.     The  latter  part  of  it  was  a  sort 
of  semi-political,    semi-personal  attack 
upon  the  Prime  Minister.     I  will  leave 
that  part  of  the  matter,  because  it  has 
nothing  toj  do  with  this  question.     The 
only  point  on  which  I  will  detain  such 
of  the  House  as  are  present  is  the  local 
taxation  question.      The  hon.  Member 
has  regard  to  the  case  of  Flintshire,  and 
I  ask  myself — *•  How  is  it  that  this  Mo- 
tion has  come  before  the  House?"  There 
is  a  Member  for  Flintshire.     There  are 
Members  for  the  Flint  Boroughs,  and 
for  Cheshire,   for   Liverpool,    and    for 
Lancashire,  representing  the  people  who 
protected  the  Prime  Minister  when  he 
went  to  Knowsley.   But  what  has  Shrop- 
shire suffered?    I  do  not  know  if  Shrop- 
shire is  fertile  of  Ministers,  and  when 
they  had  their  rates  overburdened  by 
what  they  have  had  to  pay.     The  only 
thing  I  could  think  of  as  the  origin  of 
this  Motion  was  that  one  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Shrewsbury  (Mr.  Cotes), 
who  was  a  junior  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
had  been  protected  at  an  enormous  cost. 
Why  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrop- 
shire come  forward  with  this  Motion? 
Who  have  taken  the  matter  up  in  Flint- 
shire ?    The  magistrates  of  Flintshire. 
But  the  great  basis  of  all  local  taxation 
reform  rests  in  the  fundamental  propo- 
sition that  the  magistrates  did  not  re- 
present the  ratepayers.  There  is  no  body 
of  men   who  are  less  representative  of 
the  sentiments  of  the  ratepayers,  or  less 
fit  to  convey  their  views,  than  the  magis- 
trates ;   and  if  my  hon.   Friend,  as  a 
local  taxation  reformer,  will  bear  that 
proposition  in  mind,  he  will  master  the 
grammar  of  the  subject.     As  far  as  I 
know,  the  ratepayers  have  disavowed 
this  Motion,  and  have  condemned  the 
view  of  Ijne  majority  of  the  magistrates. 
It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that  while  this 
matter  is  brought  before  the  House  by 
a  Gentleman  who  has  no  connection  with 
Flintshire,   the  motion  at  the  Quarter 
Sessions  was  brought  forward  by  a  gen- 
tleman who  does  not  reside  in  Flintshire, 
and  who,  for  12  or  13  years  previously, 
had  not  been  at  any  meeting  of  Sessions 
there.      There  is   a  gentleman  whose 
opinion,  at  any  rate,  is  rather  taking, 
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and  that  is  the  Chairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions.  Having  considered  my  letter, 
he  was  good  enough  to  say  that,  though 
they  were  justified  in  asking  the  Home 
Secretary  to  repay  some  portion  of  the 
extra  expenditure,  he,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  he  had  been  the  Home  Secretary, 
would  have  sent  the  same  answer  as  the 
Home  Secretary  had  sent— that  they  were 
bound  to  protect  their  own  ratepayers. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  has  stated  that 
I  considered  the  character  of  this  Heso- 
lution  was  somewhat  offensive.  That  is 
not  my  expression,  but  the  word  he 
adopted  ;  but  it  was  not  my  view  of  the 
subject.  That  view  of  the  subject  was 
entertained  by  a  gentleman  very  well 
known  in  Flintshire  to  hold  Conserva- 
tive opinions ;  and  he  said — 

"  Is  it  wise,  courteous,  altogether  right,  when 
we  have  the  privilege  of  having  resident  in  the 
county  80  distinguished  a  man  to  begrudge  that 
small  contribution  towards  the  protection  of 
his  life  and  property  ?  It  is  a  matter  in  which 
politics  should  be  completely  put  aside.  It 
would  be  better  to  bear  this  little  grievance 
than  to  lay  ourselves  open  to  the  charge  of 
unwillingness  to  protect  the  Prime  Minister, 
whatever  his  politics  might  be.*' 

These,  I  believe,  are  the  views  of  the 
ratepayers  of  Flintshire,  and  the  views 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  What  is 
the  rule?  The  hon.  Member  seems  to 
be  imperfectly  informed  of  the  practice 
in  this  country  on  this  subject.  He 
seems  to  have  repeated  a  statement 
which  was  made  by  Colonel  Rowley, 
that  in  the  Metropolis  there  were  spe- 
cially employed  for  the  protection  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  13,000  or  14,000 
policemen — and  that  is  the  sagacious 
man  upon  whose  advice  and  motion  the 
magistrates  of  Flintshire  adopted  this 
resolution.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  not  one 
particle  of  foundation  for  that  statement. 
There  are  not  13,000  police  employed 
in  the  defence  of  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  those  who 
are  so  employed  are  paid  precisely  in 
the  same  way  as  the  magistrates  of 
Flintshire  are  called  upon  to  pajt.  There 
is  no  special  payment.  I  have  before 
me  a  memorandum  from  Colonel  Hen- 
derson, which  states  that  it  has  always 
been  held  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  to  make  proper  provision 
for  any  special  arrangements  necessary 
from  time  to  time  for  the  protection 
of  distinguished  personages  visiting  the 
Metropolis,  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
and  of  such  other  persons  as  are  held 
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entitled  to  special  consideration,  and  no 
payment  has  ever  been  made  by  the 
Treasury  on  that  account.    That  is  a 
matter  which  the  hon.  Member  might 
have  ascertained  of  Colonel  Bowley.  if 
he  had  taken  the  trouble  to  ask.    Ok, 
yes;    but  then  it  is  necessary  to  read 
those  things  intelligently  to  understand 
them.     The  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to  the  Houses  of  Parliament.    There  is 
a  payment  made  for  the  police  emplojed 
inside  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  bat 
not  for  those  employed  outside.    The 
whole  cost  of  protection  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty and  the  Boyal  Family  is  borne  bj 
the  ratepayers  of  London,  subsidized  to 
the  extent  of  one-half  from  the  Imperial 
Funds ;    and  does    the    hon.  Member 
maintain  that  the  Queen  is  to  be  put  on 
the  same  footing  as  public  servants?  He 
has  not  said  so.     The  fact  is  that  the 
principle  is  that  very  sensibly  stated  by 
the   Chairman   of  Quarter   Sessions  of 
Flintshire,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  every 
local  authority  to  protect  persons  who 
are  within  their  jurisdiction.     That  ap* 
plies  to  the  highest  and  to  the  loweet 
It  applies  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers; 
it  applies  to  the  hon.  Member;  it  ap- 
plies to  the  Sovereign  ;  it  applies  to  the 
Royal  Family.     Now,  Sir,  I  should  like 
to  know  what  the  hon.  Member's  defini- 
tion is  with  respect  to  public  servants? 
He  originally  put  it  in  the  form   of 
**  Cabinet  Ministers."     I  suppose  the 
magistrates  are  public  servants,  and  they 
must  not  go  upon  the  rates ;  but  the  ex- 
pense of  protecting  them  must  be  borne 
by  the  Consolidated  Fund.     Officers  in 
the  Army  are  also  public  servants,  and 
it  must  be  understood  that  they  are  not 
on  the  rates.    And  when  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  is  turned  out,  are  they  then  to  be 
protected  or  are  they  not  ?    They  cease 
to  be  public  servants;    and  are  they 
then  to  go  upon  the  rates  ?    Now,  Sir, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  little  at  fault 
in  his  history.     He  says  that  this  is  the 
first  time  that  Ministers  of  State  have 
ever  required  protection.      Well,   Sir, 
I   will  recommend  the    hon.   Member 
to    read  in   histories  of    the    time  of 
George  III.,  during  the  Administration 
in  the  days  of  the  Wilkes  riots,  or  in 
the  days  of  Lord  George  Gordon  riots, 
and  he  will  find  that  there  have  been 
Ministers  in  former  times  who  have  re* 
quired  police  protection.     Sir,  there  are 
people  who  require  protection  sometimes 
more  than  Ministers — the  Leaders  of  the 
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Opposition.     They  are  often  quite  as 
unpopnlar  and  require  protection  quite 
as  much.     I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  has  the  disadvantage  of 
being  old  enough,  as  I  have,  to  recollect 
that  time  when  the  iron  shutters    of 
Apalej  House  bad  to  be  closed,  and 
when  it  was  necessary  to   protect  the 
great  Duke  of  Wellington   against  a 
popular  siege  in  London  on  the  anni- 
Tenary  of  Waterloo ;  and  I  remember 
some  verses  of  Lord  Stanhope,  in  which 
H  was  said  the  English  people  were 
more  shamed  on  the  London  streets  than 
die  French  were  on  the  Belgian  plains. 
I  want  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber extends  his  principle  to  Her  Ma- 
jor's Opposition  ?    In  reply  to  an  in- 
quiry which  I  made  to  the  Commissioner 
A  Police,  whom  I   happened  to  meet 
to-day,  he  said  he  had  been  at  quite  as 
much  pains  to  protect  the  Members  of 
tke  Opposition  as  Members  who  were  in 
Office.    Members  of  the  Opposition,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
at  the  time  of  the  Beform  agitation, 
iBty  be  just  as  much  in  need  of  protec- 
tioii  as  Ministers  of  the  Crown.     It  is 
tJMrefore  quite  impossible  to  admit  of  a 
limitation  of  this  kind,  apart  from  the 
muversal  principle  acted  upon  every- 
where, that  each  locality  is  responsible 
'or  the  peace  of  the  locality.     When, 
for  instance,  the  Queen  or  the  Prince  of 
Wales  went  down  into  the  country,  as 
tb  Prince  of  Wales  recently  went  down 
to  Liverpool,  did  the  people  of  Liver- 
pool or  of  other  places  visited  grudge 
Ae  cost  of  the  extra  police  who  were 
i^uired  to  be  engaged  on  account  of 
the  Boyal  visit  ?  The  police  are  respon- 
lible  for  the  district,  and  you  cannot 
tale  particular  individuals  and   ticket 
them — **  This  is  a  servant  of  the  Crown, 
and  therefore  it  shall  not  be  at  the  risk 
of  the  locality.     You  shall  not  protect 
him.    Tou  shall  protect  another  man." 
The  hon.   Gentleman  has  a  Colleague 
whose  father  was  lately  a  public  ser- 
▼anty  holding  the  Office  of  Master  of  the 
Horse.     Well,  is  Lord  Bradford  to  be 
protected  at  the  expense  of  the  rates 
when  he  is  not  Master  of  the  Horse, 
and  to  be  protected  by  the  Consolidated 
Fund  when  he  is  ?    Is  that  a  thing  that 
would  be  tolerated,  or  is  it  possible  to 
work  it  ?     How  are  the  police  to  deter- 
mme  whether  a  man  is  a  public  servant 
or  not — whether  he  is  to  be  protected  at 
the  ooit  of  this  fund  or  the  other  ?   I  do 


not  wish  to  speak  at  all  disrespectfully 
of  the  great  question  of  local  taxation ; 
but  this  is  an  instance  in  which  it  is 
not  worth  while  departing  from  a  very 
serious  principle  to  gain,  I  think,  no 
particular  advantage.  I  therefore  can- 
not concur  in  the  view  of  the  matter 
taken  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  EOBERTS  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  denying  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton)  represented,  in  the  course  he 
had  taken,  the  feelings  of  the  ratepayers 
of  Flintshire.  Heavily  burdened  as  they 
were,  and  notwithstanding  that  they 
were  suffering  from  the  depression  of 
the  mining  and  agricultural  interest, 
they  cheerfully  bore  the  charge  for  the 
protection  of  the  Premier,  and  the  feel- 
ing prevalent  among  them  was  one  of 
shame  at  the  conduct  of  their  magis- 
trates. The  motion  at  their  meeting  was 
moved  by  a  comparative  stranger,  who 
had  not  attended  Quarter  Sessions  before 
for  the  last  12  years. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IKEIiAND)  —  CASE 
OF  PETER  DUNNE  —  MR.  JUSTICE 
FITZGERALD.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  AETHUK  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  given  Notice  that  he  would  draw 
attention  to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Justice 
Fitzgerald,  at  Maryborough,  in  detain- 
ing in  custody  Peter  Dunne  after  he  has 
been  acquitted  of  the  charge  brought 
against  him ;  and  to  move — 

"That  the  action  of  Judge  Fitzgerald  in  de- 
taining in  custody  Peter  Dunne,  after  l^s  ac- 
quittal on  the  charge  preferred  against  him, 
and  on  account  only  of  a  demonstration  in 
court  over  which  the  prisoner  had  no  control, 
was  an  abuse  of  authority.'' 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR,  continu- 
ing, said,  that  the  subject-matter  of  his 
Motion  he  submitted  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  three  weeks  ago, 
and  furnished  him  with  a  verbatim  re- 
port of  the  proceedings  which  took  place 
from  a  local  newspaper.  Peter  Dunne 
was  tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald 
for  manslaughter  on  the  3rd  of  March, 
and  acquitted,  the  jury  taking  a  very 
short  time  to  arrive  at  their  verdict. 
When  the  verdict  was  delivered  no  com- 
ment was  made  by  the  Judge ;  but  it  was 
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received  with  applause.      Justice  Fitz- 
gerald then  said — 

**  In  consequence  of  that  display  I  order  the 
prisoner  to  be  kept  in  custody  until  to-night, 
and  if  there  is  any  more  of  such  conduct  I  will 
keep  all  the  prisoners  in  custody  until  the  close 
of  the  Assizes." 

The  answer  which  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  gave  to  his  letter  was  that 
he  had  seen  different  reports  of  the  case 
in  Ths  Irish  Times  and  The  Daily  Express 
and  was,  therefore,  not  prepared  to  ad- 
mit the  accuracy  of  the  report.     But  he 
contended  that  it  was  very  likely,  at  any 
rate,  that  it  was  correct ;  and  he  would 
leave  it  to  the  House  to  judge  of  the  fit- 
ness or  candour  of  an  answer  of  that 
sort.     The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
went  on  to  say  that  he  entirely  disclaimed 
any  duty  of  replying  to  the  question  as 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Judge;   but  he 
might  say  that,  from  what  he  had  reason 
to  believe  took  place,  the  learned  Judge 
acted  quite  legally.   In  other  words,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  al- 
though knowing  nothing  whatever  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  not  having 
taken  the  trouble  to  make  inquiries,  was 
quite  prepared  to  say  that  Judge  Fitz- 
gerald   was  right.       He  (Mr.   Arthur 
0*Connor)  would  contest  the  legal  opi- 
nion of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman.    He  denied  that  the  Judge  had 
any  right  to  detain    any  man  against 
whom  no  charge  was  pending,  simply 
because  some  other  persons,  over  whom 
he  had  no  control,  chose  to  commit  a 
contempt  of  Court.     Sir  William  Black- 
stone,  whom  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would,  perhaps,  admit  to  be 
an  authority,  stated  that  when  a  prisoner 
had  been  acquitted  by  the  verdict  of  the 
jury  **  he  should  be  immediately  set  at 
large."     The  8  &  9  VicL,  c.  114,  pro- 
vided that  every  person  charged  with 
any  crime    before    any  Court  holding 
criminal  jurisdiction  within  Great  Bri- 
tain or  Ireland  who  on  his  or  her  trial 
had  been   acquitted  "shall   be  imme- 
diately set    at  large  in  open  Court." 
Archbold,   in    his    Criminal  Pleadings ^ 
stated — 

"  If  the  defendjiut  be  acouittcd  on  the  merits, 
he  is  for  over  free  and  discharge  from  that 
accusation,  and  is  entitled  to  be  immediately 
set  at  liberty  unless  there  be  some  other  legal 
ground  for  his  detention.*' 

It  was  not  pretended  there  was  any 
other  legal  g^und  for  the  detention  of 
Peter  Dunne.      He  believed  the  invari- 
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able  practice  was  for  a  Judge,  on  a  ver- 
dict of  acquittal  being  handed  in,  to  ask 
if  there  was  any  other  charge  against 
the  prisoner,  and  if  not  to  order  his  im- 
mediate  discharge  ;   but,  whether  the 
Judge  so  asked  or  not,  the  man,  if  no 
other  charge  was  pending  against  bim, 
was  entitled  to  an  immediate  discharge. 
Other  writers  on  Criminal  Law  were  to 
the  same  effect  as  those  he  had  already 
quoted.  Whether  the  Grand  Jury  had  or 
had  not  found  a  true  bill  did  not  affect 
the   question.      He  maintained  that  it 
was    a  violation  of    the  principles  of 
the  Constitution  to  deprive  a  man  of  his 
liberty  because  of  an  offence  which  he 
had  not  committed  and  for  which  he  was 
not  responsible.     The  persons  who  com- 
mitted the  offence  were  punishable  by 
the  Judge,  who,  if  he  had  chosen,  might 
have  cleared  the  Court.      He  did  not 
accuse  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  of  malice; 
but  the  learned  Judge  certainly  acted  in 
a  very  splenetic  manner  with  regard  to 
Peter  Dunne.   He  was  aware  that  it  was 
laid  down  by  Lord  Coke  and  other  high 
authorities  that  a  Judge  was  in  no  case 
liable  to  an  action  for  an  abuse  of  hit 
authority,  or  for  exceeding  his  jurisdic- 
tion.   Therefore  it  was  that  he  brought 
the  matter  before  the  only  tribunal  which 
could  express  an  opinion  on  it.    The 
the  terms  of  his  Motion  were  very  mode- 
rate. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  suppose  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware  that  his  Amendment 
cannot  be  put  to  the  House. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  b© 
was  aware  of  that  fact;  but  he  wa^ 
anxious  to  bring  the  matter,  not  only 
before  the  House,  but  also  before  th^ 
country,  as  a  protest  against  an  improper 
and  reckless  use  of  power. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fo» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said 
that  the  hon.  Member,  in  introducing 
his  Motion,  with  a  charming  frankness 
had  been  pleased  to  put  to  the  House 
whether  he  had  been  candid  in  answer- 
ing a  Question  which  had  been  put  to 
him.  The  hon.  Member  had  impeached 
the  character  of  a  Judge  who,  for  learn- 
ing  and  integrity,  was  in  the  first  rank 
of  Judges  on  the  Irish  Bench,  and  was 
universally  respected  by  the  Profession 
and  the  country.  If  the  hon.  Member 
was  acquainted  with  the  Legal  Depart- 
ments of  Ireland,  he  would  not  have 
been  so  ready  to  bring  forward  this 
matter.   The  hon.  Meml^  had  assumed 
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that  his  statements  were  matters  of  fact. 
He  disputed  that  assertion.     Thero  was 
no  fact  before  the  House ;  but  only  the 
statement  of  what  he  might,  without 
offence,    desoribe   as   an   obscure   local 
print.     The  two  Dublin  papers  which 
had  ^ven  accounts  of  the  proceedings 
did  not  corroborate  the  story  of  the  hon. 
Member.     He  was,  therefore,  not  pre- 
pared to  admit  the  facts.     It  was  not 
shown  that  a  reporter  of  the  local  paper 
was  present,  or,  if  there  were  one,  that 
he  was  a  competent  reporter  or  a  short- 
hand writer.      The  hon.  Member  had 
displayed  a  vast  amount  of  burrowing 
ingenaity.     But  he  had  referred  to  no 
Jruh  Statute,  and  to  no  book  of  Irish 
practice.     He  had  quoted  English  books 
of  practice,  and  a  series  of  Statutes  which 
applied  exclusively  to  England,  begin- 
ning with  the  14  Oeo.  III.,  which  was 
passed  before  the  Act  of  Union,  and 
all  to  impeach  the  character  of  a  learned 
and  impartial  Judge,  of  whom  he  had 
spoken  in  such  terms  of  discourtesy  as 
ooold  hardly  have  been  expected  from 
anyone.     The  learned  Judge  had  com- 
mitted no  offence.     The  mere  fact  of  a 
wries  of  Statutes  being  passed  was  evi- 
dence that  they  were  intended  to  alter 
an  already  existing  practice.   In  Ireland 
the  law  was  that  the  Assize  Commission 
was  one  unbroken  period  of  time  from 
the  opening  of  the  Assize  to  the  pro- 
damation  of  delivery.  During  the  whole 
of  that  period  prisoners  remained  amen- 
able to  the  order  of  the  Judge.     The 
mere  fact  of  the  verdict  being  given  for 
icquittal  did  not,  either  in  England  or 
beiand,  entitle  the  prisoner  to  an  im- 
nediate  discharge.     The  record  had  to 
)e  entered — which  had  not  been  done 
Q  this  case — and  until  it  was  entered 
be  prisoner  could  not  be  discharged. 
I^hat  took  place  was,  that  the  verdict 
us  received  with  great  applause,  and 
le  learned  Judge,  in  order  to  prevent 
re-occurrence  of  that,  said  he  would 
ot  discharge   the    prisoner    until   the 
sing  of  the  Court,  so  that,  after  all,  it 
as  a  tempest  in  a  teapot. 
Mb.  ARTHURO^CONNOR  remarked, 
lat  the  Judge  threatened  to  keep  the 
lan  in  prison  until  next  day,  and  he 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
EtELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson),  con- 
Qoing,  said,  the  Judge  was  strictly 
ititled  to  do  as  he  was  reported  to 
ave   done  when    such   an    indecency 


— for  it  was  an  indecency — had  been 
committed,  representing,  as  it  did,  the 
prevailing  feeling  in  the  district  against 
all  law  and  order.  The  learned  Judge, 
fearing  a  breach  of  the  peace,  was 
perfectly  within  his  right  in  acting 
as  he  had  done ;  and  he  himself,  in 
the  same  circumstances,  would  not  have 
hesitated  to  take  the  same  course.  In 
conclusion,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  say  that 
a  more  learned,  a  more  distinguished,  a 
more  upright,  or  a  more  fearless  Judge 
than  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  did  not  sit 
on  the  Irish  Bench. 

Mr.  BIQGAR  said,  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  given  a  high 
character  to  Judge  Fitzgerald.  Others 
were  entitled  to  hold  a  different  opinion 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  learned  Judge. 
Judge  Fitzgerald  was  a  very  able  man  ; 
but  his  reputation  for  impartiality  did 
not  stand  so  high  as  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  would  have  the  House  to  be- 
lieve. The  general  opinion  in  Ireland 
was  that  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  was  an 
exceedingly  warm  partizan  of  the  present 
Government.  He  was  a  Privy  Coun- 
cillor, and  in  that  capacity  he  directed 
prosecutions  ;  he  gave  recommendations 
with  regard  to  the  general  criminal 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  then  he 
tried  the  very  cases  based  upon  his  own 
recommendations.  Therefore,  in  point 
of  fact,  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  was  pro- 
secutor and  Judge. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Mr. 
Justice  Fitzgerald  gives  no  advice  what- 
ever in  reference  to  criminal  prosecu- 
tions. I,  and  I  alone,  am  responsible 
for  them. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  did  not  state 
that  Mr,  Justice  Fitzgerald  gave  direc- 
tions in  particular  cases,  but  he  did  say 
that  he  gave  recommendations  to  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  general 
policy  of  repression  in  Ireland. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  No, 
no ;  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  in 
error.  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  gives  no 
advice  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  BIGGAR:  Did  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  allege  that  a 
Privy  Councillor  was  a  perfectly  orna- 
mental personage?  Did  ho  give  no 
advice  at  all,  nor  offer  an  opinion  on 
any  subject  whatever  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
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House  will,  perhaps,  permit  me  to  saj 
that  a  Judicial  Member  of  the  Privy 
Council  is  most  careful,  and  the  Go- 
vern ment  are  also  most  careful,  that  he 
shall  have  nothing  whatever  to  say  to 
any  matter  which  comes  before  him  as 
Judge. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  that  did  not  alter 
the  case,  for  although  individual  cases 
might  not  come  quite  before  the  same 
person,  that  person  might  have  his  mind 
influenced  in  regard  to  a  case  which  he 
might  have  to  try.  It  was  obvious  that 
Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  being  a  Privy 
Councillor,  and  being  consulted  by  the 
Government,  gave  recommendation  from 
time  to  time  as  to  their  general  policy. 
He  could  tell  a  story  about  Judge  Fitz- 
gerald, which  he  had  from  a  political 
prisoner  who  was  tried  before  him  in 
1867 — namely,  Mr.  John  Cleary 

Mtt.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  about  to  discuss  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Justice  Fitzgerald.  The  House  is  always 
very  guarded  in  its  language  in  review- 
ing the  conduct  of  the  Judges  of  the 
land ;  and  the  hon.  Member  is  now,  as  I 
understand  him,  about  to  give  to  the 
House  some  hearsay  story  with  regard 
to  that  Judge.  I  am  bound  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  I  think, 
considering  that  the  House  is  not  in  a 
position  to  express  its  opinion  on  any 
Motion  before  it,  it  is  not  becoming  to 
the  Judge  to  give  hearsay  stories  with 
regard  to  his  conduct. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  that,  after  this 
warning  from  the  Chair,  he  would  not 
enter  into  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
but  would  merely  say  that,  according  to 
his  informant,  the  strongest  speech  for 
the  prosecution  in  that  particular  case 
was  delivered,  not  by  Counsel,  but  by 
Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  from  the  Bench. 
With  regard  to  the  particular  question 
before  them,  he  would  remark  that  in 
Ireland  a  newspaper  which  gave  an  un- 
fair report  of  the  proceedings  in  a  Crimi- 
nal Court  rendered  itself  liable  to  prose- 
cution for  contempt  of  Court.  If,  there- 
fore, the  report  as  to  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
gerald was  incorrect,  the  learned  Judge 
had  the  remedy  in  his  own  hands,  and 
it  was  significant  that  he  had  not  availed 
himself  of  it.  It  was  difficult  to  see  how 
his  action  in  detaining  a  prisoner  could 
be  defended  on  any  reasonable  ground. 
He  would  only  add  that  he  thought  the 
terms  of  the  Motion  which  his  hon. 
Friend    was   precluded    from    moving 
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should  commend  themselves  to  e?eiy 
fair-minded  man  in  the  House. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881 -SEARCH  FOR  ARMS-^UB- 
INSPECTOR  BALL. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
rose  to  call  attention   to  the  conduct 
of  the  Sub-Inspector  of  Police  at  Ballina 
in  searching  certain  houses  of  that  towa 
for  arms.     He  thought  it  was  always 
desirable,  when  questions  of  this  de- 
scription were  raised,  as  far  as  possible, 
some  effort  should  be  made  to  test  tke 
opinion  of  the  House  with  regard  to  it ; 
and  he  wished  to  say  that  it  was  not  his 
fault  that  it  was  impossible  to  take  that 
course  in  the  present  instance.   Mr.  Ball 
occupied  the  position  of  Sub-Inspector 
in  the  town  of  Ballina ;  and  he  would 
ask  the  House  to  consider  the  character 
generally  which  that  town  had  borne  in 
the  report  of  the  police  with  regard  to 
public  agitation,  and  then  to  consider 
the  character  of  the  persons  who  were 
subjected  to  the  visits  made  by  the  Sub- 
Inspector  of  Police,  and  to  consider  the 
action  of  a  Sub-Inspector  in  proceeding 
to  search  the  housep  of  some  of  the  most 
respectable  merchants  of  that  town  on 
information  which  proved  to  be  as  un- 
founded as  the  search  which  he  insti' 
tuted  proved  to  be  fruitless.     So  far  as 
his  information  went,  he  acted  on  th® 
information  of  this  private    informefi 
without  going  to  the  trouble  of  consult' 
ing  any  of  the  local  magistrates,  or  eveH 
the  Resident  Magistrate.     The  town  o{ 
Ballina  was  the  largest  town  in  th9 
county  of  Mayo,  and  the  town  in  which, 
the  great  land  agitation  originated.    It 
was  a  town  that  had  been  subjected 
to   many  temptations;   it  had  had  the 
influence  of  surrounding  movements  of 
a  very  excited  character  freely  brought 
to  bear  upon  it ;  and  it  was  a  singular 
fact  that  throughout  all  this  time  the 
town    had  been  characterized    by    its 
loyal  and  peaceful  character.     He  said 
that,  as  far  as  his  information  went,  the 
officer  in   question,    acting    upon    the 
statement  of  a  private  informer,   and 
without  consulting    any    of   the   local 
magistrates,  not  even  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate, proceeded  to  search  the  houses  of 
some  of  the  most  respectable  inhabitants 
of  a  town  remarkable  for  being  well 
affected.     The  Sub-Inspector  procured  a 
force  of  military  and  police  to  carry  out 
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his  object.  One  of  the  men  whose  house 
was  searched  was  Chairman  of  the 
Town  Commissioners,  and  all  of  them 
bore  an  excellent  character.  Owing  to 
the  action  of  Sub-Inspector  Ball,  a  popu- 
lation of  10,000  in  the  town,  and  at 
least  as  many  more  in  the  country 
tround,  had  become  disaffected,  simply 
because  their  previous  good  conduct 
afforded  them  no  protection.  This  was 
a  dangerous  lesson  to  teach  any  people, 
particularly  at  a  time  in  the  history  of 
Ireland  when  the  country  was  heated  to 
IxMling  point  by  the  political  passions  of 
the  hour.  When  the  Town  Commis- 
noners  asked  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for 
an  inquiry,  they  meant  that  they  should 
obtain  one  of  an  independent  character. 
Bat  the  inquiry  they  obtained  was  one 
eondncted  by  one  policeman  into  the 
proceedings  of  another.  The  right  hon. 
Qttitleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  in- 
&rmed  the  House  that  it  had  been  con- 
ducted by  the  County  Inspector,  who 
endorsed  what  the  Sub-Inspector  had 
done.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
stated,  in  justification  of  the  action  of 
the  Sub-Inspector,  that  though  no  arms 
tere  discovered,  yet  in  the  course  of  the 
•eareh  a  case  of  revolvers  had  been  re- 
ino?ed  from  one  shop  to  another.  He 
bond,  however,  that  the  person  from 
vhom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  derived 
that  information  was  the  very  officer 
irhose  conduct  had  been  incriminated. 
Be  maintained  that  with  police  sur- 
lonnding  the  house,  and  stationed  at  all 
the  doors,  it  would  have  been  impossible 
that  a  case  of  arms  could  have  been  re- 
mored.  There  was  no  side  of  this  story 
which  did  not  show  the  Sub-Inspector 
ofBallina  in  an  absurd  and  ridiculous 
poeition ;  and  he  thought  when  a  gen- 
tleman occupying  a  responsible  position 
had  been  found  so  incapable,  the  very 
Ittat  the  inhabitants  should  be  entitled 
to  was  to  be  relieved  of  his  presence. 
He  was  not  unreasonable  enough  to  ask 
for  his  dismissal  from  the  force  ;  but  his 
had  been  a  great  blunder,  and  there  was 
a  French  proverb  which  told  them  that 
•  great  blunder  was  very  often  worse 
than  a  crime.  The  county  Mayo  was 
father  unfortunate.  He  was  not  entitled 
to  call  attention  to  Major  Bond  ;  but  he 
did  not  know  what  grudge  the  Chief 
Socretary  for  Ireland  had  to  Mayo  that 
he  should  have  thought  a  man  who  was 
unfit  to  be  the  head  of  the  police  in 
Birmingham  was  fit  to  be  a  Resident 


Magistrate  in  Mayo.  They  had  also  got 
there  the  eccentric  Major  Traill,  whose 
conduct  afforded  amusement  to  the 
people.  He  was  told  that  the  Major 
drove  into  the  town  of  Claremorris 
lately,  and  threatened  to  arrest  his  shoe- 
maker under  the  Coercion  Act  because 
he  had  not  mended  a  pair  of  his  old 
boots.  He  protested  against  the  people 
of  his  country  being  handed  over  to 
those  men.  He  was  aware  that  he  was 
not  now  at  liberty  to  make  the  Motion 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  owing  to 
a  division  having  been  taken ;  but  he 
had  intended  to  move — 

''That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
character  of  the  town  of  Ballina,  and  that  of 
the  persons  whose  houses  were  needlessly  and 
fruitlessly  searched  by  Sub- Inspector  Ball, 
aided  by  a  large  force  of  military  and  police, 
should  have  protected  them  from  domiciliary 
visits,  the  only  result  of  which  has  been  to 
create  general  disaffection  and  discredit  the 
administration  of  the  law." 

Unless  gentlemen  occupying  the  posi- 
tion of  Sub-Inspector  Ball  were  taught 
to  exercise  discretion  in  the  performance 
of  their  duties,  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment were  in  a  fair  way  of  having  their 
difficulties  multiplied  rather  than  re- 
moved, and  having  their  efforts  frus- 
trated when  they  tried  to  restore  peace 
and  tranquillity  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  could 
not  complain  of  the  tone  of  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  although 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  rather  a 
mistaken  description  of  what  had  hap- 
pened in  that  case.  With  regard  to 
Major  Traill,  he  could  only  state  that  the 
district  under  that  gentleman's  super- 
vision, owing  in  some  respects  to  his 
energy,  was  one  of  the  most  peaceable 
in  tho  county  of  Mayo.  As  to  the  search 
for  arms  in  Ballina,  of  course  it  was  a 
disagreeable  thing  that  such  searches 
should  be  made  ;  but  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  arms  were  concealed  in  many 
parts  of  the  country,  and  the  Government 
would  be  liable  to  much  deserved  criti- 
cism if  proper  efforts  were  not  made  to 
take  arms  from  those  who  ought  not 
to  have  them.  The  hon.  Member  was 
wrong  in  supposing  that  the  Sub- In- 
spector in  that  case  had  acted  entirely 
on  his  own  responsibility.  The  whole 
necessity  for  the  search  was  acknow- 
ledged by  the  Resident  Magistrate,  and 
the  arrangements  were  made  between 
the  Sub-Inspector  and  the  Resident 
Magistrate.   Upon  consultation  with  Mr. 
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Henn,  it  was  considered  necessary  to 
employ  the  military  in  the  search,  there 
not  being  sufficient  police  for  the  pur- 
pose. Mr.  Henn  requisitioned  the  at- 
tendance of  the  military,  and  was,  in 
fact,  as  much  responsible  for  the  search 
as  the  dub-Inspector  himself.  It  was 
true  that  no  arms  were  found ;  and  that 
was  the  case  in  almost  every  search  that 
was  made  ;  but  no  one  doubted  that 
arms  existed,  or  that  it  was  remarkably 
easy  to  conceal  them,  and  very  difficult 
to  find  them,  especially  by  searches  that 
had  to  be  made  with  considerable  warn- 
ing. With  respect  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  Town  Commissioners,  and  another 
gentleman  whose  houses  were  searched, 
there  was  no  suspicion  that  they  were 
concealing  arms  ;  but  they  had  several 
assistants  in  their  business,  and  it  was 
to  see  whether  those  assistants  were 
breaking  the  law  that  the  search  was 
made.  Upon  full  inquiry  he  thought 
the  Sub-Inspector,  in  consultation  with 
the  Hesident  Magistrate,  was  justified  in 
the  course  that  was  pursued ;  and  in 
what  was  done  there  was  a  desire 
evinced  to  avoid,  as  far  as  might  be,  the 
giving  of  all  unnecessary  annoyance. 
Therefore,  he  thought  he  should  have 
been  much  disregarding  his  duty  if  he 
had  shown  displeasure  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovemment  at  the  action  which  had 
been  taken.  Arms  were  in  possession  of 
people  in  Ireland,  and  were  used  for 
very  bad  purposes  ;  and  he  thought  the 
House  would  accept  the  statement  that 
the  Arms  Act  was  passed  in  order  that, 
as  far  as  possible,  arms  should  be  taken 
out  of  the  hands  of  those  who  were  likelv 
to  make  a  bad  use  of  them.  He  ad- 
mitted that  Ballina  was  one  of  the  most 
orderly  towns  in  the  West  of  Ireland — 
at  uny  rate,  it  was  one  of  which  he 
heard  least — but  still  it  appeared  to 
the  responsible  authorities  necessary,  on 
account  of  the  possible  action  of  some 
few  individuals  in  it,  to  make  these 
searches  that  Sub-Inspector  Ball  had 
made.  As  to  the  complaint  that  the 
GK)vernment  had  merely  sent  down  the 
County  Inspector  to  inquire  into*  the 
matter,  he  should  say  he  thought  it  the 
proper  course  under  the  circumstances, 
and  also  that  no  evidence  was  adduced 
at  that  inquiry  which  could  justify  its 
being  submitted  to  any  other  tribunal. 

Mr.  sexton  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject  of  this  Motion, 
which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  I 


Mayo  had  bioaght  fonrard  in  sueh  ex- 
tremely moderate  tenna.    Although  he 
had  no  fault  to  find  with  the  maimer  in 
which  hia  hon.  Friend  had  laid  the  ease 
before  the  House,  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  had  considerable  fault  to  find 
with  the  reply  he  had  received.   He 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
might  have  spared  them  his  euloginm 
on  Major  Traill,  one  of  those  Beddent 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  who  had  done 
much  to  promote  the  state  of  affaire  nov 
existing  in  certain  districts.  They  heard 
occasionally  in  that  House  very  wise 
counsels  from  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
about    the    utility  of   protecting  Cifil 
affairs  from  the  interference  of  the  mili- 
tary in  England ;  but  the  idea  had  ne? er 
penetrated  the  walls  of  Dublin  Castle. 
If  his  district  were  as  peaceable  as  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  stated,  why  did 
Major  Traill  deliver  from  the  Bench  so 
much  oratory  with  a  strong  flavour  of 
gunpowder  ?  The  utmost  that  an  official 
of  his  peculiar  type  could  boast  of  vas 
his  selection  from  Dublin  Castle,  and 
the  utmost  that  he  could  claim  from 
Irish  Members  was  the  charity  of  their 
silence.      This    town    of    Ballina  was 
situated  partly  in  the  county  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent,  and  he  had 
some  knowledge  of  it.     He  knew  it  to 
be  inhabited  by  a  very  peaceable  and  in- 
dustrious community ;  but  he  beliered 
that  its  population  were  willing  to  take 
their  stand  with  the  rest  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  would  not  claim  for  thein- 
selves  an  exemption  from  |K>lice  indig' 
nities   which    they  would   not  equaUl 
claim   for   their  fellow-citizens  of   at^J 
other  town.     The  maxim  of  the  Fren^*^ 
statesman  about  too  much  zeal  was  nCf 
regarded  by  the  Executive  Govemmeo^' 
and  any  blunder  was  readily  condoned  ^ 
provided  that  it  was  only  directed  again^ 
the  Irish  people.    When  the  order  wen  ^ 
forth  from  Dublin  Castle,  the  humbl^ 
policeman  or  the  Sub-Inspector  had  U^ 
obey.     He  thought  he  might  say,  with, 
every  confidence  in   that    House,   that 
where  searches  of  this  description  were 
carried  on  in  a  country  struggling  with 
excited  circumstances,   and  in  a  peril- 
ously troubled  condition,  they  ought  to 
be   carried   out  under  conditions  that 
would  tend  to  the  preservation  of  the 
public  temper  and  the    public  peace. 
Indeed,  there  were  two  considerations 
whiih  ought  carefully  to  be  borne  in 
mind.    In  the  first  place,  when  a  police* 
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nan  waa  about  to  institate  a  search,  the 
Police  Inspector  ought  first  to  consider 
rell  the  sufficiency  of  the  evidence  upon 
rhich  that  search  was  to  be  made ;  in 
he  second  place,  he  should  conduct  that 
mrch  in  a  careful,  and  not  in  an  un- 
public  manner ;  in  the  quiet, 


mdemonstratiTe  manner  proper  to  a 
xdioe  officer.  In  Ballina  the  houses  of 
he  most  substantial  men  were  entered, 
he  houses  of  men  of  substantial  means 
od  moderate  principles.  Surely  these 
lolioemen  must  have  known  that  if  they 
lid  sent  two  or  three  officers,  the  gen- 
lemen  in  question  would  have  allowed 
hem  to  look  into  their  cupboards  and 
ozes  for  anything  they  suspected  to  be 
ODcealed.  In  England,  one  or  two 
oUcemen  would  have  been  sent  from 
lootland  Yard,  and  the  whole  affair 
ronld  have  been  perfectly  quietly  man- 
^.  This  was  not  enough  for  Sub- 
oipector  Bali ;  and  he  had  in  the  un- 
met state  of  the  country,  been  guilty  of 
blander  which  was  a  crime.  He  had 
tme  to  the  quiet  town  of  Ballina  with 
be  force  and  uproar  of  a  battalion  of 
Jhlans — perhaps  his  military  aspira- 
io&s  had  never  been  gratified  before — 
nd  for  once  in  his  life  his  love  of  exten- 
iTe  military  parade  was  satisfied.  But 
ie  town  of  Ballina  had  additional  rea- 
)D8  to  feel  discomfited  and  outraged ; 
Bt  that  town  had  been  described  by  the 
hief  Secretary  for  Ireland  as  a  quiet 
»irn.  1£  these  things  were  done  in  a 
reen  tree,  what  would  be  done  in  a 
7?  He  had  one  good  reason  for  not 
king  for  the  dismissal  of  Sub-In- 
ector  Ball,  and  that  was  because  he 
ew  it  would  be  no  use.  But  he 
)ught  they  might  at  least  ask  that 
I  energy,  which  was  his  most  conspi- 
Dus  quality — for  no  one  would  say  that 
I  discretion  was  on  a  par  with  it — 
ght  be  employed  somewhere  else  than 
the  town  of  Ballina.  He  had  made 
nself  notorious  and  disliked  in  the 
ice.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
ihful  of  preserving  the  peacefulness 
this  town  in  which  he  took  so  much 
de,  he  might  remove  Sub-Inspector 
U  to  some  place  where  he  would 
more  popular,  because  not  so  well 
)wn. 

Me.  REDMOND  desired  to  say  a  few 
rds  before  the  House  left  the  con- 
eration  of  the  subject  before  them, 
ey  had  great  reason  to  complain  of 
)  way  in  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for 


Ireland  had  treated  the  matter.  It  had 
always  seemed  to  him  that  of  the  two 
Acts,  that  which  was  called  the  Protec- 
tion of  Person  and  Property  Act  and  the 
Arms  Act,  the  latter  was  the  one  which 
inflicted  the  greater  hardship.  Not  one 
place  only,  but  whole  counti^  sides,  had 
been  searched  for  arms  without  a  single 
instance  in  which  they  had  been  found. 
It  was  impossible  that  policemen  could 
be  particular  as  to  the  information  upon 
which  they  acted  when  so  many  fruitless 
searches  were  made.  The  additional  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Eesident  Magistrate 
only  made  the  case  worse.  These  searches 
were  made  at  night.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Foe- 
STER :  They  were  not  at  night.]  Well,  if 
these  were  not  at  night,  others  were. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  re- 
gard those  searches  for  arms  very  lightly. 
He  had  expressed  a  hope  that  the  police 
would  err  on  the  right  side — in  other 
words,  upon  the  side  of  searching  the 
houses  of  innocent  persons.  This  was 
very  like  the  recommendation  contained 
in  a  recent  Circular  issued  by  a  County 
Inspector,  and  for  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  responsible,  that 
the  police  should  shoot  men  on  suspicion. 
The  action  of  the  police  in  breaking  into 
houses  was  a  great  provocation.  VVhy 
did  not  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
endeavour  to  prevent  this  source  of  dis- 
affection ?  It  was  impossible  for  the 
Irish  Members  to  assist  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  preserving  order  in  Ire- 
land. So  long  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  hand,  act,  or  part  in  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  tranquillity  would 
be  an  impossibility,  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  a  sufficiently 
strong  politician  to  grasp  the  situation, 
or  to  control  the  men  who,  like  County 
Inspector  Smith,  now  acted  in  the  name 
of  the  Government  of  Ireland.  It  ap- 
peared that  police  officers  might  issue 
Circulars  inciting  to  murder  without  the 
knowledge  or  approval  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  That  course  give  rise  to  irri- 
tation and  a  spirit  of  retaliation  among 
the  people.  Was  it  too  much  to  expect 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
stand  up  and  make  this  concession  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Irish  Members,  that  the  in- 
dividuals who  took  the  course  in  Ballina 
which  was  complained  of  would  be  re- 
moved from  the  town  ?  It  was  often 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  did  not  consult  with  the  Irish 
Members  on  Irish  affairs.     If  they  did 
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eoDBult  with  them,  their  course  of  action,  ^  oonntiM.  A  mua  of  eridanca  bad  bttn 
he  believed,  would  be  different.  But  put  into  his  hands  shoving  that  muj 
they  preferred  to  eo  on  the  even  teaonr  decisions  given  by  Ues&rs.  M'Daritt. 
of  their  way,  ana  puraue  a  course  of  Walpole,  and  Murphy  left  the  rwti 
action  in  Ireland  which  was  grounded  ^  double  and   aomatimea  treble  Qriffith'i 


I  absolute  ignorance  of  the  real  wants 
f  the  country,  and  which  was  carried 
out  without  a  single  spark  of  sympathy 
with  the  wishes  or  aspirations  of  the 
people.  As  long  as  that  course  of  action 
was  pursued  the  Government  would  be 
disgraced  by  such  actions  as  the  issue  of 
the  recent  Police  Circular,  and  the  con- 
duct on  which  the  hon.  Uember  for  &f  ayo 
had  commented  to-night.  He  was  not 
one  of  those  who  entirely  regretted  the 
continued  blundering  of  the  incompetent 
politicians  who  were  responsible  for  the 
government  of  Ireland,  oecause  be  was 
convinced  that  every  blunder  they  made, 
every  false  step  they  took  in  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  brought  nearer  the  day 
when  their  power  in  Ireland  would  be 
at  an  end,  and  when  every  vestige  of 
British  interference  in  Irish  affairs  would 
be  swept  away  along  with  them. 

PARLIAMENT    —   INTERFERENCE    OF 
PEKRS    IN  PARLIASIENTART    ELEC- 

noNa. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN,  who  had  on 
the  Paper  a  Notice  that  he  should  call 
attention  to  the  intermeddling  of  Peers 
in  the  election  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, said,  that  his  Motion  involved  an 
acuusaiion  against  two  noble  Lords,  and 
some  Friouda  of  these  Noblemen  were 
anxious  to  take  part  in  the  discussion. 
He  had  delayed  it  from  time  to  time  to 
enable  them  to  make  the  explanation 
which  they  deemed  necessary.  As  they 
were  not  present  he  would  not  proceed 
with  it  on  the  present  occasion. 

LAND  LAW  (IJIELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 

ASSISTANT       SUB  -  COilSHSSIONERS 

(KERRY  AND  WEST  CORK). 

Mk.  HEALY  said,  he  rose  to  make 

some  remarks  upon  the   action  of  the 

S ub-Co mm issi oners  intrusted  with  the 

carrying  out  of  the  Land  Act  in  certain 

parts  of  Ireland.      He  iviahed  it  to  be 

distinctly  understood  that  the  statoments 

he  was  about  to  make  were  not  within 

his  own  personal  knowledge.     He  was 

merely  the  mouthpiece  of  the  tenants  of 


valuation.  The  important  point  b* 
desired  to  raise  was  that  those  tbreeBnt)- 
Commissioners,  Messrs.  M'Devitt,  Wil- 
pole,  and  Murphy,  were  operating  in 
one  of  the  most  distressed  districts  in 
Ireland,  and  that  their  deciaiong  hid 
given  the  utmost  dissatisfaction.  It  wu 
remarkable  that  Messrs.  M'Dsvitt  ind 
Company  were  hearing  the  cases  on  tba 
estates  of  Lord  Kenmare  and  the.  tin- 
quess  of  Lansdowne ;  and  he  wactedto 
liave  from  the  Qovemment  a  diitinet 
denial,  if  such  could  he  given,  that  th« 
reason  why  the  Sub- Commissioners  who 
previously  acted  in  those  districts  (Metnt 
Beeves,  O'Keefe,  and  Bice)  were  r»- 
moved  was  not  because  of  the  deoinoni 
which  they  gave,  and  which  were  sstii- 
factory  to  the  tenants  in  some  cases,  bnt 
because  of  a  Memorial  of  landlordi  in 
the  district  asking  for  their  removal,  and 
for  the  appointment  of  the  present  Snb- 
Commissio  n  ers. 

Mit.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  misinformed. 

Mr.  HEAIjT  said,  he  made  himwlf 
the  mouthpiece  of  grievances  in  the  lo- 
cality. He  bad  not  bad  an  opportuoity 
of  investigating  the  matter.  In  Kerry 
and  Cork  there  was  a  tremendous 
amount  of  dissatisfaction  with  the  de- 
cisions of  the  present  Sub  -  Commii- 
fiioners. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  he  undw- 
stood  the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  thaw 
gentlemen  were  sent  to  Kerry  to  pIsH 
of  another  Sub -Commission,  agaiut 
which  the  landlord  party  had  presented 
a  Memorial.  There  iras  no  Memoriil, 
no  such  representation  from  Kerry. 

Mit.  HEALY  said,  he  had  been  io' 
formed  that  the  previous  Sub-Commii' 
sion  had  been  sent  adrift— if  the  state' 
menta  which  bad  been  made  to  him  war* 
untrue,  it  was  desirable  that  they  shool^ 
bo  corrected— and  that  Mr.  M'Devitt  faa<' 
been  appointed  a  Sub -Commissioner  iit 
response  to  a  Memorial  of  landlords  o£ 
Cork. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  be  had 
said  there  was  no  Memorial.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  was  alluding  to  Kerry. 


Kerry  and  Cork,   wlio  considered  they    There  was  no  Memorial  from  anybody  ii 


L  to  complain  of  the  ad-  i  favour  of    Mr.    M'Devitt.      He    : 


ministration  of  the  Land  Act  in  their  '  heard  of  such  a  thing. 
2Ir.  Redmond 
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Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  being  the  case, 
was  very  glad  to  hear  it,  but  a  solici- 
•  said  Mr.  M*Devitt  got  his  appoint- 
mt  through  his  contesting  Tyrone,  and 
it  he  stated  in  one  of  his  stump 
aeches — **  Now  we  have  our  heel  on 
e  landlords,  and  we  will  crush  the  life 
tof  them."  Afterwards  the  Duke  of 
bercom  drew  attention  to  M'Devitt's 
seeches — perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
an  would  contradict  that — and  said  he 
ould  bring  them  before  the  House  of 
ords,  when  M*Devitt  denied  altogether 
e  accuracy  of  the  report,  and  said  that, 
stead  of  being  a  tenant's  man,  he  was 
together  a  landlord's  man. 
Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  was 
t  the  case. 

Vb.  HEALY  said,  that  story  was  be- 
?edf  and  they  had  now  the  mis- 
tune  of  having  M'Devitt  reinstated 
he  graces  of  the  Government  at  theex- 
Lse  of  the  poor  tenants.  If,  however, 
t  statement  was  untrue,  he  would  give 
right  hon.  Gentleman  some  statements 
ich  were  true.  He  would  show  the 
are  of  the  decisions  given  by  Mr. 
!)evitt  and  Company.  In  more  than 
case  the  judicial  rent  was  allowed  to 
nearly  150  per  cent  over  Griffith's 
lation,  in  other  cases  40,  50,  70,  100, 
120  per  cent  over  Griffith's  valuation. 
(86  decisions  had  given  immense  dis- 
afaction.  He  gathered  that  from  a 
ar  written  on  1 5th  April  last,  by  the 
'.John  Savage,  C.  C,  and  published  in 
Cork  txaminer.  This  respectable  Ca- 
lic  clergyman  expressed,  on  behalf  of 
flock,  deep  dismay  at  the  removal 
n  the  district  of  the  previous  Sub- 
amission,  and  the  substitution  of 
»rs.  M*Devitt  and  Company,  whose 
isions  in  other  places  he  had  no 
ion  to  be  satisfied  with.  The  dis- 
t  was  essentially  poor,  and  it  was  but 
that  the  Sub-Commissioners  who 
some  acquaintance  with  it  should 
6  been  allowed  to  remain  there.  Mr. 
Levitt  was  a  barrister  whom  the  Irish 
ichers  improperly  called  to  the  Bar 
lout  having  attended  his  terms,  on 
express  statement  that  he  did  notin- 
1  to  practise.  He  was  no  sooner  called 
1  he  took  all  the  practice  he  could  get. 
M'Devitt  was  a  Northerner,  and  why 
he  not  sent  to  the  North?  The 
r  serfs  of  Kerry  and  West  Cork  were 
ged  to  submit  to  decisions  which  he 
posed  would  not  be  tolerated  in 
legal.     He  had  received  a  commu- 

rOL.  COLXVnr.    [third  series.] 


nication    from    a     respected    Catholio 
clergyman  on  the  subject  of  the  recent 
proceedings    of    the    Sub-Commission. 
That  gentleman  said  that  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners were  getting  completely  under 
the  influence  of  the  Government,  and  of 
persons  high   in   authority;   and   their 
proceedings  were  such  that  the  people 
were  gradually  losing  all  confidence  and 
all  hope  on  the  subject  of  reduction  of 
rent.     He  did  not  ask  for  the  dismissal 
of  Mr.  M'Devitt ;  but  he  asked  that  he 
should  be  sent  elsewhere,  and  that  Mr. 
John  Rice,  who  knew  the  district,  and 
was  generally  respected  and  trusted  by 
the  people,   should   be   allowed  to  re- 
main.    It  was  a  curious  fact  that  those 
in    the    district     over     which    Messrs. 
M'Devitt   and  Rice  had   been  placed, 
whose  estates  would  be  most  interfered 
with,  were  Members  of  the  Government. 
They  had    Lord    Kenmare    and    Lord 
Lansdowne  in  Kerry ;  and  why  was  it  to 
go  abroad,  that  in  consequence  of  repre- 
sentations made  by  these  Noblemen,  men 
like  Mr.  John  Rice  had  been  removed 
from  the  district  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  No  such  re- 
presentations have  been  made. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  why  Mr.  Rice  had 
been  removed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  he 
had  no  right  to  speak,  and  he  had  no 
authority  in  the  matter,  which  lay  under 
the  control  of  the  Chief  Commissioners. 
But  he  believed  the  reason  of  Mr.  Rice's 
removal — Mr.  Rice  was  in  all  respects 
an  excellent  man — had  some  connection 
with  property  in  the  county  of  Cork, 
and  it  was  a  rule  that  a  man  should  not 
exercise  jurisdiction  in  districts  where 
he  had  interests  of  his  own. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  supposed  that 
it  was  on  the  same  principle  that  a  gen- 
tleman who  came  from  Bradford  was 
sent  to  govern  Ireland.  Men  who  knew 
nothing  about  countries  were  the  men 
sent  into  them.  Mr.  Rice  was  a  native 
of  Cork,  and  he  had  been  chosen  by  Mr. 
Disraeli's  Government  as  a  Member  of 
the  Richmond  Commission.  He  was 
good  enough  for  the  Government  of 
Mr.  Disraeli ;  but  lie  was  not  good 
enough  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
parently considered  that  the  best  men 
to  send  to  Ireland  to  give  decisions  on 
matters  vitally  affecting  the  people  was 
a  foreigner.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  was  a  foreigner,  and  he  thought 
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the  proper  way  to  rule  Ireland  was  by 
strangers ;  but  the  people  of  Ireland 
had  very  good  reason  to  be  suspicious 
of  strangers.  They  knew  what  inva- 
sions led  to  in  times  past,  and  they  would 
not  have  strangers  any  longer.  They 
would  have  none  but  men  whom  they 
trusted ;  and  if  the  Government  refused 
to  appoint  these  men,  they  would  never 
produce  contentment  or  peace  among  the 
people.  He  would  mention  another  case  in 
the  county  of  Kerry.  That  was  a  case 
of  a  County  Court  Judge,  Mr.  O'Connor 
Morris,  for  whose  actions,  he  admitted, 
the  Government  were  not  responsible. 
Mr.  O'Connor  Morris  had  recently  to  fix 
a  fair  rent  for  lands,  of  which  the  old 
rent  was  £3.  The  landlord's  valuator, 
Mr.  Cruikshank,  valued  some  of  the 
land  at  10«.  6d.  an  acre,  the  bog  land  at 
48,  6d.f  and  other  parts  at  10«.  and 
12«.  6d.  an  acre.  Notwithstanding  this 
evidence  on  the  part  of  the  landlord's 
valuer,  the  Judge  fixed  the  rent  at 
£2  12«.  6d,  an  acre — only  7«.  6d,  below 
the  old  rent.  Then  he  would  refer  to 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  J.  K.  Headeck 
as  a  Sub-Commissioner  for  Antrim  and 
Derry.  He  hoped  the  farmers  of  the 
districts  over  whose  interests  Mr.  Hea- 
deck would  have  jurisdiction  would  note 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Headeck  was  a  Tip- 
perary  landlord,  whose  rents  were  con- 
sidered by  his  tenants  to  be  so  excessive 
that  he  had  recently  been  brought  into 
Court  by  them.  A  man  appointed  to  fix 
fair  rents  should  be  above  suspicion ;  and 
it  was  an  extraordinary  fact  that  out  of 
the  whole  of  Ireland  the  Gt)vemment 
should  select  for  the  counties  of  Derry 
and  Antrim  a  landlord  who  was  on  the 
worst  relations  with  his  tenants.  He 
would  ask,  also,  why  the  names  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners  had  never  been  fur- 
nished to  Parliament,  as  had  been  pro- 
mised ?  The  Government  ought  to  ap- 
point men  of  whom  hon.  Members 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House  could 
have  no  complaint  to  make.  That  very 
day  he  addressed  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  a  Question  concerning  Mr. 
Headeck's  appointment;  but  he  received 
no  reply. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE,  interposing, 
said,  he  at  once  answered  that  Question 
by  stating  that  Mr.  Headeck  was  ap- 
pointed a  few  days  ago.  He  added  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  give  him  an 
opportunity  of  inquiring  into  the  truth 
of  the  charge  which  had  been  made  he 

iff.  Healy 


would  give  him  the  required  informa- 
tion.      

M&.  HEALY  observed,  that  he  asked 
the  Question  of  the  Attorney  (General  for 
Ireland,  and  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  said  nothing  about  the  matter. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  got 
up  and  said  he  should  be  able  to  replj 
to  the  hon.  Member  fully  next  week. 

Mr.  healy  said,  he  had  no  recollec- 
tion whatever  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's reply.     One  of  the  Questions  he 
had  on  the  Paper  related  to  Messrs. 
M'Devitt,  Walpole,  and  Murphy.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  a  statement 
showing  the  number  of  appeals  which 
had  been  made  from  their  decisions.  In 
his  opinion,  that  simply  proved  that  the 
tenants  were  poor  men,  and  that  they 
had  no  hope  of  justice ;   whereas  the 
landlords  had  a  powerful  association  at 
their  back,  and  were  prepared  to  posh 
matters  to  the  bitter  end.      The  tenants 
were  stricken  down  in  the  Courts;  bat 
the  landlords  were  supplied  with  funds 
and  allowed  to  carry  on  their  own  o^ 
ganization.     The  tenants'  organization, 
as  far  as  it  appeared  above  the  surface 
in  the  Courts,  had  been  '*  felonized"  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     In  India, 
he  believed,  there  were  political  repre- 
sentatives, who    sent    Reports   to  the 
Crown  as  to  the  feelings  and  condition 
of  the  people ;  but  there  was  no  one  to 
stand  between  the  Irish  people  and  the 
Gt)vemment.      The  information  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  deriv©^ 
from  Executive  officers  who  carried  o^^ 
the  functions  of  the  law.      Independ^'*^ 
men  ought  to  be  appointed  in  the  vari^^v 
districts  of  Ireland  to  report  to  the  ri^JJ^ 
hon.  Gentleman  what  the  feelings  of  tJ^ 
people  really  were.     Unless  it  were  t^ 
intention  of  the  Government  to  keep  t^ 
a  sense  of  exasperation,  they  would  ta^^ 
some  steps  to  ascertain  the  feelings  ^^ 
the  Irish  people,  and  to  put  the  admini^ 
tration  of  Ireland  into   harmony  wit^ 
those  feelings. 

The    SOLICITOR  GENERAL    fo^ 
IRELAND     (Mr.    Porter)     said,    h^ 
thought  the  hon.   Member  had   made^ 
charges  against  individuals  under  cir- 
cumstances of   very   great  unfairness. 
The  removal  of  Mr.  Rice  was  not  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  put  by  the  hon. 
Member  that  afternoon.     [Mr.  Healt: 
It  was  involved  in  it.]    No  Notice  what- 
ever had  been  g^ven  of  it.     Mr.  Rice 
was  removed  by  the  Land  Commission, 
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md  not  by  the  Government.    Supposing 
he  Had  been  a  person  connected  with  the 
ownership  of  land — not  as  a  tenant,  but 
as  a  landlord  in  the  district — would  not 
the  hen.  Member  himself  have  said  that 
he  was  not  a  proper  person  to  sit  as  a 
Judge  there  ?    In  fact,  it  had  been  re- 
peatedly urged  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  in  the  House  that 
Mr.  Bomford,  one  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, had  been  improperly  permitted 
to  sit  and  discharge   business  in   the 
county  of  Cavan,  with  which  he  was  in 
some  way  connected.  As  to  Mr.  Walpolo, 
ererybody  who  knew  Ireland  must  ad- 
mit that  a  more  upright  gentleman  did 
not  exist.     The  objection  raised  against 
Mr.  M'Devitt  at  the  time  of  his  appoint- 
ment  was   that  he  was  too  favourable 
to  the  class  of  tenants.     There  was,  in 
reality,  no  more  foundation  for  that  alle- 
gation than  there  was  for  the  complaint 
now  made  against  him.    With  regard  to 
the  charge  made  against  Mr.  O'Connor 
Morris,  an  able  and  upright  Judge,  no 
N'otice  had  been  g^ven  of  it.     When  the 
matter  was  investigated,   no   doubt    it 
irould  be  found  that  that  gentleman  had 
g;ood  ground  for  pronouncing  the  deci- 
rion  complained  of.     The  allegation  as 
to  Mr.  Headeck  was  that  he  was  engaged 
in  litigation  with  his  tenants,  and  that 
he  had  treated  his  tenants  badly  in  Tip- 
perary.      If,  however,  it  was  a  fact  that 
some  of  his  tenants  were  in  the  Land 
Court,  it  did  not  at  all  follow  that  they 
and    Mr.   Headeck  were   on   the    bad 
terms    that    had    been    described.     It 
was  unfair  that  statements  not  founded 
on   facts    should    be    made     about    a 
Bub-Commissioner    which    could    only 
have    the    effect    of    prejudicing    the 
community    against    him.       Whatever 
zharge  might   be  brought  against  the 
Bovemment,  nobody  could  suppose  that 
they   would  willingly  do   anything   to 
bring  the    Land    Act    into    disrepute. 
Certainly,  the  removal  of  Mr.  Bice  and 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Headeck  were 
not  made  with  any  such  object ;  and  he 
felt  sure  that  landlords  and  tenants  in 
the  North  of  Ireland  would   be  calm 
enough  to  wait  until  the  charges  had 
been  substantiated.      It  had  been  in- 
sinuated that  Mr.   Bice  had   been  re- 
moved on  account  of  influence  exercised 
by  landlords,  and  particularly  by  two 
Noblemen  who  had  been  named.     He 
was  able  to  say  that  this  statement  was 
without  foundation.   If  thoy  approached 


the  Land  Commission  with  the  view  of 
interfering  with  the  administration  of 
justice,  he  was  certain  what  answer 
they  would  receive.  He  urged  the  ex- 
treme unfairness  of  making  charges  of 
this  kind,  and  he  asked  the  public  to 
suspend  its  judgment,  and  not  to  be 
misled  by  uncorroborated  statements  in 
newspapers  and  private  letters. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  no  one 
had  any  idea  of  attributing  suicidal  con- 
duct to  the  Government.  The  fact  re- 
mained tliat  events  occurred  which  very 
much  astonished  the  Government  when 
their  attention  was  directed  to  them.  He 
was  aware  that  the  Government  were 
anxious  to  appoint  Sub-Commissioners 
who  would  make  the  Land  Act  popular; 
but  it  was  a  fact  that  gentlemen  were 
appointed  Sub-Commissioners  who  had 
failed  to  secure  the  confidence  of  the 
classes  for  whose  benefit  they  were  ap- 
pointed. The  Government  did  not  de- 
precate newspaper  criticism  in  support 
of  their  policy,  and  they  should  not  alto- 
gether disregard  unfavourable  criticism, 
particularly  from  friendly  journals.  The 
Cork  Examiner  was  very  fair  and  mode- 
rate, and  yet  it  said  that  there  were 
Sub-Commissioners  of  whom  it  would 
be  glad  to  speak  with  confidence  if  it 
could.  These  questions  could  not  take 
the  Government  by  surprise  if  they  were 
fully  informed  as  to  the  antecedents  of 
the  gentlemen  they  appointed.  But 
when  an  objection  was  raised  they  re- 
quired three  or  four  days  or  weeks  to 
obtain  information.  He  recommended 
the  Government  to  pay  more  attention 
to  the  opinion  of  fair  and  moderate 
newspapers.  He  was  certain  that  as 
time  went  on  it  would  be  seen  more  and 
more  clearly  that  the  whole  object  of  the 
Irish  Party  was  to  make  the  Land  Act 
more  and  not  less  efficient  than  it  now 
was.  It  was  already  admitted  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  the  Act  needed 
amendment,  and  there  were  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  were  now  of  the 
opinion  of  the  small  handful  of  Irish 
Irreconcilables  of  six  months  ago.  With 
the  object  of  permanently  removing  the 
grievances  of  the  tenant,  the  Members 
of  the  Irish  Party  would  support  any 
measure  that  might  be  introduced  on 
either  side  of  the  House,  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  regard  them  as  the 
mouthpieces  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
cultivators  of  land  in  Ireland,  it  would 
greatly  add  to  the  prospect  of  peace  in 
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that  country;  but  up  to  the  present 
time  the  Government  nad  set  their  face 
against  every  kind  of  counsel  pressed 
upon  them  from  those  Benches.  Now 
he  asked  the  Government  to  turn  over  a 
new  leaf,  and  to  listen  with  confidence  to 
the  demands  of  the  Irish  people,  instead 
of  perpetually  thwarting  all  proposals  of 
reform.  If  they  did  this  they  would  see 
the  beginning  of  a  new  era.  If  they 
went  a  short  way  towards  meeting  the 
Irish  Party,  they  would  find  that  that 
Party  would  go  a  long  way  towards 
meeting  them.  After  the  heat  and  tur- 
moil of  the  present  conflict  were  passed 
history  would  admit  the  fact  that  on  the 
whole  the  Irish  Popular  Party  had  been 
right  in  their  contentions  and  their 
policy. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— CIVIL   SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Build- 

IKGS. 

(1.)  £33,361,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Koyal  Palaces. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  called  attention  to  the 
item  of  £1,1^00  on  paj^e  4  of  the  Votes 
for  the  repair  of  one  of  the  Palaces.  It 
seemed  a  very  large  sum  for  the  repair 
of  one  establishment,  and  he  should  like 
to  have  an  explanation  of  the  item. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  the  sum 
certainly  was  rather  larger  than  usual ; 
but  it  had  arisen  on  account  of  the  neces- 
sity of  painting  the  exterior. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £2,178,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Marlborough  House. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £90,921,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  paj-ment  during  the  vear  ending  on 
the  31  St  day  of  March  1883,  for  the  Royal 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens.** 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  with 
regard  to  the  Boyal  Parks.  He  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
recently  taken  some  steps  in  the  direo- 
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tion  of  throwing  Hyde  Park  Comer  open 
to  the  public ;  and  he  thought  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  what  changes  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  make. 
One  remark  he  desired  to  make  in  refe> 
ence  to  Hyde  Park  was  this — that  the 
whole  of  Hyde  Park  and  Botten  Bow 
were  devoted  to  the  pleasure  and  amuse- 
ment of  the  wealthy  and  aristocratic 
classes  who  could  afford  to  keep  their 
carriages,  while  the  humble  plebeian  was 
forbidden  all  access  to  them  if  he  could 
only  afford  to  hire  a  hansom  cab.  •!!  he 
could  afford  to  pay  half-a-crown  for  a 
hackney  carriage,  he  was  able  to  enjoy 
the  drive ;  but  if  he  could  only  pay  li. 
for  a  cab,  he  was  prevented  from  doing 
so.  If,  instead  of  having  only  li.,  he 
happened  to  have  a  sovereigpi,  he  could 
go  where  he  pleased ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  wished  to  know  upon  what  prin- 
ciple it  was  laid  down  that  the  man  witii 
only  1«.  must  not  drive  in  the  park, 
while  the  man  with  20#.  might?  Why 
should  the  Committee  be  called  upon  to 
vote  away  the  public  money  in  order  to 
give  certain  privileges  to  the  aristocratic 
classes  who  were  able  to  drive  their  car- 
riages ?  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  in  future  give  instruc- 
tions that  the  parks  should  be  as  freely 
open  to  people  using  hackney  carriages 
and  hansom  cabs  as  they  were  to  the 
more  aristocratic  0¥mers  of  private  car- 
riages. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  said,   he  had 
urged  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  for  the 
last  15  years,  and  he  had  divided  the 
Committee  upon  it ;  but  he  had  certainly 
never  found  himself  in  a  majority.    It 
was  monstrous,   he  thought,   that  the 
public,  who  paid  for  the  parks,  should 
not  be  allowed  to  use  them,  and  that 
the  money  voted  for  their  maintenance 
should  be  practically  devoted  to  the  ex' 
elusive  use  of  wealthy  persons  who  pos' 
sessed  carriages.    There  was  not  a  single 
other  park  in  the  whole  of  Europe  in 
which  this  exclusive  right  existed.     The 
great  value  of  a  park  was  that  it  was  a 
place  where  the  rich  and  the  poor  might 
meet  together.     No  doubt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  tell  them   that    the 
traffic  would  not  permit  of  the  admission 
of  other  vehicles  ;  but  if  that  were  the 
case,  then  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would 
suggr^st  ^^<^^  there  should  be  one  day  on 
which  cabs  should  be  exoluded,  and  an* 
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)tber  day  on  which  private  carriages 
diould  be  excluded.  He  remembered 
:he  Predecessor  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
Jeman  in  the  Office  of  Works,  1 5  years 
igo,  telling  him  that  poor  people  de- 
rived a  special  pleasure  from  looking  at 
the  wealthy  classes  driving  along  the 
parks  in  their  carriages.  They  might, 
if  they  liked,  look  at  the  wealthy  people 
driving  by ;  but  if  they  desired  to  take 
a  drive  themselves  in  hired  cabs,  they 
were  prevented  from  entering  the  parks. 
He  claimed  that  the  general  public  had 
as  perfect  a  right  to  the  full  enjoyment 
of  the  parks  as  the  wealthy  classes. 

Mr.  BROADHUEST  said,  he  hoped 
that  there  would  be  a  more  liberal  dis- 
tribution of  free  seats  in  the  Green  Park 
and  St.  James's  Park.  Twelve  months 
ago  an  assurance  was  given  that  a 
larger  distribution  would  be  made  of 
free  seats  ;  but,  so  far  from  the  promise 
having  been  carried  out,  there  had  been 
no  addition  whatever  to  the  free  seats, 
except  it  was  in  Hyde  Park  only.  What 
he  desired  to  point  out  was  that  it  was 
not  in  Hyde  Park  that  a  larger  supply 
of  free  seats  was  required,  but  in  the 
Green  Park,  St.  James's  Park,  Battersea 
Park,  and  Victoria  Park.  Those  were 
the  parks  to  which  the  working  classes 
went  for  pleasure  and  pastime ;  and  in 
them  it  was  most  difficult  to  find  a 
seat  without  being  pounced  upon  by 
the  proprietor's  agent  with  a  demand 
for  Id,  or  2d.  The  Green  Park  and  St. 
James's  Park  were  the  rendezvous  of  the 
workpeople  of  Westminster,  Ijambeth, 
Soho,  and  those  living  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  Strand ;  and  these  persons 
were  charged  Id.  or  2rf.,  according  to 
the    size  of  the   chair  they  occupied. 

tLauffhtery  and  cries  of  **  No  !  "]  He  be- 
eved  the  charge  was  Id.  for  a  single 
chair,  and  2d.  for  an  armchair.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  No  ;  only  1  d.  in  each 
case.]  He  was  glad  to  hear  that  there 
had  been  an  improvement  in  that  re- 
spect. He  knew  that  it  was  so  formerly. 
At  any  rate,  the  moment  a  person  sat 
down  in  one  of  these  chairs  up  went  the 
agent  of  the  proprietor,  as  though  he 
had  sprung  from  beneath  it  in  some 
▼ay  or  other,  so  rapid  was  he  in  the 
collection  of  the  money.  He  thought 
that  the  collection  of  money  for  the  use 
of  seats  in  a  public  park  ought  to  be  en- 
tirely done  away  with ;  but  if  they  could 
not  do  away  with  the  payment  for  seats 
altogether,   then    he    hoped  the    First 


Commissioner  of  Works  would  favour- 
ably entertain  the  proposition  for  largely 
increasing  the  number  of  free  seats  in 
the  parks  to  which  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
had  referred. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  he  would 
support  the  request  for  more  free  seats 
in  the  parks.  He  was  also  anxious  for 
further  information  in  regard  to  the 
contemplated  changes  at  Hyde  Park 
Corner.  He  did  not  propose,  however, 
to  discuss  the  merits  of  those  changes  at 
the  present  moment ;  but  he  simply 
wished  to  elicit  a  statement  from  nis 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner as  to  what  his  intentions  were. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  asked  whe- 
ther, in  regard  to  the  contemplated  im- 
provements at  Hyde  Park  Corner,  it  was 
proposed  to  take  any  money  in  the  pre- 
sent Estimates  ?  He  presumed  that  if 
the  necessary  sum  were  proposed  to  be 
voted  in  a  Supplementary  Estimate  the 
Vote  would  be  laid  in  due  course  before 
the  House,  and  would  afford  the  proper 
opportunity  for  a  discussion.  He  should 
like  to  know,  in  the  meantime,  how  much 
money  it  was  intended  to  vote  now  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  take  a  Vote,  pro- 
bably not  exceeding  £3,000,  in  respect 
of  the  Hyde  Park  Corner  improvements. 
That  sum  was  necessary,  not  so  much  for 
the  improvement  itself,  as  forthe  removal 
of  a  reservoir  which  was  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  scheme,  and  which  it  was 
also  desirable  to  remove  for  other  rea- 
sons.    When  the  Treasury  were  asked 
to   advance  the  money  for   the   Hyde 
Park  improvements  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
was  of  opinion  that  the  improvements 
were  more  of  a  Metropolitan  than  of  an 
Imperial    character,    and    expressed    a 
doubt  whether  the  House  of  Commons 
would  feel  justified  in  voting  the  money 
necessary  to  carry  them  out.     His  noble 
Friend,    however,    considered    that    he 
would  be  justified  in  asking  for  a  Vote 
for  the  removal  of  the  reservoir  just 
mentioned ;  but  that  otherwise  the  whole 
expense  of  the  improvement  should  be 
provided  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  or  by  the  owners  of  private  pro- 
perty.    A  Supplementary  Vote  would 
be  laid  before  the  House  later  in  the 
Session.     With  regard  to  the  question 
as  to  the  seats  in  the  parks  raised  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stoke- 
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upon-Tront  (Mr.  Broadhurst),  he  might 
say  that  last  year  he  had  expended  a 
considerable  sum  of  money  in  providing 
additional  seats  in  Hyde  Park  ;  and  he 
had  been  under  the  impression  that  the 
same  course  had  been  taken  in  regard 
to  St.  James's  Park.    If  he  should  prove 
to  be  wrong  in  that  impression,  he  would 
undertake  this  year  that  an  ample  pro- 
vision  should  be  made  for  seats.     No 
doubt,  both  St.  James's  Park  and  the 
Green  Park  were  more  used  by  the  work- 
ing classes   than  Hyde  Park;  and  he 
should  be  very  sorry  that  there  should 
be    any    want    of   accommodation    for 
them.     In  regard  to  the  remarks  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
"Wexford   (Mr.    Healy)    and    the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  he  had  to  say  that  the  complaint 
they  had  made  in  respect  of  the  non- 
admission   of  hackney   cabs  in    Hyde 
Park   was  one    of   long  standing.    In 
early  times  hackney  cabs  were  permitted 
in  Hyde  Park  and  in  the  other  parks, 
and  the  fact  was  recorded  in  the  Me- 
moirs of  Pepys.     The    writer   of  that 
interesting   diary  frequently  spoke    of 
driving    in  Hyde  Park  in  a  hackney 
carriage ;  but  at  a  subsequent  period, 
when  he  was  able  to  keep  a  carriage 
of  his  own,  he  appeared  to  be  highly 
scandalized    at    the    large    number  of 
hackney  coaches  that  were  to  be  seen 
there.     At  a  later  date,  liackney  coaches 
were  altogether  prohibited  in  the  Parks, 
and  the  prohibition  had  been  maintained 
because  it  was  considered  undesirable 
that  the  Parks  should  be  converted  into 
a  mere    thoroughfare    for  the  use   of 
people  driving  in  cabs  from  one  station 
to  another.     The  prohibition  had  only 
been  maintained  in  that  sense  ;  and  there 
was  no  prohibition,  even  at  the  present 
moment,   against   the   use   of  hackney 
carriages   hired   from    a   livery   stable. 
The    prohibition    only  applied    to  cabs 
hired  in  the  streets.     He  thought  it  was 
for  the  interests  of  the  public  generally 
that  the  Royal  Parks  should  not  be  made 
the  mere  medium   of  traffic  from  one 
part  of  London  to  another. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  there  was 
another  point  upon  which  he  was  anxious 
to  put  a  question  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Commissioner  in  reference  to 
the  trees  in  Kew  Gardens.  He  was 
given  to  understand  that  a  good  many 
trees  had  been  cut  down  by  the  order  of 
the  Curator.    The  Curator  pleaded,  as 
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his  reason,  not  that  the  trees  were  objec- 
tionable, as  trees,  but  that  a  good  deal 
of  flirtation  went  on  beneath  them.  He 
thought  it  was  hardly  the  business  of 
the  Curator  to  destroy  the  trees  or  to  in- 
terfere in  flirtations ;  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  heard  of  the  action  of  the  Curator, 
and  whether  he  intended  to  take  notice 
of  it  in  any  way  ?  He  had,  however, 
risen  for  another  object — namely,  to 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £17,680,  that  being  the  cost  of 
Battorsea  Park,  Kennington  Park,  and 
Victoria  Park.  He  did  not  understand 
upon  what  grounds  the  cost  of  all  the 
new  parks  that  were  made  in  London 
was  thrown  upon  the  Public  Treasoij. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  it  ought  to  be 
paia  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  that  it  should  not  fall  upon  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country  generally.  Those 
parks  had  been  bought  at  very  great  ex- 

Eenditure  and  by  the  public  money.    He 
elieved  that  Victoria  Park  was  a  Boyal 
Park ;  but  he  did  not  know  whether  the 
others  were  or  not.     He  thought  the 
Metrojpolitan  Board  of  Works  ought  to 
take  them  over,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
distinctly  stated  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  they  were  not  prepared,  year 
by  year,  to  vote  large  sums  of  the  public 
money  for  the  maintenance  of  the  parks 
in  the  Metropolis.     With  every  desire 
that  these  open  spaces  should  continue 
to  exist  in  the  Metropolis,  he  could  not 
forget  that  it  was  a  very  wealthy  Metro- 
polis, and  that  it  ought  to  pay  for  the 
health  and  enjoyment  of  its  inhabitants. 
He  certainly  failed  to  see  why  there  was 
any  more  reason  why  the  public  generally 
should  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
parks  in  the  Metropolis  than  that  the 
people  of  London  should  pay  for  keep- 
ing up  the  parks    in    other  parts  of 
the  country.     He,  therefore,  begged  to 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £17,680  ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Amendment  would  be  taken  as  a  hint 
that  a  stop  must  be  put  to  the  present 
habit  of  throwing  upon  the  Public  Ex- 
chequer expenses  which  ought  to   be 
borne  by  the  localities. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £73,241,  be 
grant«?d  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31  St  day  of  March  1883,  for  the  Royal  Parki 
and  Pleasure  Gardens."— (Jfr.  LaboHeh€r$,) 
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Mr.  a.  pease  wished  to  ask  the 
right  bon.  Oentlomaa  the  First  Commis- 
aioner  of  Works  if  he  could  hold  out  any 
hope  that  Oonstitution  Hill,  from  Buck- 
ingham Palace  to  Hyde  Park  Corner, 
would  be  thrown  open  to  the  public?  It 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  the 
public  going  by  way  of  Pall  Mall  and 
St.  James's  Street  to  Hyde  Park  Corner 
to  have  this  road  thrown  open.  At  pre- 
sent it  was  necessary  that  they  should 
go  round  by  a  very  circuitous  route. 
There  was  no  desire  to  interfere  with  the 
comfort  or  privacy  of  the  Royal  Family 
in  the  occupation  of  Buckingham  Pa- 
lace; but  he  believed  that  the  route 
which  would  be  taken  would  rather  add 
to  the  privacy  of  the  Palace  than  other- 
wise. He  believed  that  the  throwing 
open  of  the  road  would  be  most  accept- 
able to  the  public ;  and  he  hoped  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to 
see  his  way  to  making  the  suggested 
alteration. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that,  only  an  hour  or  two  ago,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  William  Hai'court)  posi- 
tively stated  to  him,  in  answer  to  a 
Question,  that  there  was  no  item  in  the 
Votes  for  constables  employed  in  London 
pu  special  services,  such  as  gate-keepers 
ui  the  parks,  or  at  the  House  of  Com- 
nions,  or  in  the  public  gardens.  Re- 
niembering  the  answer  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  gave  him 
©arlier  in   the    evening,   he  would   bo 

flad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
ipst  Commissioner    of   Works  would 
Explain  what  was  the  moaning  of  the 
fium  of  £7,000  which  appeared  in  the 
Votes  for  Metropolitan  constables,  paid 
Specially  for  their  services  as  constables 
and  as  gate-keepers  in  the  parks.     The 
payments,  he  understood,  were  for  special 
and  extraordinary  services  performed  in 
the  Metropolis.     The  complaint  he  had 
to  make  was  that  when  similar  services 
were  performed  in  other  localities,  the 
cost  was  thrown  upon  the  local  rate- 
payers.    When  he  put  his  Question  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  at  an  earlier  period 
of    the  evening,   the    right    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  the  most  absolute 
and  barefaced  manner,  if  he  might  say 
BO— ["  Oh !  "]     Well,   then,  the   right 
hon.   and  learned   Gentleman,    in    the 
strongest   and  most  emphatic   manner, 
deni^  that  this  was  the  case  in  the  Me- 


tropolis, notwithstanding  that  he  was 
warned  that  such  an  item  did  appear 
upon  the  Estimates.  With  his  usuid  confi- 
dence, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ridiculed  the  idea,  and  seemed 
to  take  it  for  granted  that  it  was  impos- 
sible he  could  be  wrong. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  Order  in  referring  to 
a  past  debate  in  the  House  ? 

The  CHAIKMAN  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Shropshire  (Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton)  was  referring  to  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place  that  night 
he  was  out  of  Order. 

Ma.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  was  only  asking  for  information. 
He  was  much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gateshead  (Mr.  James)  for  put- 
ting him  right ;  but  he  merely  wished  to 
know  why  a  charge  appeared  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  special  services  of 
constables  in  London,  whereas  charges 
for  similar  services  were  thrown  on 
the  ratepayers  in  the  country.  He 
thought  that  the  whole  of  these  charges, 
instead  of  being  included  in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  ought  to  be  paid  for 
by  the  Metropolis  itself.  He  ag'ain  asked 
for  some  explanation  whether  it  actually 
was  the  case  that  special  services  on  the 
part  of  constables  were  inserted  in  the 
Estimates  when  they  were  rendered  in 
the  Metropolis,  while  similar  services  in 
the  country  were  paid  for  out  of  the 
I0C8.I  ri^tes  r 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  was  wrong  in 
the  statement  he  had  attributed  to  the 
Home  Secretary. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  rose 
to  Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Order 
in  alluding  to  a  past  debate  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  that  if 
there  was  any  objection  he  would  not 
continue  the  subject.  The  item  referred 
to  was  for  the  services  of  police  in  the 
parks ;  and,  personally,  he  thought  it  was 
a  charge  that  ought  to  be  borne  by  the 
local  authorities,  and  not  by  the  public 
generally.  With  regard  to  the  question 
raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  it 
was  a  question  which  had  been  discussed 
in  the  House  in  previous  years — namely, 
whether  the  cost  of  some  of  the  parks — 
Victoria,  Battersea,  and  Kennington — 
should  not  be  borne  by  the  ratepayers  ? 
That  was  a  question  which  might  be  fairly 
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considered  whenever  the  new  Munici- 
palities were  provided  for ;  and  as  that 
was  a  question  that  was  likely  to  arise 
shortly,  he  thoup:ht  it  would  be  better 
to  defer  the  subject  until  it  could  be 
properly  discussed.  Whenever  that  time 
did  arrive,  there  were  several  items  on 
the  other  side  which  would  also  have  to 
be  discussed ;  and  he  was  by  no  means 
certain  that  the  Treasury  would  be  a 
gainer  by  taking  all  these  matters  over. 
For  instance,  there  was  the  item  of  the 
CSty  Police,  of  which  the  City  at  present 
bore  the  whole  expense.  Whenever  the 
whole  question  came  to  be  raised  he  did 
not  think  the  public  would  gain  much 
by  throwing  the  expense  of  the  parks 
upon  the  Metropolis,  and  having,  on 
their  part,  to  bear  the  expense  of  the 
City  Police.  The  matter,  however,  was 
one  which  might  be  deferred  until  the 
question  of  the  London  Municipality 
came  to  be  discussed.  With  regard  to 
Kew  Gardens,  he  had  seen  a  statement 
in  the  papers  the  other  day  with  refer- 
ence to  the  cutting  down  of  certain  trees. 
Now,  he  should  no  more  dream  of  ask- 
ing a  question  of  the  Curator  of  Kew 
Gardens  in  reference  to  the  maintenance 
of  everything  that  was  beautiful  in  Kew 
Gardens  than  he  should  of  asking  a 
lawyer  an  opinion  about  his  brief,  or 
a  doctor  about  his  prescription.  He 
thought  the  question  was  one  that  might 
safely  be  left  in  the  hands  of  Sir  Joseph 
Hooker,  who  had  the  entire  interests  of 
Kew  Gardens  at  heart,  and  who  was  not 
likely  to  allow  anything  prejudicial  to 
happen  to  the  trees  there. 

Sir  PATRICK  OimiEN  said,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  asked  a 
question  about  Battersea  Park.  Now, 
Battersea  Park  was  a  very  old  friend  of 
the  House.  The  sum  of  £500,000  was 
spent  some  years  ago  upon  Battersea 
Park  ;  and,  at  the  time  that  arrangement 
was  entered  into,  it  was  understood  that 
the  improvements  effected  in  the  sur- 
rounding property,  under  good  letting, 
would  recoup  the  Treasury  for  a  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  outlay.  He  was 
sorry  to  find  that  the  promise  had  turned 
out  as  he  expected  it  would  at  the  time 
it  was  made.  After  an  interval  of  some 
20  or  25  years,  the  land  and  building 
plots,  which  they  were  told  were  to  be 
so  profitable,  had  not  been  utilized,  and 
the  £500,000  advanced  by  the  Treasury 
had  never  been  reoouped.    He  should 
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be  glad  to  know  what  improvements  had 
been  made,  and  what  funds  were  avail- 
able for  paying  the  large  expenae  of 
the  maintenance  of  Battersea  Park,  for 
which  a  sum  of  £5,300  was  asked  in  the 
present  Estimate  ?  He  thought  that,  to 
some  extent,  the  promise  made  by  the 
Government  at  the  time  the  park  was 
taken  should  be  carried  out,  and  that 
the  country  should  not  be  saddled  with 
this  very  large  annual  charge. 

Mr.  KITCHIE  said,  he  must  confen 
that  he  had  heard  with  much  astonish- 
ment the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  He 
was  somewhat  surprised  that  an  bon. 
Member  with  such  strong  Radical  pro- 
clivities should  make  a  proposal  to  throw 
the  cost  of  the  parks  at  Battersea,  Ke&« 
nington,  and  the  East  End  of  Lond(m 
upon  the  ratepayers ;  but  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  should  give  the  sligbteet 
countenance  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  certainly  filled  him  with 
amazement.  Now,  what  was  the  pro- 
posal? It  amounted  to  this— that  the 
parks  of  the  rich  should  be  supported 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  but  that 
the  parks  of  the  poor  in  the  East  End 
and  in  other  parts  of  London,  used  solely 
for  the  enjoyment  and  recreation  of  the 
humbler  classes,  should  be  supported  by 
the  ratepayers.  Anything  more  astound- 
ing, coming  from  such  a  quarter,  it  was 
impossible  to  conceive  ;  and  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  such  a  pro- 
posal now  or  at  any  future  time,  be 
should  certainly  give  it  a  most  uncoiH' 
promising  opposition. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  a  question  with  regard  to  seed  pota* 
toes.     He  could  not  find  any  distinct 
reference  to  that  subject  in  this  Votet 
and  yet,  when  he  had  raised  the  matted 
previously,  he  had  been  put  off  until  th^ 
present  occasion.    He  wished  to  know  i€ 
the  Financial  Secretary  could  inform  hinf' 
whether  there  was  any  provision  in  thcr 
Vote  in  regard  to  seed  potatoes  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  could  assure  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  that  the  Vote  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  seed  potatoes. 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  clearly  thought  the  Vote  re- 
ferred to  the  question  of  seed  potatoes, 
as  it  made  provision  for  the  Botanical 
Gardens  at  Kew.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Uommisaioner 
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it  Works  would  explain  what  the  items 
rere  that  were  included  in  the  Vote. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  wished  to  deny 
he  assertion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitchie)  that  it  was 
leaired  to  pay  for  the  Royal  Parks  out  of 
he  Consolidated  Fund,  and  to  tax  the 
mblic  for  the  East  End  Parks. 

Mb.  HEALY  rose  to  Order.  He 
rished  to  know  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
hiteehead  (Mr.  W.  H.  James)  was  in 
hrder  in  referring  to  a  past  debate  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  he  was  not 
eferring  to  a  past  debate,  but  to  the 
(resent  debate,  in  the  course  of  which 
he  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
Mr.  Hitchie)  had  suggested  that  while 
lie  parks  in  the  West  End  were  sup- 
orted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
[lose  in  the  East  End  should  be  paid  for 
nt  of  the  local  rates.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  had  given  a 
;ttle  more  attention  to  the  debate,  he 
roald  have  found  that  nothing  of  the 
ind  had  been  suggested.  So  far  as  the 
kwt  End  Parks  were  concerned,  it  was 
erfectly  competent  for  the  hon.  Member 
>r  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  to 
xrm  an  opinion  that  the  Corporation  of 
iOndon  had  ample  means  at  their  com- 
umd  to  enable  them  to  support  them. 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  he  thought  the 
on.  Member  must  have  been  asleep,  or 
reaming,  while  the  discussion  was  going 
n,  for  he  had  entirely  misrepresented 
^hat  he  (Mr.  Ritchie)  had  said.  He  had 
edd  nothing  whatever  to  the  effect  that 
16  parks  in  the  East  End  of  Ix)ndon 
tiould  be  supported  out  of  the  rates; 
a  the  contrary,  he  had  strongly  objected 
» that  proposition.  The  point  raised  by 
18  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
abouchere)  was  that  the  Royal  Parks 
-the  parks  of  the  rich — should  con- 
nae  to  be  maintained  out  of  the  Con- 
>lidated  Fund ;  but  that  the.  parks  of 
le  East  End  of  London,  which  were 
ssentially  the  parks  of  the  poor,  should 
e  supported  out  of  the  rates.  To  that 
reposition  he  (Mr.  Ritchie)  entirely  ob- 
xsted.  There  might  be  some  technical 
istinction  between  the  Royal  Parks  and 
le  other  parks  in  London ;  but  the 
eople  of  the  Metropolis  would  fail  to 
nderstand  that  distinction,  and  they 
'ould  only  see,  in  any  proposition  of  the 
ind,  a  proposal  that  the  parks  enjoyed 
nd  utilized  by  the  rich  were  to  continue 
>  be  supported  out  of  the  public  funds, 
rhile  those  which  were  used  by  the  poor 


were  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  local 
rates.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gateshead 
(Mr.  W.  H.  James)  must  certainly  have 
been  asleep,  or  dreaming,  during  the 
time  that  he  (Mr.  Ritchie)  was  making 
his  remarks. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  had  not 
the  slightest  desire  that  Hyde  Park,  or 
any  park  in  London,  should  be  paid  for 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He  had 
only  proposed  the  Amendment,  throwing 
upon  the  ratepayers  the  cost  of  the  three 
parks  he  had  mentioned,  because  they 
were  the  last  three  which  had  been 
taken  over.  If  his  proposition  wore  ac- 
cepted, he  should  be  prepared,  at  another 
time,  to  move  that  all  the  parks  in  Lon- 
don should  be  supported  by  the  rate- 
payers of  the  Metropolis.  He  had  cer- 
tainly no  desire  to  draw  an  invidious 
distinction  between  the  Royal  Parks 
and  those  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  represented. 

Mk.  RITCHIE  asked  why  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  include  the  whole  of 
them  in  his  Motion  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  his  only 
object  in  dividing  the  Committee  at  all 
was  to  register  a  protest  against  the  ex- 
pense of  the  parks  being  thrown  upon 
the  public.  He  hoped  that  his  proposi- 
tion would  be  considered  by  the  Home 
Secretary,  and  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  insert  some 
such  provision  in  his  new  Municipal  Bill. 

Colonel  NOLAN  desired  to  have 
some  particulars  about  the  Vote  for  Kew 
Gardens,  which  was  a  very  large  one 
— namely,  £10,000.  Was  the  sum  given 
simply  for  the  support  of  the  School  of 
Botany  ?  If  so,  it  seemed  to  be  a  very 
expensive  school.  He  noticed  an  item 
of  £800  for  a  refrigerator ;  and  he  wished 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  Sir  Joseph  Hooker  did  anything 
more  in  connection  with  Kew  Gardens 
than  superintend  the  schoo]  ?  No  doubt 
the  school  was  a  very  valuable  one ;  but 
he  thought  there  might  be  a  distribution 
of  seeds  in  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom, 
and  even  in  India. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEPEVRE  said,  it  was 
scarcely  necessary  to  state  that  at  Kew 
Gardens  there  was  a  very  valuable  School 
of  Botany,  and  that  it  did  an  enormous 
amount  of  scientific  work.  No  doubt 
the  Vote  for  Kew  Gardens  was  large; 
but  that  was  on  account  of  the  variety 
and  enormous  quantity  of  work  which 
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was  carried  on  there.  He  could  hardly 
say  what  the  amount  of  work  was,  or 
what  the  value  of  it  was;  but  it  was 
very  well  known  that  the  amount  of  it 
was  very  great. 

Mr.  CARBUTT  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  put  to  him  as  to  the 
use  of  Constitution  Hill.  At  present  a 
person  desiring  to  go  in  a  cab  in  that 
direction  had  to  go  round  by  Park  Lane 
and  through  the  back  streets  ;  but  if  he 
happened  to  have  a  carriage  he  could  go 
right  through  the  park  and  along  Con- 
stitution Hill. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  had 
to  apologize  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Whitby  (Mr.  A.  Pease)  for  not  having 
answered  the  question  sooner.  He  was 
afraid  he  could  hold  out  no  hopes  in  re- 
gard to  the  throwing  open  of  Constitu- 
tion Hill.  The  question  was  rather  a 
delicate  one  ;  it  had  not  yet  been  raised, 
and  at  present  he  did  not  propose  to 
raise  it.  It  was  right,  however,  to  say 
that  Her  Majesty  had  given  Her  consent 
to  the  improvements  proposed  to  be  car- 
ried out  in  connection  with  Hyde  Park 
Comer,  although,  to  some  extent,  they 
would  interfere  with  Her  private  gar- 
dens at  Buckingham  Palace.  He  would 
make  some  inquiries  as  to  permission  for 
cabs  to  cross  Hyde  Park.  He  was  under 
the  impression  that  cabs  wore  now  al- 
lowed to  go  across  the  western  division 
of  Hyde  Park. 

Mr.  he ALY  understood  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  was  going  to  divide  the  Commit- 
tee upon  his  Motion.  He  presumed  that 
it  would  be  open  for  him  (Mr.  Healy), 
after  that  Motion  was  disposed  of,  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  a 
smaller  sum  ? 

The  chairman  was  understood  to 
reply  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  BUXTON  asked  whether,  if  Her 
Majesty  gave  up  a  portion  of  Her  rights 
in  connection  with  Buckingham  Palace 
Gardens,  it  was  proposed  to  make  any 
addition  to  the  Palace  Gardens  in  another 
direction  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  that  was 
not  the  case.  There  would  be  no  addi- 
tion whatever  to  the  gardens  of  Buck- 
ingham Palace;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
there  would  be  a  contraction  of  them. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
what  was  the  meaniog  of  an  item  in  the 
Vote  which  stated  that  the  roads  at  Kew 
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cost  £700  a-year?  Were  they  public 
roads,  or  the  roads  of  the  pleasure  gar- 
dens ?  If  they  were  not  in  the  botanic 
and  pleasure  gardens  he  did  not  see  why 
they  should  be  included  in  the  Vote. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  answered 
his  question — whether  any  income  was 
derived  from  the  improvements  in  Bat- 
tersea  Park  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  was  mis- 
taken as  to  the  original  cost  of  Battersea 
Park.  The  cost  was  £200,000,  and  not 
£500,000.  £100,000  had  already  been 
repaid  by  the  sale  of  property ;  the  re- 
maining £100,000  had  not  been  repaid; 
but  there  was  a  certain  part  of  the  pro- 
perty let  on  lease.  In  all  probability 
somethmg  like  £60,000  or  £70,000 
would  never  be  repaid.  The  park  had 
now  been  open  for  a  considerable  num- 
ber  of  years.  In  regard  to  the  Kew 
roads,  he  did  not  know  exactly  what  the 
arrangement  was ;  but  he  would  make 
inquiries. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  there  was  one 
question  which  he  would  like  to  put  to 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  upon 
this  matter.  During  the  hours  of  day- 
light or  sunlight  people  could  walk 
across  Kensington  Gardens  ;  but  at  cer- 
tain times,  ranging  from  4  until  7  o'clock, 
the  gates  were  closed  ;  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether  they  could  not  be  kept 
open  until  a  later  hour  ?  He  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  why  the  gates  could 
not  be  kept  open  to  a  much  later  hour, 
in  order  to  save  persons  who  lived  on 
the  other  side  of  the  park  the  trouble 
and  inconvenience  of  going  a  long  dis- 
tance out  of  their  way.  Of  course,  he 
was  aware  that  the  keeping  of  the  gates 
open  might  involve  an  additional  ex- 
pense ;  but  the  present  regulations  were 
a  source  of  so  much  inconvenience  that 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  reconsider  the  matter. 

Sir  GEOKGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
could  speak  from  personal  experience  of 
the  great  inconvenience  which  resulted 
from  closing  the  park  gates  at  so  early 
an  hour.  He  had  repeatedly  crossed 
the  park  in  the  afternoon,  and  found  the 
gates  closed  at  4  o'clock  on  his  return. 
The  rule  now  in  force  seemed  to  him 
most  unnecessary,  and  he  hoped  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  would 
take  into  consideration  the  desirability 
of  altering  it  as  soon  as  possible. 
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Mtt._0'DONNELL  suggested  that  the 
Committee  might  be  able  to  get  through 
tiieBanness  of  the  eyening  with  a  clearer 
idea  of  what  they  were  doing  by  dis- 
posing of  one  matter  at  a  time.  lion. 
Members  had  already  before  them  an 
important  question,  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  which  had  created  a  great  amount 
of  disinterested  activity  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets (Mr.  Hitchie).  It  would  be  well  to 
come  to  a  settlement  of  that  question 
finty  because  he  was  sure  that  the  sub- 
ject of  seed  crops  at  Kew  Gardens,  re- 
fianed  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Colonel  Nolan),  had  been 
Teiy  imperfectly  explained  to  the  appre- 
Iieiision  of  a  large  number  of  Members. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  simply 
wished  to  know  if  Kew  Gardens  were 
used,  to  a  considerable  extent,  for  the 
j^pagation  of  seeds  and  plants  for  par- 
ticular purposes,  and  if  there  was  any 
other  establishment  in  this  country  which 
WIS  used  for  the  same  purpose  ? 

Toe  chairman  said,  the  hon.  and 
giUant  Member  was  not  in  Order  in 
nusingthat  question  on  the  present  Vote. 

Colonel  NOLAN  remarked  that  he 
had  carefully  avoided  alluding  to  seed 
potatoes. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  there 
Vis  no  other  establishment  in  England 
vied  for  the  purpose  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  He  thought, 
however,  there  was  one  other  in  Edin- 
horgh ;  but  he  understood  that  no  plants 
were  being  propagated  there. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  as 
the  question  before  the  Committee  was 
the  proposed  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  a 
nrtain  sum  of  money  which  included 
the  expenses  of  maintaining  Battorsea 
Park,  he  was  surprised  that  when  the 
ight  hon.  Gentleman  rose  to  reply  to 
he  questions  which  had  been  put  to 
dm,  he  should  have  omitted  to  answer 
he  very  pertinent  inquiry  addressed  to 
im  by  the  hon.  Member  for  King's 
/ounty  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien).  It  was 
lentioned  in  connection  with  Battersea 
*ark  that  a  large  sum  of  money  had 
een  advanced  some  years  ago,  and  the 
on.  Member  for  King's  County  had  in- 
uired  the  amount  of  the  funds  derived 
rom  the  land.  He  would  be  glad  to 
now  what  sum  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
lan  expected  to  get  this  year  on  account 
f  Batfteroea  Park,  because  the  sum  due 


in  the  shape  of  interest  alone  was  more 
than  enough  to  cover  the  item  charged 
for  maintenance. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  as  the  result 
of  the  pending  division  would  possibly 
leave  the  park  at  Battersea  within  the 
control  of  that  House,  he  begged,  in  the 
interest  of  the  poor  clerks  and  artizans 
who  visited  it,  especially  on  Sunday,  to 
ask  what  necessity  there  was  for  tying 
up  the  little  pleasure  boats  on  that  day, 
without  any  regard  to  the  feelings  of 
those  who  would  like  to  use  them  ?  He 
ventured  to  hope  that  the  arrangements  at 
the  park,  which  would  doubtless  remain 
under  the  control  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, would  be  made  to  suit  the  public 
requirements,  and  that  between  then  and 
next  year  the  grievance  he  had  referred 
to  would  bo  remedied.  He  thought  it 
was  pushing  Biblical  prudery  too  far  to 
say  that  we  were  not  to  be  allowed  to 
amuse  ourselves  in  a  harmless  manner 
on  Sundays.  There  were  great  numbers 
of  young  men  in  the  Metropolis  who 
would  be  glad  to  use  their  muscles  in 
the  wholesome  exercise  of  canoeing,  but 
who  had  no  chance  of  doing  so  in  conse- 
quence of  the  present  absurd  arrange- 
ments, the  alteration  of  which,  in  the 
direction  indicated,  he  felt  sure  would 
confer  a  considerable  boon  on  a  deserv- 
ing class. 

Mu.  RITCHIE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  had  certainly 
not  acted  upon  the  advice  he  had  himself 
given  to  the  Committee  a  short  time  ago, 
that  questions  should  be  dealt  with  in 
their  proper  order ;  and,  therefore,  he 
suggested  to  the  consideration  of  the 
hon.  Member  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  reserve  his  observations  upon 
canoes  until  the  Navy  Estimates  were 
reached?  He  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  although  he  had  not  replied 
to  the  question  relating  to  Kensington 
Gardens,  would  endeavour  to  do  some- 
thing in  the  direction  proposed. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
would  make  inquiries  into  the  regula- 
tions for  closing  the  gates  at  Kensington 
Gardens ;  and  if  he  found  it  practicable 
to  alter  them  in  the  direction  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  he  would  certainly  do  so.  Of 
course,  he  could  not  hold  out  any  expec- 
tation that  the  gates  would  remain  open 
all  night,  because  there  were  many  con- 
siderations which  rendered  that  uudc- 
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sirable;  but  if  it  were  possible  they 
bIiouM  be  kept  open  longer  than  usnaL 
He  had  found  it  necessary  to  shut  up  a 
portion  of  St.  James's  Park  during  the 
uigbt,  inconsequence  of  com plaintsmade 
to  him  by  clergymeti  and  others,  and  he 
was  afraid  his  bon.  Friend  might  not 
approve  that  step.  With  regard  to 
Battersea  park,  he  reminded  the  bon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Dunnell) 
that  this  vas  not  tbe  only  park  in  which 
there  were  lakes  with  boats  upon  them. 
It  bad  been  usual  for  many  years  past 
to  let  out  boats  upon  tbe  water  in  Hyde 
Park  on  week  days,  but  not  on  Sundays, 
and  he  was  quite  satisfied  that  tbe 
public  would  not  wish  that  practice  to 
be  altered.  It  might  be  a  Sabbatarian 
view  of  the  case ;  but  he  pointed  out  to 
the  ban.  Member  that  if  tbe  boats  were 
let  for  hire  on  Sundays  a  considerable 
number  of  persona  would  be  requisite 
to  attend  upon  them,  and  these  would, 
in  consequence,  be  deprived  of  their  day 
of  rest.  The  tendency,  on  the  whole,  was 
to  use  the  parks  as  places  for  walking  in 
on  Sundays,  and  there  was  a  general 
feeling  against  them  being  made  nse  of 
for  other  purposes,  as  was  tbe  case  in 
former  days.  He  remembered  the  time 
when  a  number  of  carriages  were  to  be 
seen  in  the  parks  on  Sundays ;  hut  that 
was  not  so  now,  the  reason  being,  as  he 
believed,  that  people  wished  their  ser- 
vants to  be  employed  on  Sundays  ai 
little  as  possible.  He  was  sorry  to  say 
that  there  were  long  arrears  of  interest 
npon  the  money  advanced  for  Battersea 
Park.  The  original  sum  expended  was 
£200,000,  of  which  £100,000  bad  boen 
repaid. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that,  although 
there  appeared  to  be  a  conscientious  ob. 
jectioQ  to  tbe  employment  of  men  to 
take  pence  for  boat  hire  on  Sunday 
afternoons,  the  same  objection  was  not 
felt  to  the  employment  of  the  personal 
who  took  pence  on  Sundays  for  tbe  use 
of  chairs  in  the   parks.      For  his  own 

Eart,  he  was  unable  to  see  any  difference 
etween  the  two  cases. 

Mh.  SHAW  LEFEVEB  believed  tbe 
Committee  would  understand  that  chairs 
were  more  essential  than  boats  to  the 
comfort  of  the  public  asingthe  parks. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  44. 
Noes  139:  Majority  95.  —  (Div.  List^ 
No.  69.) 

Zlr.  Shatc  Ltfier* 


Servit*  Rttim^n. 
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Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  HEALT  said,  he  rose  for  Uta 
purpose  of  moving  the  reduction  of  tb« 
Vote  by  the  odd  £921 .  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  in  the  reply  he  had  tendered, 
had  not  given  satisfaction  as  te  thii 
matter  of  refusing  to  allow  cabs  to  put 
through  the  Parks.  He  had  only  AtloA 
that  the  custom  in  question  was  an  oU 
one,  andthat  was  no  explanation.  More- 
over, the  case  of  Mr.  Heeps  tbat  th« 
nghthon.  Gentleman  had  quoted  seemed, 
so  far  as  he  (Mr.  Healy)  could  gsthtr, 
to  be  altogether  in  favour  of  the  argn- 
ment  to  whi(;h  the  right  ho&.  Oentlemu 
had  replied.  When  Mr.  Heeps  tu 
poor  he  was  in  favour  of  being  allowtd 
to  pass  through  tbe  Parks  in  cabi;  bat 
when  he  grew  rich  he  was  scand^ited 
at  such  a  proceeding  on  the  part  of  sn;- 
body  else.  A  man  who  hired  a  hBckoej 
cab  for,  say,  \».,  was  not  allowed  to 
drive  through  Hyde  Park  ;  but  a  mu 
who  hired  a  carriage  could  drive  throsrii 
them  as  much  as  he  liked.  Tbe  du- 
ability  in  the  case  of  the  person  who  eo- 
Koged  the  cab  did  not  apply  to  Hjds 
Park  alone,  but  to  Kichmond  Park  u 
well.  It  could  not  be  said  tbat  tli« 
traffic  was  as  great  in  the  latter  aa  in  the 
former;  and  if  there  was  anything  in  the 
argument  that  people  driving  in  theit 
carriages  through  Hyde  Park,  where 
there  was  such  a  large  amount  of  carriap^e 
traffic,  would  be  scandalized  to  see  people 
in  cabs  admitted  amongst  them,  tbe  same 
argument  could  not  apply  in  the  case  oF 
Pichmond  Park.  Whatever  he  might 
do  in  the  matter  of  Hyde  Park,  would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  least,  giis- 
rantee  that  in  tbe,  comparatively  spsih- 
ing,  little-used  Park  at  Richmond  the 
restriction  which  was  complained  of 
would  be  taken  off?  This  House  ot 
Commons  was,  broadly  speaking,  > 
House  of  rich  men — to  a  great  extent  lo 
aristocratic  Assembly — and  it  did  not 
come  well  from  a  Body,  so  many  of 
whom  were  supposed  to  represent  the 
aristocratic  classes,  to  keep  up  this  dii- 
ability  against  tbe  poor.  When  theHoaie 
became  more  and  more  democratic,  ai  it 
would  become — nay,  as  it  was  beconi- 
ing — no  doubt  it  would  put  a  stop  to 
tbe  Chamber  being  a  preserve  for  tbe 
rich.  Botten  Bow,  the  Ladies'  Mile, 
and  other  rides  and  drives,  were  ke^ 
up  for  the  benefit  of  the  aristooratio 
classes.    The  rioh  were  allowed  to  aii 
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lemaelTes  and  their  conyeyaiices  in 
.686  plac68 ;  and  when,  on  behalf  of 
.6  poor,  it  was  urged  merely  that  cabs 
Lould  be  admitted  within  the  Park 
ites,  those  who  made  the  request  were 
et  by  the  aristocratic  classes  saying, 
Oh!  the  traffic  is  too  g^eat."  Possibly, 
.  the  hours  during  which  the  aristo- 
«tio  classes  disported  themselves  in 
16  parks,  there  might  be  too  much  of 
16  present  traffic  for  the  admission  of 
affic  of  another  kind ;  but  there  were 
irtain  hours  during  the  night  and  day 
hen  fashion  did  not  allow  the  aristo- 
racy  to  show  themselves  in  these  places, 
nd,  during  those  hours,  it  could  not  be 
lid  that  '*  the  traffic  was  too  great "  to 
dmit  cabs.  At  12  o'clock  at  night,  for 
astance,  the  aristocracy  were  not  riding 
ind  driving  up  and  down,  at  any  rate, 
n  anything  like  numbers,  and  the  sight 
»f  a  hackney  carriage  would  not  annoy 
hem,  nor  its  presence  interfere  with 
hem  very  much.  It  would  not  come 
)etween  the  wind  and  their  nobility. 
Chen,  again,  there  were  certain  seasons 
rhen  ''  nobody  "  was  supposed  to  be  in 
jondon ;  and  if  **  nobody  "  was  in  Hyde 
?ark,  why  was  it  that  the  poor  were  not 
lUowed  to  drive  through  it  in  cabs  ?  In 
he  Fhcenix  Park  in  Dublin  they  could 
Irive  in  cabs  as  much  as  they  liked,  and 
he  Park  was  in  that  way  a  great  boon 
0  the  public.  People  of  the  middle  and 
»wer  classes,  and,  for  that  matter,  any- 
116,  could  drive  through  the  Park  on 
landays  on  pleasure  excursions;  but 
tirectly  a  person  in  a  hackney  carriage 
ame  to  Bichmond  Park  gates  he  was 
topped  by  a  policeman  or  a  ^'  Ranger," 
na  told  that  he  could  not  go  through. 
^bably  if  the  hackney  carriage  driver 
ras  to  remove  the  number  from  his 
onveyance  and  cover  up  his  badge  he 
light  be  allowed  to  drive  through ;  but 
f  he  did  that,  he  would  be  acting  ille- 
;ally,  and  subjecting  himself  to  a  heavy 
penalty.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  moved  the 
eduction  of  the  Vote  as  a  protest  against 
lackney  cabs  being  allowed  entrance  to 
he  parks,  and  so  that,  the  attention  of 
he  right  hon.  Gentleman  being  called 
o  the  matter,  he  might  consider  it, 
md,  probably  next  year,  see  his  way  to 
oaking  some  concession. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*«That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £90,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
Kuciownry  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 


the  Slat  day  of  llarch  1883,  for  the.Boyal  Park  s 
and  Pleasure  Gkirdens." — {Mr,  Healy.) 

Mr.  EDWARD  SHEIL  said,  that  in 
the  Estimates  under  the  head  of  St. 
James's  Park,  Green  Park,  and  Hyde 
Park,  there  was  an  item  for  Police  ;  and 
in  another  Vote  in  the  Department  of 
'^  Eangers  "  there  was  a  sum  of  £1,273 
for  **  Park  Constables."  How  was  it 
that  this  high  charge  for  constables  was 
not  included  in  the  large  item  imme- 
diately preceding  it  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the 
constables  of  the  parks  were  an  entirely 
different  body  from  the  Metropolitan 
Police.  The  Metropolitan  Police  were 
employed  in  the  parks ;  but,  in  addition 
to  these,  there  were  constables  who  were 
permanent  officials  there.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  was 
mistaken  with  regard  to  Richmond  Park. 
[**  No,  no !  "]  Well,  certainly,  he  was 
not  aware  of  the  restriction  complained 
of  by  the  hon.  Member.  He  had  re- 
cently driven  through  the  park  in  a  fly 
hired  from  the  Station  without  being 
interfered  with.  With  regard  to  Hyde 
Park,  it  was  only  a  matter  of  public 
convenience  whether  or  not  cabs  ahould 
be  allowed  in  the  drives.  From  Lan- 
caster Gate  to  Queen's  Gate  cabs  were 
allowed ;  therefore,  if  it  was  said  that  a 
thoroughfare  was  required  in  the  park 
through  which  cabs  could  drive,  the 
answer  was  that  it  already  existed.  There 
was  no  other  drive  in  which  it  was  con- 
sidered necessary  to  allow  cabs ;  but  if 
a  thoroughfare  was  desirable  in  any 
other  direction,  no  doubt  cabs  would  be 
permitted  to  use  it.  He  objected  to  this 
being  considered  a  question  as  between 
rich  and  poor ;  and,  in  the  interest  of  the 
poor  themselves,  it  was  important  that 
they  should  prevent  the  parks  being 
used  merely  for  traffic  purposes,  for 
enabling  people  to  get  conveyance  from 
one  point  to  another.  The  people  who 
used  the  park  went  there  for  enjoy- 
ment ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  desirable  to 
limit  the  use  of  it  as  a  thoroughfare  as 
much  as  possible. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  explanation  they  had 
just  heard  was  particularly  satisfactory, 
inasmuch  as  it  left  the  question  just 
where  it  was  before.  It  seemed  that  a 
certain  class  of  persons  might  drive  in 
that  part  of  Hyde  Park  set  apart  for 
driving,  whilst  another  class  were  not 
allowed  that  privilege.   People  who  used 
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8HAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
.  be  florry  if  he  had  misled  the 
ittee  on  this  matter.  He  had  said 
here  was  no  prohibition  against 
lassing  through  Eichmond  Park, 
9  had  been  of  opinion  that  that 
ie  case;  but  the  hon.  Member 
1  to  dispute  it.     He  would  pro- 

0  make  inquiries  into  the  sub- 

HEALY  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
e  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a 
n,  and  that  if  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
i  would  promise  to  consider  the 
i  with  a  view  of  increasing  the 
BS  to  the  public  for  passing  through 
ond  Park,  he  (Mr.  Healy)  would 
aw  his  Amendment,  and  would 
[uestion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

1  the  matter  some  time  next  week, 
f  embers  might  fairly  be  satisfied 

present  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
's promise.  If,  however,  he  (Mr. 
was  in  the  House  next  year  he 
interrogate  the  Gt)vernment  as  to 
irability  of  allowing  Hyde  Park 
ain  open  all  day  and  all  night, 
he  ordinary  traffic  there  could  not 
y  be  interfered  with  by  the  ad- 
i  of  cabs. 

BYRNE  said,  that  he  himself  had 
)rohibited  from  driving  through 
md  Park  in  a  fly.  He  had  gone 
n  two  occasions,  once  he  had  gone 
3r  the  purpose  of  getting  a  little 
ir,  and  that  was  the  occasion  on 
he  was  prevented  from  passing 
1 ;  but  on  another  occasion,  when 
rived  at  the  Park  Gates,  the  driver 
ley  were  going  to  Lord  John 
's,  and  they  were  allowed  to  pro- 
From  this  it  had  seemed  to  him 
,e  Park  was  not  so  much  for  the 
18  for  Lord  John  Russell. 
3CHREIBER  said,  he  wished  to 
lie  attention  of  the  First  Com- 
er of  Works  to  the  condition  of 
lilies  in  Hyde  Park.  What,  he 
>d,  had  originally  been  a  flaw  in 
ting  had  developed,  under  the 
ction  of  time  and  the  London 
acre,  into  a  serious  wound,  not, 
t  have  been  expected,  on  the  heel, 

the  calf  of  the  right  leg.  The 
•n  of  the  statue  gave  him  the  im- 
i   that  if  it  was  not  for  the  coat 

behind  it,  the  leg  would  break 
the  statue  fall  forward.  He  had 
9en  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
n  to  this  matter. 


Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  would 
certainly  inquire  into  the  matter. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £31,110,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  Bom 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1883,  for  the  Buildings  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament." 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  wished  to  make 
a  suggestion  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, which  he  thought  would  facilitate 
the  course  of  Public  Business,  and  it  was, 
that  they  should  now  agree  to  Progress 
being  reported.  The  noble  Marquess 
the  present  Leader  of  the  Government 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  an- 
nounced that  he  intended  to-night  to 
make  a  proposition  which  he  mmself 
would  admit  was  of  an  unprecedented 
nature.  It  was  one  to  which  the  House 
could  not  be  expected  to  assent  without* 
at  least,  some  discussion.  In  order  that 
that  discussion  might  take  place,  he  sug- 
gested that  the  Government  should  agree 
to  the  Chairman  reporting  Progress. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
he  would  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress , 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  Cavm^ 
diih  Bentinck.) 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  did  not  propose  to  go  beyond 
the  next  Vote.  It  would  be  convenient 
if  the  Committee  would  consent  to  take 
that.  [**  No,  no  !  "]  If  he  thought  it 
would  necessitate  a  long  discussion,  he 
would  not  suggest  that  they  should  take 
the  next  Vote.  They,  however,  would 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  next  Vote  in  a 
very  short  time. 

Mr.  healy  said,  if,  as  the  noble 
Lord  stated,  it  would  not  take  them  long 
to  dispose  of  the  next  Vote,  it  would  not 
take  them  long  when  it  came  on  again. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Hon- 
day  next. 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 
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BILL. -[Bill  113.] 
(Jfr.  Hibbert,  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt.) 

COMMITEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  will,  upon  Tuesday 
next,  at  Two  of  the  clock,  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee." — {^Lord 
Biehard  Grosvenor.) 

Mr.   CHAPLIN  said,   that    on    this 
occasion  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  op- 
posing the  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  taken 
at  2  o'clock  on  Tuesday  next.     He  had 
some  reason  to  complain  of    the  very 
scant  Notice  that  had  been  g^ven  to  the 
House  of  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  appropriate  the  Tuesdays 
for  the  rest  of  the  Session.     It  was  true 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  an  announce- 
ment to  that  effect  last  night ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  that    announcement  was   made. 
He  did  not  say  it  was  the  fault  of  the 
noble  Lord  ;  but,  whosoever  the  fault,  it 
was  the  fact  that  the  Motion  was  made 
during  the  dinner-hour,  when  the  House 
was  nearly  empty,  and  nine  out  of  ten 
Members  in  the  building  were  not  in  a 
position  to  know  that  such  an  announce- 
ment had  been  made.     Let  the  House 
for  a  moment  consider  what  were  the 
Motions  that  were  to  be  superseded  in 
this  high-handed  way  by  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.      He   had 
looked    at    the    list     of     Motions    for 
Tuesday,    and    found    that    there   was 
a  Motion  to  be  made  on  the  subject  of 
Lunacy,  and  another  on  the  much-vexed 
question  of  the  Deceased  AVife's  Sister. 
Whatever  might  be  the  opinions  they 
entertained  on  the  last-named  subject, 
there  could  be  no   doubt   it   was  one 
which  excited  very  considerable  interest 
in  the  House  and  very  widespread  in- 
terest in   the  country.      Then,   he  ob- 
served, there  was  a  Motion  down  for 
leave  to  introduce  a   Bill  for  Sunday 
Closing,    which   was     also   a    question 
that    excited     great     interest     in    the 
country  and  in  the  minds  of  many  hon. 
Members  in   the  House.      There  was, 
further,  a  Motion  by  an  Irish  Member 
in  regard  to  the  remuneration  of  teachers 
in  primary  schools  in   Ireland.     Even 
this  did  not  exhaust  the  whole  list ;  be- 
cause there  were  other  Motions  which 


would  be  brought  forward  on  Tnesdaji 
if  opportunity  occurred,  which  did  not 
appear  on  the  Paper.      He  happened  to 
know  of  one  himself — a  Motion  m  which 
he  was  interested,  which  he  submitted 
to  the  House  of  Commons  last  year,  and 
which  he  had  been  anxiously  waiting 
for  an  opportunity  of  bringing  forward 
again  this  year.     The  question  was  one 
which  excited  great  interest  in  the  agri- 
cultural community  of  this  country.  He 
was  anxious  to  call  attention  to  this— 
that,  in  spite  of  all  remonstrances  from 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  last 
Session,  it  was  the  fact  that  the  importa- 
tion of  diseased  cattle  into  this  country 
had  been  permitted  almost  every  month. 
This  was  a  state  of  things  which  caused 
great  anxiety  and  alarm  amongst  the 
agricultural  portion  of  the  commanitj, 
and  it  occurred  at  a  period  when  the 
interests  of  agriculture  were  most  de- 
pressed, and  when  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  classes  deserved  the  earnest 
attention  of  Parliament  and  the  country. 
The  Motion  on  that  subject  would  be 
superseded  entirely  if  this  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord  were  accepted.     But 
he  wished  to  remind  the  House  that  it 
was  not  only  the  Motions  which  stood 
on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday  next,  but  the 
Motions  for  every  succeeding  Tuesday  in 
the  Session,  which  would  be  superseded 
if  the  noble  Lord's  Motion  were  adopted. 
On  consulting  the  Order  Book,  he  found 
that  the  first  Motion  of  importance  down 
for  a  Tuesday  after  the  Tuesday  he  had 
referred  to  was  one  which  would  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  to  declare  that  the 
maintenance  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment in  Scotland  was  indefensible.    No 
one  who  was  at  all  acquainted  with  pub- 
lic feeling  in  Scotland,  whatever  opinion 
they  might  entertain  with  regard  to  it, 
could  deny  that  this  was  a  question  which 
excited  immense  interest  in  Scotland  at 
the  present  time;  and  it  was  a  ques- 
tion   which  he   should   think,  judging 
from  what  had  fallen  from   him  with 
regard  to  it,  possessed  considerable  in- 
terest for  the  noble  Lord  himself.    An 
hon.  Member  sitting  on  his  left  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  AVollf),  he  also  found,  had  a 
Motion  down  on  the  Paper  for  a  Tuesday 
— a  Motion  of  immense  importance,  in 
which  he  proposed  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Houseof  Commons  to  therecentcourse 
of  events  in  Egypt,  and  move  a  Resolu- 
tion.     This  subject  was  one  which  de- 
served the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
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whieh  ought  not  to  be  summarily  dis- 
posed of  by  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  taking  the  days  of  private  Mem- 
bers. This  Motion  was  followed  by  one 
standing  in  the  name  of  a  most  devoted 
and  constant  supporter  of  the  Govern- 
ment— the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands) — and  it  had  reference 
to  the  present  enormous  amount  of  the 
National  Expenditure.  This  Motion  was 
practically  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
Government  for  the  extravagant  ex- 
penditure in  which  they  were  indulgin<^ 
at  the  present  time.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
ahould  like  to  know  what  would  have 
been  said  by  the  other  side,  supposing 
the  Conservative  Party  had  been  in 
power,  and  they  had  been  guilty  of  a 
similar  expenditure  to  that  which  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
larv  Bench  were  incurring,  and  a  Vote 
of  Censure  on  them  had  been  proposed, 
and  they  had  endeavoured  to  supersede  it 
by  appropriating  private  Members'  days? 
There  was  a  vast  number  of  other  Mo- 
tions— beyond  those  he  had  mentioned, 
he  saw  a  list  of  eight  or  nine,  all  of 
them  deserving  of  the  attention  of  the 
House  of  Commons — which  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  waiting  for  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  forward.  There  was  one  which 
related  to  the  question  of  arrears  of  rent 
in  Ireland ;  another  which  called  atten- 
tion to  the  progress  of  Russia  in  Central 
Asia.  Although  it  was  perfectly  true 
that  there  had  been  four  or  five  occa- 
sions  of  late  on  which  the  House  had 
been  counted  out  on  the  nights  which 
were  appropriated  to  private  Members, 
they  must  remember  that  these  '*  counts 
oat"  had  been  very  much  the  fault  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  not  assist- 
ing, as  they  ought  to  have  done,  in 
keeping  a  House;  and  that  it  had  so 
happened  that  those  private  Members 
who  had  Notices  on  the  Paper  which 
did  possess  great  interest  to  the  House 
of  Commons  had  not  been  fortunate 
enough  to  obtain  a  place  on  the  Paper, 
which  gave  a  reasonable  hope  that  their 
Motions  were  likely  to  be  considered. 
All  these  Motions  to  which  he  had  alluded 
were  to  be  sacrificed  by  the  action  of  the 
Government.  If  the  Government  liad 
intimated  to  the  House  that  they  in- 
tended to  raise  any  question  of  great 
importance  on  Tuesday;  if  they  had 
given  the  smallest  idea,  for  instance, 
that  the  House  might  expect  to  hear 
from  them  a   statement  on   a  subject 
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which  all  classes  were  waiting  so 
anxiously  to  hear  something  about — 
namely,  the  policy  they  proposed  to  pur- 
sue in  Ireland  for  the  future,  in  the 
place  of  that  which  had  so  disastrously 
collapsed — or,  indeed,  if  they  had  given 
the  House  some  reason  to  imagine  that 
they  intended  to  adopt  some  proposal 
really  to  facilitate  the  progress  of  Public 
Business  in  the  House,  and  which  would 
have  commended  itself  to  the  general 
sense  and  feeling  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, then,  he  believed,  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  there  would  have  been  a 
general  disposition  to  give  them  every 
opportunity  they  sought ;  but  the  House 
had  heard  of  nothing  of  the  kind.  On 
the  contrary,  judging  from  the  utter- 
ances of  the  Government,  there  was 
every  reason  to  believe  that  they  intended 
to  proceed  with  their  1st  Besolution  as 
to  Public  Business  in  the  House,  with- 
out any  alteration  or  modification  what- 
ever, although  it  was  repugnant  to 
almost  every  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side,  and  to  the  vast 
majority  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House.  Practically,  it  came  to  this — 
that  they  were  asked  to  sacrifice  all  the 
days  of  private  Members  for  the  rest  of 
the  Session  in  order  to  give  facilities  to 
the  Government  for  proceeding  with 
proposals  which  did  not  commend  them- 
selves in  any  considerable  degree  to  the 
general  sense  or  feeling  of  the  House. 
But  he  thought  he  might,  perhaps,  on 
even  broader  grounds  than  these,  ask 
hon.  Members  to  resist  this  Motion.  Un- 
less he  was  mistaken,  the  present  Go- 
vernment last  Session  appropriated  a 
larger  amount  of  public  time  than  had 
ever,  in  his  recollection,  been  appro- 
priated by  an  Administration ;  and  what 
had  been  the  result  ?  Nearly  the  whole 
of  that  time  was  devoted  to  the  conside- 
ration of  Irish  questions,  and  to  the  de- 
velopment of  what  they  were  pleased  to 
call  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Government; 
and  what  had  followed  on  that,  which  he 
would  call  their  misuse  of  so  much  time? 
Why,  it  was  described  the  other  night 
by  an  hon.  Member  who  was  a  mout  de- 
voted and  consistent  supporter  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government — a  Member  for 
whoso  opinion  the  Government  enter- 
tained the  utmost  respect,  and  whom 
they  had  appointed  to  serve  in  a  most 
responsible  position  in  Ireland — he  w€is 
speaking  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).     This  hou. 
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Member  had  said  that  what  had  followed 
on  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, to  which  so  much  of  the  public  time 
had  been  devoted,  was  this — *'  that  at 
the  present  moment " — he  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
was  quoting  the  hon.  Member's  exact 
words — **  there  was  absolute  war  between 
the  Government  and  the  people  of  some 
counties  of  Ireland."  If  the  Government 
had  so  misused  the  time  placed  at  their 
disposal  last  Session,  and  then  called 
upon  private  Members  to  sacrifice  the 
days  appropriated  to  private  Members, 
and  such  results  were  to  follow  from 
that  sacrifice,  the  less  time  that  was  in 
future  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment the  better — for,  so  far  as  he 
was  able  to  form  a  judgment,  the  more 
time  they  got,  the  more  mischief  they 
did.  He  therefore  proposed  to  omit  the 
words  **  at  Two  of  the  clock." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **Two  of  the  clock." — (J/r. 
Chaplin,) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS :   I  am 
not  going  to  enter  into  the  large  ques- 
tion which  my  hon.  Friend  has  raised ; 
but,  with  every  wish  to  further  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  there  is  one  matter 
upon  which  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  of 
the  noble  Marquess,  not  relating  to  any 
Motion  for  Tuesdays,  but  to  the  Bills 
which  come  after  Motions.     Very  often 
on  Tuesdays  the  Motions  disappear,  and 
the  Wednesdays  are  absolutely  absorbed 
already,  so  that  no  one  has  a  chance  of 
putting  down  a  Bill  for  fair  discussion. 
Tlie  only  chance,  therefore,  is  that  any 
Bill  which  it  is  wished  to  promote  should 
be  taken  on  Tnoaday,  when  the  Motions 
arc  practically  disposed  of.     But  if  the 
Government  take  four  hours  from  the 
Tuesday   Sitting,    there    is    very  little 
chance  for  such  a  Bill,  and  its  chance  is 
almost  reduced  to  a  nullity.     It  is  some- 
times said  that  the  House  of  Lords  have 
not   done   much   work ;  but  they  have 
undoubtedly  passed  one  or  two  Bills  of 
importance,  and  it  is  with  regard  to  one 
of  those   measures,    which    deals   with 
a  question  of  vital  importance  at    the 
present  moment,  especially  having  re- 
gard to  the  recent  agricultural  depres- 
sion, that  I  wish  to  ask  a  question — 
I   moan   the    Bill    relating    to   Settled 
Estates.      I  shall    not   enter  into  the 

Mr,  Chaplin 


merits  of  that  Bill,  bnt  it  deals  witli 
that  question  in  a  lai^  and  oompre- 
hensive  spirit ;  and  I  think  it  is  due  to 
the  trouble  taken  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor upon  the  matter  that  the  House 
of  Commons  should  express  its  opinion 
upon  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
before  any  long  time  shall  have  elapsed. 
I  am  sure  the  noble  Lord  will  agree 
that  it  is  a  matter  of  great  importance, 
and  one  in  which  great  interest  is  felt  bj 
the  country.  If  the  Government  are 
^ing  to  take  the  whole  of  the  Tuesdaye 
into  their  own  hands,  I  hope  I  maj  hare 
an  opportunity  of  taking  a  discusdon 
upon  the  second  reading  of  that  Bill. 
I  quite  admit  that,  it  being  down  for 
Tuesday,  which  is  a  Motion  day,  there 
is  some  chance  of  getting  it  on  ;  but  if 
you  take  half  of  Tuesday  away,  that 
chance  is  reduced  to  a  nullity.  I  hope, 
if  the  Government  persist  in  this  Motion, 
some  facility  may  be  given  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  measure. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member    for    Mid    Lincolnshire    (Mr. 
Chaplin)  into  the  remarks  he  has  made 
with  reference  to  the  Procedure  Bules 
of  the  Government,  or  their  policy  in 
Ireland.     No  doubt,  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  that  any  opportunity  is  a  suffi- 
cient peg  upon  which  to  hang  an  attack 
upon  the  Government ;  but  I  am  under 
the  impression  that  sufficient  time  has 
been  given  to  those  subjects,  and  that, 
at  all  events,  there  will  be  other  oppor- 
tunities, perhaps  more  appropriate  than 
this,  for  discussing  them.     The  fact  is 
that,  although  the  time  has  varied  in 
different  ways,  the  practice  of  askine 
for  Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays  has  been  resorted  to  in  previous 
years  very  much   earlier  than   is  now 
proposed.     In  1878,  when  the  Conser- 
vatives were  in    power,  five   Morning 
Sittings  had  actually  been  held  before 
the  date  at  which  I  am  now  addressing 
the  House — namely,    on    March   19th, 
for  Supply ;  on  March  26th ;  on  March 
29th,  for  the  Mutiny  Bill ;  on  April  12th, 
for  Ways  and  Means ;  and  on  April  1 6th, 
for  the  Budget  Bill.     The  hon.  Member 
says  the  House  might  have  considered 
this  proposal  if  we  had  any  measure  of 
first-rate  importance  to  bring  forward. 
The  hon.  Member  has  altogether  omitted 
to  state  whether  he  considers  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Bill  of  importance  or 
not.    It  does  not  appear  to  be  one  in 
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which  he  takes  any  interest ;  but  I  ven- 
ture to  think  it  is,  at  least,  of  as  much 
importance  as  any  of  those  I  have  enu- 
merated, and  which,  during  1878,  wore 
liscoMed  at  five  Morning  Sittings  before 
this  date.     Then  the  hon.  Member  says 
ire  are  going  to  appropriate  the  Tues- 
lays.     That  is  putting  the  case  a  little 
too  strongly.     We  are  only  going  to  aek 
khe  House  to  give  us  the  Morning  Sit- 
ting, and  the  Evening  Sitting  will  remain 
for  private  Members;   and   if  private 
ICembers  will  only  avail  themselves  of 
lie  Evening  Sitting  they  will  still  have 
IS  long  a  period  for  the  discussion  of 
my  Motion  as  they  have  thought   it 
lesirable  to  take  on  any  Tuesday  up  to 
Jie  present  time  this  Session.     The  hon. 
Ifember  has  alluded  to    some  of  the 
STotices,  and  he  appears  to  consider  that 
ihey  relate  to  matters  of  very  great  im- 
Miianoe.    All  I  can  say  is,  that  it  is 
iztremely  unfortunate  that  all  the  im- 
portance and  apparent  interest  in  these 
iCotions  should  have  managed  to  post- 
pone themselves  until  a  Tuesday  at  the 
)nd  of  April,  and  that,  on  those  succes- 
ive  Taesdays  on  which  those  measures 
»f  importance  might  have  been  brought 
brward,  the  House  has  been  so  unfor- 
nnate  that  nothing  has  been  presented 
or   its    consideration     except    matters 
f hioh  could  not  attract  the  attention  of 
i  quorum  of  40  Members.    The  hon. 
iCember    reproaches    the    Government 
rith  not  having  kept  a  House  ;  but  it  is 
mpossible  for  the  Government  to  take 
hat  responsibility .     It  never  has  been 
aken   by  the  Government.     I  do  not 
hink  a  quorum  of  40   Members  is  an 
inreasonable    proportion    to     ask    the 
louse  to  form  ;  and  if  an  hon.  Member 
las  a  Motion  to  bring  forward,  and  can- 
lot  secure  the  attendance  of  40  Members 
Kthout  the   assistance  of  the  Govern- 
lent,  I  think  he  has  no  great  reason  to 
omplain  if  the  Sitting  is  cut  short.   The 
lon.  Member  has  raised  the  considera- 
lon  of  subjects  which  are  still  on  the 
^aper  for  discussion.     I  make  this  pro- 
osisd,  in  great  part,  for  the  purpose  of 
Dggesting  a  way  of  preventing  time 
rom  actually  being  wasted ;  and,  as  I 
ave    already  said,   on    six   successive 
'uesday  nights,    although   there    is    a 
reat  deal  of   work   to    be   done,  the 
louse  has  adjourned  within  a  few  hours 
f  meeting.     That,  so  far  as  the  Goverii- 
lent   are  aware,  is  a  state  of  things 
xtremely  likely  to  be  repeated ;  and  we 


think  it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  that,  at  all  events,  the  mornings  of 
these  days  should  be  applied  to  making 
progress  with  Public  Business.     There 
is  one    other    ground    upon    which    I 
may   appeal   to   the    House   to   assent 
to    this    Motion.      I    think    that    any 
Member  who  has  attended  the  course  of 
Business    during   the    present   Session 
must  have  observed  how  large  a  pro- 
portion of  the  time   nominally  appro- 
priated to  the  purposes  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  virtually  appropriated  to  inde- 
pendent Members.     The  hon.  Member 
talks  of  our  appropriating  the  time  of 
private  Members ;   I  have  shown  that 
we  do  not    appropriate    the  whole  of 
Tuesdays.     We  only  ask  for  a  certain 
portion  of  Tuesdays  by  taking  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting ;  and  if  hon.  Members  will 
recollect  how  many  Mondays  and  Thurs- 
days,   when   Supply  has   been   on   the 
Paper,  almost  the  whole  time  has  been 
spent  in  Motions  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair,  I  think  they  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  some  reciprocal  conces- 
sion is  due  to  the   Government.     The 
hon.  Member  opposite  said  a  short  time 
ago  that  every  delay  in  Business  is  owing 
to  the  mismanagement  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  Prime  Minister  said  he 
never  recollected  a  time  when  that  state- 
ment was  not  made  by  the  Opposition. 
I  dare  say  it  has  often  been  made  with 
considerable  truth;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  think  the  House  must  admit  that  it  is 
impossible  for  us,  or  any  other  Govern- 
ment, to   make   bricks  without  straw  ; 
and  if  the  whole  of  the  time  on  nominal 
Government  nights  is  to  be  appropriated 
by  discussions  on  the  Motion  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair,  aud  we  are  not 
allowed  the  privilege  which  has  been 
given    to   other    Governments    in    the 
matter  of  Morning  Sittings,  I  do  not 
see  how  the  House  can  expect  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  any  progress.     AVith 
reference  to  what  has  been  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross),  the  Government  alto- 
gether acknowledge  the  importance  of 
tlie  Bill  to  which  ho  has  made  refer- 
ence.   That  Bill  was,  I  believe,  accepted 
aud  supported  by  the  Representatives 
of  the  Government  in  *'  another  place,*' 
and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  as  to  its 
importance.     The  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
acknowledges    that    the     prospects    of 
taking  a  discussion  on  its  second  read- 
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ing  are  somewhat  remote.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  can  recollect  any  recent 
occasion  upon  which  the  discussion  of 
an  important  Bill  has  been  able  to  take 
place  on  Tuesday  night ;  and,  therefore, 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
makes  any  great  sacrifice  in  regard  to 
the  proposal  I  now  submit.  I  am  quite 
certain,  however,  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
will  be  willing  to  admit  the  importance 
of  the  subject,  and  to  make  any  arrange- 
ment by  which  it  would  be  possible  to 
fi^e  an  opportunity  for  its  discussion, 
trust  the  House  will  agree  to  what  I 
believe  is  a  thoroughly  preoedented  pro- 
position. I  may  now  add  that,  although 
we  propose  to  ask  the  House  to  give  us 
a  Morning  Sitting  on  every  remaining 
Tuesday  of  the  Session,  the  only  ques- 
tion before  us  now  is  that  a  Morning 
Sitting  shall  be  taken  on  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  be  insensible  to  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Marquess;  and 
if  the  noble  Lord  had  asked  the  House 
to  devote  one  Tuesday  to  the  transaction 
of  Government  Business,  he  did  not  think 
that  proposal  would  have  been  met  with 
the  opposition  which  had  now  been 
evoked. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  said,  in  giving  Notice  yesterday,  that 
my  intention  was  to  ask  the  House  to 
give  us,  as  a  rule.  Morning  Sittings  on 
Tuesdays,  but  that  nothing  was  now 
before  the  House  except  a  proposal  for 
a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  it  was  the  Notice 
of  the  noble  Lord  that  he  had  that 
design  on  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers which  caused  alarm.  There  was  no 
action  he  studied  in  the  opposition  to 
the  late  Government  with  more  interest 
than  the  noble  Lord's  own  example.  He 
found  that  in  1875,  which  was  the  first 
complete  Session  of  the  late  Conserva- 
tive Government,  when  they  made  a  pro- 
posal, which,  he  admitted,  went  further 
than  the  present  proposal — namely,  to 
take  tlie  whole  of  Tuesday,  June  22nd, 
the  noble  Lord,  who  was  then  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  thought  it  his  duty  to 
come  to  the  House  and  protect  the  rights 
of  private  Members.  That  was  rather  a 
remarkable  Session,  because  the  time  of 
the  Government  had  been  greatly  taken 
up,  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session,  by 
the  renewal  of  the  Peace  Preservation 
Act,  which  had  been  in  force  for  five 
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years,   and  a  g^at  deal  of  time  was 
wasted  on  the  discussion  of  that  Bill; 
but  the  noble  Lord,   on  the  22nd  of 
June,  not  only  complained  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  wishing  to 
appropriate  the  time  of  private  Mem- 
bers, but  made  an  observation,  on  the 
proposal  to  take  Morning  Sittings,  wHch 
induced  the  impression  that  he  would 
hardly  have  made  such  a  proposal  as  he 
now  placed  before  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  said  the  Government  had  made  a 
liberal  use  of  Morning  Sittings,  that  had 
begun  as    early   as   the   16tli  March. 
There  was  another  Morning  Sitting  on 
the  30th  April;  another  on  May  4th; 
another  on  May  1 1th ;  and  the  Morning 
Sittings  began,  as  a  rule,  on  May  24th  in 
previous  years.     He  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  found  that  the  exceptional 
rule  was  never  adopted  earlier  than  May 
11th,    and  the  formal  Kesolution  had 
been  adopted  on  May  26th,  June  3rd,  or 
July  2nd.    The  example  of  the  noble 
rx)rd,  in  making  these  observations,  had 
such  an  effect  on  the  present  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Fawcett),  who  was  at  that 
time  very  jealous  of  the  rights  of  private 
Members,   that  he  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, resisting  the  proposal  to  take  the 
days  of   private  Members,  and  made 
some  strong  observations  on  the  im- 
portance of    preserving  the  rights  of 
private  Members,  which,  no  doubt,  if 
he  were  in  his  place  to-night,  he  would 
now  have  repeated.    He  called  upon  the 
then  hon.   Member  for  York  (Mr.  J* 
Lowther)   and  other  hon.   Members  to 
support    his  Kesolution ;    and    so  im- 
pressed were  the   Government  of  that 
day  of  the  reasonableness  of  that  op- 
position, that  they  consented  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  until  the  follow- 
ing Thursday.  Mr.  Disraeli  being  present 
on  the  Thursday,  the  Motion  was  iiot 
discussed,  but  was,  for  the  time,  aban- 
doned.     In  consequence  of  the  impto*" 
sion  made  by  this  opposition  by  tbo 
noble  Lord  and  his  Friends,  in  1876  th® 
regular  Tuesday  Morning  Sittings  did 
not  begin  until  June  13th ;  in  1877  tboy 
did  not  begin  until  June  19th  ;  in  18i^» 
which  was  the  year  quoted  by  the  noblo 
Marquess,  the  general  taking  of  Mortt' 
ing  Sittings  did  not  begin  till  June  4th; 
while  in  1879  they  only  began  on  JuO® 
10th.  He  (Mr.  Gorst),  therefore,  though* 
he  was  quite  justified  in  saying  thati^ 
the  Government  were  now  asking  for  • 
I  Morning  Sitting  for  the  specific  parp069 
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of  making  progress  with  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Bill,  it  would  be  wise  for  the 
House  to  agree  for  that  particular  pur- 
pose; but  if  the  Government  were,  as 
the  noble  Lord  threatened,  g^i^g  from 
Tuesday  next  to  take  every  succeeding 
Tuesday,  and  so  extinguish,  to  a  great 
extent,  the  rights  of  private  Members, 
he  thought  he  was  justified  in  applying 
to  such  Parliamentary  proceedings  the 
epithet  **  unprecedented." 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General,  on  a  former 
occasion,  had  referred  to  him.  He  had 
not  been  aware  tliat  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  done  him  that  honour ;  but 
the  sentiments  which  he  had  expressed 
on  that  occasion  were  identical  with  those 
which  he  entertained  now  —  namely, 
that  the  proposal  to  commence  Morn- 
ing Sittings  was  really  one  which  it 
would  be  unwise  for  the  House  to  de- 
cline to  adopt.  In  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  **  counts  out,"  and  the  duty  of 
keeping  a  House  on  private  Members' 
nights,  he  ventured  to  differ  from  the 
opinion  expressed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin), that  the  noble  Lord  the  {Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  was  wrong  in  declining,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  any  responsi- 
bility for  the  ** counts  out"  which  had 
taken  place  on  various  Tuesdays  during 
the  present  Session.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  it  had  never  been  con- 
sidered the  duty  of  the  Government  of 
the  day  to  keep  a  House  on  the  days 
devoted  exclusively  to  the  Motions  of 
private  Members.  The  noble  Lord  also 
referred  to  the  fact  that  much  of  the 
time  which  was  nominally  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Executive  Government 
had  been,  during  the  present  Session, 
monopolized,  to  a  very  great  extent,  by 
private  Members  in  availing  themselves 
of  the  opportunities  afforded  to  them,  on 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  of  bringing  forward  indepen- 
dent Motions  of  their  own.  But  the 
noble  Lord  might  have  gone  a  little 
further.  He  might  have  referred  to  the 
fjAct  that  not  only  had  those  legitimate 
opportunities  of  calling  attention  to 
g^evances  before  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply  been  taken  advantage  of  by 
private  Members,  but  that  during  the 
present  Session  there  had  been  more 
than  one  instance,   on  a  Government 


night,  in  which  the  very  illegitimate 
practice  had  been  resorted  to  of  moving 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House  at  the 
time  of  Questions.  He  ventured  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  of 
the  Government  generally,  to  the  fact 
that  if  the  legitimate  opportunities  were 
taken  away  from  private  Members,  they 
would  invariably  find  that  the  tempta- 
tion was  the  greater  to  have  recourse  to 
the  illegitimate  practices  he  had  referred 
to,  and  that  private  Members  would 
adopt  less  orderly  means  for  calling 
attention  to  grievances,  and  for  eliciting 
the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  Minis- 
terial answers  to  Questions,  which  seemed 
to  annoy  them,  and  which  were  deemed 
unsatisfactory.  The  Government,  in 
the  New  Bules  of  Procedure,  proposed 
to  take  away  the  opportunity  of  mov- 
ing the  Adjournment  of  the  House 
at  the  time  of  Questions;  and  the 
proposal  afforded  an  additional  reason 
why  the  non-official  Members  of  the 
House  should  feel  disposed  to  scrutinize 
very  closely  any  additional  weapons  that 
were  proposed  to  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Ho  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  not  lose 
sight  of  the  fact  that  by  proposing  to  take 
away  from  the  Members  of  the  House  the 
time-honoured  precedents  under  which 
they  were  able  to  bring  forward  almost 
any  matter  in  which  they  took  a  legiti- 
mate interest,  the  Government  had  con- 
tributed largely  to  those  disorderly  prac- 
tices which,  undoubtedly,  seemed  to  have 
made  considerable  way  during  the  time 
that  the  present  Ministry  had  held  the 
reins  of  Office.  He  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord,  seeing  that  the  feeling  of  a  large 
section  of  the  House  was  decidedly  op- 
posed to  the  proposal  which  he  had 
brought  forward,  would  reconsider  the 
decision  to  which  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
hoped  the  Government  had  not  definitely 
arrived ;  and  that  he  would,  at  any  rate, 
allow  the  ordinary  proceedings  of  the 
House  to  take  their  usual  course  until 
such  a  period  of  the  Session  had  arrived 
as  would  enable  the  Government  to 
assure  the  House  that  they  had  certain 
definite  measures  to  submit,  and  to  ask 
tho  House  to  give  up  its  time  for  that 
purpose.  When  this  system  of  Morn- 
ing Sittings  was  first  introduced,  he  re- 
membered that  it  was  distinctly  laid 
down  at  the  time  by  Mr.  Disraeli  that 
they  were  only  for  the  progress  of  Bills 
in  Committee.     If  the  noble  Lord  had 
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his  Hansard  in  his  hand,  he  would  be 
able  to  see  at  once  that  that  was  the 
ground  upon  which  the  concession  of 
Morning  Sittings  was  originally  advo- 
cated on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House.  It  had  always  been  held  that 
Morning  Sittings  should  not  be  encou- 
raged except  when  the  pressure  of  Public 
Business  was  very  great,  and  there  were 
specific  measures  to  bring  forward. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
merely  rose  in  order  to  point  out  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not  so 
blameless  and  so  free  of  responsibility 
in  regard  to  recent* 'counts-out"  on  Tues- 
days as  they  were  endeavouring  to  make 
out.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  said 
it  had  never  been  the  habit  for  the 
Government  of  the  day  to  admit  that  it 
was  any  part  of  their  duty  to  keep  a 
House  on  the  days  devoted  to  the  use  of 
private  Members.  But  he  (Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy)  apprehended  that  when  the 
Government  put  an  important  Motion 
down  upon  the  Paper,  it  really  became 
their  duty  to  keep  a  House  in  order  that 
they  might  have  an  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing it  forward  ;  and  that  was  precisely 
wbat  had  occurred  in  the  present  Session. 
On  two,  at  least,  of  the  days  on  which 
the  House  had  been  counted  out,  the 
Government  had  put  down  a  most  im- 
portant Motion  for  the  appointment  of 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee.  Up  to 
the  present  time  there  was  no  Public 
Accounts  Committee  in  existence.  On 
three  or  four  occasions  the  Motion  had 
been  put  on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday,  and 
yet  the  Government  took  no  pains 
whatever  to  keep  a  House.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  could  not  ag^ee  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last 
that  the  Government  were  altogether  free 
from  responsibility  for  having  allowed 
the  time  of  the  House  to  be  uselessly 
frittered  away. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  happened 
to  have  been  present  on  five  of  tiie  occa- 
sions when  the  House  was  counted  out 
by  Mr.  Speaker ;  and  he  might,  there- 
fore, be  supposed  to  be  a  witness  upon 
the  question  now  under  consideration. 
If  the  noble  Marquess  simply  proposed 
that  the  Government  should  have  a 
Morning  Sitting  next  Tuesday,  and  that 
the  propriety  of  continuing  Morning 
Sittings  on  tlie  subsequent  Tuesdays 
should  be  reserved  for  future  discussion, 
he  should  have  nothing  further  to  say ; 
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but  he  gathered  that  the  real  intention 
of  the  Government  was  to  take  posses- 
sion of  all  remaining  Taeadays  daring 
the  Session.  He  was  bound  to  say  that, 
on  three  of  the  occasions  on  which  he 
had  been  present,  when  it  was  moved 
that  Mr.  Speaker  should  count  the 
House,  the  Prime  Minister  was  in  hiB 
place,  and  on  two  of  them  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  taking  notes,  in  order  to 
answer  questions  of  very  great  import- 
ance which  had  been  raised  in  the  die- 
cussion — once  upon  a  Scotch  question, 
and  once  upon  an  Irish  question.  On 
each  of  those  occasions  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  upon  the  Front  Bench  when  the 
House  was  counted  out.  In  one  case 
there  were  38  Members  present,  and  in 
the  other  34.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
remained  on  the  Treasury  Bench  all  the 
time  prepared  to  take  part  in  the  debate, 
and  to  answer  the  various  questions  of 
importance  which  were  raised;  but,neve^ 
theless,  the  House  was  allowed  to  be 
counted  out.  He  must  confess  that 
that  was  a  circumstance  which  he  had 
never  witnessed,  either  in  the  time  of 
Mr.  Disraeli  or  of  Lord  Palmerston.  It 
was  said  that  the  Government  had  them- 
selves arranged  for  these  "  counts  out" 
on  Tuesdays,  in  order  that  they  might 
say  to  the  country — **  See  how  impos- 
sible it  is  to  conduct  the  Business  of  the 
country  unless  we  carry  ourBesolutioiis." 
He  thought  the  Government  were  to 
blame  for  not  having  taken  the  entire 
Sitting  on  Mondays  for  the  purpose  of 
proceeding  with  the  Estimates  on  that 
day  without  the  interposition  of  any 
other  Motion.  That  course  might  have 
been  adopted  from  the  very  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  as  it  had  been  in 
other  years,  the  only  stipulation  being 
that,  on  the  first  occasion  upon  which  a 
particular  class  of  Estimates  was  sub- 
mitted, one  Besolution  having  strict 
relation  to  them  might  be  discussed. 
But  no  proposal  of  that  nature  had  been 
submitted  to  the  House  this  Session, 
and  the  result  was  that  the  House  found 
themselves  engaged  in  the  consideration 
of  the  Estimates  at  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  and  that  many  of  the  Votes 
were  taken  without  any  due  and  ade- 
quate discussion  at  all.  It  was  said 
that  this  course  had  been  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  "counts 
out '?  on  no  less  than  six  Tuesdays  had 
been  tacitly  assented  to,  so  that  they 
might  go  to  the  country  ajud  impress  the 
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^eople  with  the  absolute  necessity  of  the 
Idlure.  So  far  as  the  future  Tuesdays 
f  the  Sessioii  were  concerned,  he  had 
Bpecial  interest  in  Tuesday,  the  2nd 
f  May,  seeing  that  a  Motion  in  his 
ame  stood  first  on  the  Paper.  The 
econd  Motion  on  the  Paper  was  one 
y  the  hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire 
Mr.  Hussey  Vivian),  who  desired  to 
edse  the  important  question  of  address- 
1^  Her  Majesty  praying  her  to  with- 
old  her  assent  to  the  Statutes  proposed 
J  the  University  of  Oxford  Commis- 
ioners  for  Jesus  College.  His  (Sir  John 
lay's)  Motion  was  even  of  greater  im- 
ortance,  and  he  had  very  Httle  doubt 
bat  he  should  be  able  to  get  a  quorum, 
ven  if  he  were  compelled  to  put  it  off 
mtil  9  o'clock.     It  was  as  follows : — 

"That  the  detention  of  large  numbers  of 
ler  Majesty's  subjects  in  solitary  confinement, 
rithout  cause  assigned,  and  without  trial,  is 
epognant  to  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  and 
hat,  to  enable  them  to  be  brought  to  trial, 
iiTV  trials  should,  for  a  limited  time  (in  Ireland), 
nd  in  regard  to  crimes  of  a  well-defined  cha- 
icter,  be  replaced  by  some  form  of  trial  less 
iable  to  abuse." 

le  might  almost  suppose  that  Her  Ma- 
eoty's  Government  did  not  wish  to  have 
hat  question  discussed,  and  that  they 
Qtended,  if  possible,  to  prevent  its  dis- 
nsdon.  He  had,  however,  been  pro- 
oiaed  so  much  support  that  he  trusted, 
>ven  if  it  were  deferred  until  9  o'clock, 
hat  he  should  obtain  a  fair  hearing, 
knd  that  the  question  would  be  duly 
onsidered.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
he  Government  ought  to  be  anxious  to 
^ve  facilities  for  the  discussion  of  such 
k  question  rather  than  endeavour  to 
lefeat  it  by  a  side  wind.  At  the  pre- 
ent  moment,  and  in  the  present  state 
)f  Ireland,  there  could  be  no  more  im- 
lortant  question  for  consideration  than 
hat  of  the  persons  who  had  been  so 
ong  detained  without  trial. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  remarked,  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  professed  great  zeal 
or  the  rights  of  private  Members,  and 
ailed  upon  Members  on  the  Liberal 
ide  of  the  House  to  participate  in  their 
eeling  ;  but  he  did  not  think  their  zeal 
ras  quite  pure  in  the  matter.  The  hon. 
iCember  for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
nentioned  the  case  of  several  Members 
rho  had  been  shut  out  and  prevented, 
\j  the  counting  out  of  the  House,  from 
»iing^ng  on  their  Motions;  but  towards 
he  end  of  his  speech  the  hon.  Member 
It  the  oat  out  of  the  bag,  and  showed 


that  the  real  desire  on  the  part  of  hon . 
Members  opposite  was  to  stop  any  Go- 
vernment Business  from  being  transacted 
at  all.  The  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
measures  introduced  by  the  Government 
had  been  so  objectionable  in  their  cha- 
racter and  so  dangerous  that  he  wished 
to  see  them  stopped  altogether,  and 
that  was  the  reason  of  his  opposition  to 
the  present  proposal.  [**  No !  "]  At  all 
events,  the  hon.  Member  gave  that  as 
his  own  reason  for  the  Amendment  he 
moved;  and  he  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  no 
doubt  that  that  reason  was  the  very 
reason  which  would  commend  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  to  the  votes 
of  hon.  Members  who  sat  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  should  like  to 
say  why  he  had  not  the  smallest  objec- 
tion to  the  Government  taking  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  on  Tuesday;  but  why  he 
should  view  with  some  anxiety  any  pro- 
position to  give  up  all  private  Members' 
nights  to  them  for  Morning  Sittings. 
As  yet  the  Government  had  given  no 
indication  of  what  their  policy  in  regard 
to  Ireland  was  to  be ;  and  if  Morning 
Sittings  were  to  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  passing  a  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland, 
he  should  give  to  the  proposal  the  most 
strenuous  opposition  in  his  power.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  were  already  pledged 
with  regard  to  a  variety  of  measures, 
not  one  of  which  had  as  yet  seen  the 
light.  One  of  these  measures  was  for 
the  extension  of  Municipal  Government, 
others  for  Grand  Jury  Reform,  Poor  Law 
Reform,  Bankruptcy,  the  Repression  of 
Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  the  Con- 
servancy of  Rivers  and  Prevention  of 
Floods,  the  Codification  of  the  Criminal 
Law,  the  amendment  of  the  Laws  affect- 
ing Patents,  and  the  establishment  of  a 
Peasant  Proprietary.  Upon  five  of  these 
subjects  the  Government  stood  positively 
pledged  to  introduce  reforms,  and  in  re- 
gard to  three  of  them  the  pledge  was 
given  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  Not  one 
of  these  Bills,  nor,  indeed,  not  a  Bill 
upon  any  subject  whatever,  had  been 
printed.  Under  these  circumstances, 
until  the  Government  showed  their  hand, 
it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  the  House 
would  tacitly  give  up  all  its  privileges, 
and  enable  Ministers  to  appropriate 
the  whole  of  private  Members'  days  to 
Morning  Sittings.  He  thought  the 
House  should  be  fairly  informed  what 
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the  programme  of  the  Government  was, 
and  what  the  measures  were  which  they 
desired  to  carry  out.  He  strongly  ob- 
jected to  take  any  step  in  the  dark,  and 
he  would  strenuously  resist  any  proposi- 
tion to  give  continuous  Morning  Sittings 
to  the  Government  until  they  stated  the 
way  in  which  they  proposed  to  arrange 
their  Business,  and  the  use  to  which  they 
intended  to  put  the  MorniDg  Sittings. 
At  the  same  time,  he  had  no  objection 
to  give  up  next  Tuesday.  He  was  not 
about  to  enter  any  protest  against  the 
counting  out  of  the  House,  for  he  had  on 
several  occasions  approved  the  Speaker's 
attention  being  called  to  the  fact  that 
40  Members  were  not  present ;  and  he 
should  ever  be  willing  to  support  a 
Motion  to  that  effect.  It  had  always 
appeared  to  him  an  extraordinary  thing 
that  millions  of  money  should  be  voted 
when  but  a  small  number  of  Members 
were  present ;  and  he  was  inclined,  on  a 
future  occasion,  to  move  that  the  number 
required  to  form  a  quorum  should  be 
enlarged. 

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  he  would 
remind  the  noble  Marquess  that  there 
were  some  very  important  Motions  upon 
the  Paper  for  next  Tuesday.  Amongst 
those  was  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hereford  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid), 
which  excited  a  great  deal  of  public  in- 
terest, and  which  so  large  a  number  of 
Members  of  that  House  were  pledged  to 
support ;  and  also  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Sliropshire  (Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton),  which,  if  the  House  met  at  9, 
would,  no  doubt,  occupy  it  until  half- 
past  12  o'clock.  The  effect  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  to  take  Tuesday  as  a 
Morning  Sitting,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
terposing another  Motion,  would  pro- 
bably be  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hereford  would  have  no  chance  of 
bringing  on  his  Motion  in  regard  to  the 
Deceased  Wife's  Sister.  If  that  were 
BO,  the  responsibility  would  rest  with  the 
noble  Marquess. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  as  the 
Govern ineut  proposed  to  ask  for  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting,  not  only  on  Tuesday  next, 
but  on  every  Tuesday  during  the  Session, 
hon.  M  embers  would  be  glad  to  under- 
stand tliat  the  Government  would  give 
timely  Notice  of  their  Motions  on  that 
subject,  so  that  their  proposals  might  be 
adequately  discussed. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
it  was  not  a  fair  argument  to  say  that 

Mr,  Sealg 


private  Members  had  a  very  slight  ap- 
preciation of  their  rights,  because  they 
did  not  keep  a  House  on  Tuesdays.  The 
fact  was  that  private  Members  had  no 
corporate  interest  in  any  particular  Mo- 
tion.    Before  the  House  could  take  anj 
interest  in  private  Motions  it  was  neoee- 
sary  that  they  should  be  laid  before  it, 
and  when  this  had  been  done  it  wQold 
be  an  easy  matter  to  keep  a  House  on  a 
future  occasion.   However  important  the 
question  raised  might  be,   unless  thii 
were  done  only  five  or  six  Members 
might  know   anything  about  it.    The 
difficulty  was  that  Motions  had  often  to 
be  introduced  on  the  responsibility  of  a 
Member  who  had  not  made  his  position 
in  the  House ;  and  in  that  case,  unlen 
the  Government  contributed  to  the  keep- 
ing of  a  House,   the  Member,  whoee 
Motion  might  raise  a  question  of  great 
public  importance,  did  not  even  obtain 
the  opportunity  of  laying  it  before  the 
House.     Again,   it  was  impossible  to 
keep  a  House  for  private  Members  un- 
less the  Government  accepted  the  respon- 
sibility of  so  doing,  because  there  was 
scarcely  any  private  Motion  which  would 
have  more  than  a  dozen  backers.    Bat 
he  regretted  to  see  that  the  occupants  of 
the  Front  Benches  were  acting  upon  the 
principle  that  they  had  no  responsibility 
towards  private  Members  in  this  respect. 
He  felt  convinced  that  if  this  policy 
were  pursued,    a  great    many  private 
Members  would  feel  themselves  relieved 
from  their  responsibility  to  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  Government  nights ;  and  he 
could  strongly  corroborate  the  statement 
made  by  an  hon.  Member  that  eveningi 
that,  as  surely  as  the  Gt>vemment  pre- 
vented private  Members  bringing  for- 
ward their  Motions  on  legitimate  occa- 
sions, the  illegitimate  occasions  which 
would     be    availed   of    would    multi- 
ply.   It  was  neither    in    the    purview 
of  the  proposed  New  Hules  nor  in  that 
of  the  Hules  now  existing  to   prevent 
illegitimate  occasions  arrising ;  and  the 
Government  of  the  day  would  therefore 
do  well  to  take  great  care  that  the  Busi- 
ness on   Tuesdays,   up    to   12  o'clock, 
should  not  be  interrupted  by  ''counts." 
He  could  quite  understand  the  occupants 
of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  not  wish- 
ing to  throw  stones  at  the  Gk>vemment 
about  the  matter  of  not  keeping  a  House 
on  Tuesdays,  for  both  Parties  appeared 
to  be  in  permanent  conspiracy  against 
non-official  Members  in  this  reepect  As 
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kad  before  pointed  out,  the  result  of  j 
d  present  practice  would  be  to  increase 

9  temptation  to  new  Members  to  take 
dgitimate,  if  they  could  not  find  legiti- 
ite,  opportunities  of  bringing  forward 
air  Motions. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  there  was  no 
mention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
move  any  general  Resolution  with 
)pect  to  Morning  Sittings  on  Tues- 
j8,  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
uth  Wiltshire  (Viscount  Folkestone) 
3med  to  suppose.     The  usual  course 

10  to  move  to  put  a  Bill  down  for 
leaday,  and  to  intimate  that  from  that 
ne  there  would  be  Morning  Sittings 
.  the  following  Tuesdays.  His  noble 
lend  had  been  very  careful  to  explain 
at  the  Government  would  be  quite 
iling  that  not  the  morning  alone,  but 
en  the  whole  of  any  particular  Tues- 
ly,  if  within  the  control  of  the  Govem- 
ent,  should  be  given  up  for  the  discus* 
m  of  any  subject  of  adequate  import- 
ice* 

Eakl  PEECY  asked  if  hon.  Mem- 
)rB  were  to  understand  that  the  Go- 
imment  practically  intended  to  take 
I  the  Tuesdays  during  the  Session  for 
!oming  Sittings,  because,  as  far  as  he 
AS  aware,  that  was  certainly  not  the 
ipression  which  the  House  had  derived 
om  the  statement  of  the  noble  Mar- 
less* 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
at  he  and  other  Members,  on  a  pre- 
ous  Tuesday,  had  inferred  that  there 
ould  be  no* 'count  out  "from  the  fact  that 
e  Government  had  placed  a  Notice  on 
e  Paper  relating  to  the  Committee  of 
iblic  Accounts.  He  pointed  out  that 
private  Members  were  deprived  of  the 
»portunities  for  bringing  forward  their 
otions,  which  were  accorded  to  them 
f  the  Rules  of  the  House,  they  would 
I  under  the  necessity  of  taking  such 
re  as  they  could  of  their  own  in- 
rast.  There  was  an  important  Mo- 
rn, of  which  he  had  given  Notice, 
at  he  should  have  been  glad  to  bring 
I  if  he  could  get  the  opportunity  for 
»ing  so  on  Tuesday ;  but  now  that  the 
jvemment  were  about  to  take  Tues- 
lys  for  Morning  Sittings  this  was  no 
Qger  possible.  He  was,  therefore, 
iven  to  the  necessity  of  infringing 
)on  one  of  the  Government  days  ;  and, 
oordingly,  he  had  given  Notice  that 
>  should  move  the  Resolution  he  had 
Inzed  to  on  the  next  Government  day 


— that  was  to  say,  the  following  Monday, 
on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  it  was 
clear  that  the  noble  Lord  had  uninten- 
tionally conveyed  a  false  impression  to  the 
House  in  his  statement  of  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays ;  because 
the  statement  he  made  had  been  en- 
tirely contradicted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  whole  of  the  remaining  Tues- 
days throughout  the  Session  would  be 
taken  for  Morning  Sittings,  whereas 
the  noble  Lord  gave  the  House  to 
understand  that  the  proposal  was  an 
isolated  one  and  referred  to  next  Tues- 
day only. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  gave  Notice  yesterday  that  I  should 
propose  Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesday 
next,  and  on  succeeding  Tuesdays. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  was 
aware  of  that.  Their  complaint  was, 
however,  that  the  speech  which  the 
noble  Lord  made  that  evening  had  al- 
tered the  impression  which  many  hon. 
Members  had,  who  came  down  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  Government 
getting  next  Tuesday  and  succeeding 
Tuesdays  during  the  Session,  their  op- 
position having  been  mitigated  by  their 
belief,  derived  from  the  noble  Lord's 
statement,  that  the  Government  only  in- 
tended to  take  next  Tuesday  for  the 
purpose  of  a  Morning  Sitting.  They 
now  found  that  it  was  the  intention  to 
take  all  succeeding  Tuesdays. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  100  ;  Noes 
50  :  Majority  50.— (Div.  List,  No.  70.) 

Main  Question  proposed. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  for  a  distinct 
intimation  from  the  noble  Marquess  as 
to  when  the  Government  would  propose 
to  take  the  remaining  Tuesdays;  and 
when  they  would  propose  to  take  Tues- 
day, the  2nd  of  May,  because  he  had  an 
important  Notice  down  for  that  day  re- 
specting the  imprisoned  Irish  **  sus- 
pects." 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  would  put  down  the  Question 
on  the  Paper,  he  would  answer  it  on 
Monday. 
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Earl  PERCY  said,  he  considered  the 
reply  of  the  noble  Marquess  to  be  so 
unsatisfactory  that  he  felt  bound  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  seconded 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Earl  Percy,) 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  would  undertake  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  attempt  to  fix  a 
Morning  Sitting  for  next  Tuesday  week 
until  next  Thursday. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  deferred  till  Tuesday  next, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 


LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      (IRELAND)      PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Bill 
to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  relating  to  the 
Bangor  Gkia  Undertaking,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone  and  Lord 
Frederick  Cavexdisu. 

Billj0r^«tf»^e<f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiI1138.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

idfter  Two  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  24th  April,  1882. 


MINUTES.  ]—Pu  HLic  Bills— -Stffowrf  J?^<irfi«y— 
Elementary'  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  •  (56) ;  Elementary 
Education  Provisional  Orders  (West  Ham, 
&c.)  ♦  (65) ;  Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Ballymena,  &c.)*  (57); 
Metropolitan  Commons  Supplemental  *  (38) ; 
Army  (Annual)  (65). 

Committee — Report  —  General  Police  and  Im- 
provement (Scotland)  ♦  (48) ;  Drainage  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Order*  (61). 

NEW  PEEK. 

The  Eight  Honourable  Sir  George 
William  Wilshere  Bramwell,  Knight, 
late  a  Lord  Justice  of  Appeal,  having 
been  created  Baron  Bramwell  of  Hejer 
in  the  county  of  Kent — Was  (in  the 
ueual  manner)  introduced. 


SPEAKER  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  LoBD  Chancellor  acquainted  tlie 
House  that  Her  Majesty  had  (by  Com- 
mission) appointed  the  Earl  of  Cork  and 
Orrery  Speaker  of  the  House  in  the 
absence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Earl  of  Bedesdale ;  the  Earl  of  Latkom 
Speaker  of  the  House  in  the  absence  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Earl  of  Bedes- 
dale, and  the  Earl  of  Cork  and  Orreiy; 
the  Viscount  Ha  warden  Speaker  of  the 
House  in  the  absence  of  the  Loid 
Chancellor,  the  Earl  of  Eedesdale,  the 
Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,  and  the  £ari 
of  Lathom;  and  the  Lord  Moneon 
Speaker  of  the  House  in  the  absence  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Earl  of  Bedei- 
dale,  the  Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,  the 
Earl  of  Lathom,  and  the  Yisooant 
Ha  warden :  The  said  Commissions  were 
read. 

HIS  ROYAL  HIGHNESS 
PRINCE  LEOPOLD,  DUKE  OF  ALBANY. 
THE    queen's   answer    TO   THE  ADDBE88. 

The  LOED  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Earl  Sydney)  repwUi 
the  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address,  as 
follows : — 

*<  Mt  Lords, 

''  I  HAVB  received  with  sincere  pleasun  yoor 
loyal  and  dutiful  Address. 

"  The  assurance  of  your  Uvely  interest  in  the 
intended  marriage  of  Prince  Leopold,  Dolce  of 
Albany,  is  most  gratifying  to  me,  and  I  shaie 
with  you  the  confident  hope  that,  under  the 
blessing  of  God,  this  event  may  be  an  addi- 
tional source  of  happiness  to  my  Family  *^ 
also  to  my  People." 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  (SEC. 
TION  8,  SUB-SECTION  9)— CASE  OF 
"ADAMS  r.  DUNSEATH." 

QUESTION.       OBSBBVATIONS. 

TheEakl  of  DUNBAVEN,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  a  statement  of  the  Pivne 
Minister  relating  to  the  decision  of  tho 
Court  of  Appeal  in  the  case  of  Adams 
V.  Danseath ;  and  to  ask,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  any  legis- 
lation in  reference  to  the  Irish  Land 
Act  of  1881  ?  said,  the  statement  was 
one  which  involved  most  complicated 
issues.  It  had  to  do  with  that  portion 
of  the  Land  Act  which  dealt  with  the 
vexed  question  of  the  relative  value  to 
landlord  uid  tenant  of  improvemeBif* 
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hea  the  Act  of  1B81  was  in  Committee 
the  other  House,  a  eub-section  was 
Idenly  jerked  into  the  Bill  which  gave 
s  to  infinite  diuussions.  Amendments, 
1  BUgg^ations,  until  it  finally  resolved 
ilt  into  Sub-Section  9  of  the  8th  sec- 
D,  bj  which  no  rent  was  to  be  allowed 
made  pajable  in  anj  proceedings 
ler  the  Act  in  respect  of  anj  improve- 
nts  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  pre- 
lessors,  in  title  and  for  which,  in  the 
inioD  of  the  Court,  the  tenant  should 
i  have  been  paid  or  otherwise  com- 
isated  by  the  landlord  or  his  prede- 
laoTS  in  title.  The  sub-section  was 
i  very  clearly  expressed  ;  but  he 
mght  the  intention  of  Parliament 
looming  it  could  be  sufficiently  clearly 
^e  out  by  the  discussions  that  took 
loe  concerning  it.  The  difficulty  of 
iertaining  the  relative  value  of  land' 
d'a  and  tenant's  interest  in  improve- 
mts  had  always  been  g:reat,  and  wa; 
ficiently  indicated  by  the  difference  of 
inion  entertained  by  high  legal  autho- 
iea  on  the  subject.  The  highest  legal 
thority,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  (Lord  Sslborne),  on 
)  occasion  of  the  second  reading  of 
)  Bill,  said,  in  speaking  of  the  value 
the  tenant's  interest — 
Now,  both  of  theie— the  goodwill  o£  the 
iing  and  the  valae  of  the  improTementB — 
thing!  which  in  no  Benie  belong  to  the  laud- 
L  .  .  ■  'rh&t  which  the  tenant  has  to  aelt 
.  .  ifl  a  thinff  which  the  landlord  never  had 
I   never  could  have."~[3  Hantard,  cdsiv. 

cording  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
irefore,  the  goodwill  and  the  value  in 
provements  were  things  which  could 
;  exist,  except  under  circumstances  in 
ich  the  land   was    let  to   a  tenant. 


Whatever  might  be  procured  from  the 
inm  I  have  reierred  to  beyond  commercial 
:  belongs  to  the  tenuit  who  holds  the  posses- 
,  just  as  it  would  beloDK  to  the  iHndlord  if 
»a«  about  to  let  his  landfor  the  first  time," 

,  Litton,  therefore,  held  views  dia- 
trioally  opposite  to  those  of  the  noble 
L  learned  Lord  upon  the  Woolsack. 
lODg  the  several  points  decided  in 
idams  «.  Dunseatn,"  the  most  im- 
tknt  related  to  the  question  whether 
'  length  of  time  during  which  im- 
'  I  weze  enjoyed  by  a  tenant 
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could  he  looked  upon  as  in  any  way  com- 
pensating htm  for  them.  "That  point 
was  amply  discussed  in  the  Other  House 
of  Parliament  and  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  and  the  Prime  Minister  made 
several  statements  concerning  it.  The 
Prime  Minister  stated  that — 

"  He  objected  to  the  time  during  which  any 
improTements  had  been  enjoyed  oeing  taken 
into  consideration.  The  tenant's  own  improve- 
tncnta  were  the  tennJit's  property.  That  was 
the  doctrine  upon  which  the  Qovemment  took 
their  stand.  They  did  not  admit  that  the  time 
of  enjoj-mont  of  improvements  was  any  Mason 
for  handing  tbem  over  to  the  Undloid." 

On  another  occasion  be  considerably 
modified  that  statement,  and  gave  as  a 
reason  for  changing  the  clause  as  it 
originally  stood — 

"  That  if  it  were  left  unqoaliSed,  the  tenant 
could  claim  for  remote  reclamations  and  for  im- 
provements made  in  pursuance  of  covenant." 

These  expressions  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
no  doubt,  appearing  somewhat  vague  to 
Mr.  Parnell,  he  endeavoured  to  elicit 
some  more  distinct  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  after  the  insertion  of  Uke  pre- 
sent sub-section ;  he  moved  to  introduce 
words  to  the  effect  that — 

"  The  time  during  which  a  tenant  may  have 
enjoyed  the  advantage  of  improvementa  shall 
not  bo  held  to  be  compensation  within  the 
meaning  of  thia  sub-section." 

These  were  words  which  distinctly  as- 
serted the  principle  that,  under  no  cir- 
cumstances, could  the  tenant's  interest  in 
improvements  be  deteriorated  or  lessened 
by  the  length  of  time  during  which  he 
had  enjoyed  the  improvements,  and  they 
were  opposed  by  the  Government  and 
rejected  by  a  large  majority.  It  ap- 
peared by  that  that  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
rernmentandParliamentheld  that,  under 
certain  circumstances,  the  interest  of  the 
tenant  in  improvemeuts  could  be  deterio- 
rated hy  time.  It  was  not  very  easy  to 
reconcile  these  varying  statements,  or  to 
understand  exactly  what  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister meant.  But  he  (the  Earlof  Dun- 
raven)  presumed  the  meaning  was  thia — 
that  in  respect  of  improvements  the 
tenant  was  entitled  to  the  full  amount 
of  money  which  he  had  expended  iu 
making  them,  and  ta  a  fair  remuneration 
percentage  on  it ;  but  that  if  the 
ralue  of  the  holding  was  increased  over 
and  above  that,  because  the  capabilities 
inherent  in  the  soil  were  developed,  then 
the  landlord  was  entitled  to  reap  the 
benefit  of  the  improvements  in  that  re- 
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Bpect.  Such  was  the  general  idea  of 
Parliament  on  the  subject ;  and  Parlia- 
ment further  held  it  was  extremely  difB.- 
cult,  if  not  impossible,  to  define  the 
principle  accurately  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, but  that  the  Act  could  be  safely 
left  to  be  interpreted  by  the  Courts, 
which  were  constituted  for  that  especial 
purpose  in  Ireland.  As  yet  only  one 
case  had  been  decided  by  the  final  Court 
of  Appeal — the  now  famous  case  of 
'*  Adams  v.  Dunseath."  It  was  a  most 
important  decision  for  both  owners  and 
occupiers.  Chief  Justice  Morris,  in 
giving  his  decision,  stated  that — 

''  He  expected  that  Court  must  determine,  in 
regard  to  the  important  question  arising;  in  the 
case,  principles  by  which  the  future  action  of 
the  Commissioners  would  bo  regulated." 

The  High  Court  of  Appeal  decided 
various  points,  among  them  that,  as  re- 
gards improvements  made  prior  to  1870, 
Sub- Section  9  of  Section  8  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  must  be  construed  with  due 
reference  to  the  last  paragraph  of  Sec- 
tion 4  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  which 
section  dealt  with  the  question  of  com- 
pensation for  improvements.  The  prac- 
tical result  of  this  decision  was  that  the 
Court  of  Appeal  held  that  the  tenant's 
interest  in  his  improvements  was  capable, 
under  certain  circumstances,  of  being 
diminished  by  the  enjoyment  of  them. 
Now,  he  should  have  thought  that  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  was  con- 
sistent with  the  intention  of  Parliament 
and  with  the  views  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, as  far  as  the  intentions  of  Parlia- 
ment could  be  ascertained  from  the  dis- 
cussions in  Parliament,  and  as  far  as  the 
views  of  the  Prime  Minister  could  be 
gathered  from  the  statements  of  tlie 
Prime  Minister.  But  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  lately  declared  that  the  deci- 
sion of  the  High  Court  of  Appeal  in 
that  respect,  as  far  as  that  portion  of  it 
was  concerned,  was  opposed  to  the  in- 
tention of  the  framers  of  the  Act  of  1 88 1 . 
He  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  had  no  wish 
that  any  man  should  be  deprived  of  the 
full  value  of  his  improvements.  It  would 
be  most  unjust  and  unwise  that  such 
should  be  the  case ;  but  he  failed  to  see 
that  there  was  any  danger  of  such  an  in- 
justice being  done.  There  were,  besides, 
two  other  questions  involved  in  addition 
to  those  in  which  improvements  had  been 
effected  solely  by  the  tenant.  There  were 
cases  in  which  the  prospective  value  of 
the  improvements  was  accepted  by  the 

Tlie  EiiH  of  Dunraven 


owner  in  lieu  of  a  present  money  pay- 
ment in  the  shape  of  rent.  That  pro- 
spective  value  was  part  of  the  considera- 
tion for  which  the  holding  was  let.  It 
was  obvious  that  if  the  entire  benefit  of 
the  improvement  was  handed  over  to  the 
tenant,  no  such  agreements  would  be 
made  in  future,  and  it  was  equally  cer- 
tain that  if  the  benefit  was  transferred 
to  the  tenant  great  injustice  would  be 
done.  Those  cases  were  supposed  to  be 
safeguarded  by  Sub-Section  9  of  Section 
8.  The  Prime  Minister  stated  that  the]^ 
were  sufficiently  guarded  by  the  words 
"  otherwise  compensated."  It  might  be 
that  the  insertion  of  the  word  "other 
wise  "  was  sufficient,  and  that  the  sub- 
section did  protect  cases  where  improfe- 
ments  were  stipulated  for  on  considera- 
tion of  a  low  rent ;  but  when  the  Court 
of  Appeal  gave  a  decision  which  bore 
upon  these  cases  and  protected  them, 
the  Prime  Minister  took  exception  to  the 
ruling  of  that  Court,  and  he  Cthe  Earl  of 
Dunraven)  could  not  but  think  that  the 
rights  of  landowners  were  prejudicially 
affected  thereby.  There  was  another 
set  of  cases  which  were  also  affected  by 
the  decision  of  ''  Adams  v,  Dunseath" 
— namely,  those  oases  where  improve- 
ments had  been  made  by  loans  from 
the  Board  of  Works.  Those  would 
be  indirectly  affected.  One  Sub-Com- 
mission had  decided  to  the  effect  that 
the  improvements  made  by  Board  of 
Works  loans  became  the  property  of  the 
tenant  after  the  instalments  had  been 
paid.  The  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  appeared  to  be  contrary  to  that 
decision  ;  because  cases  of  improvements 
made  by  Board  of  Works  loans  would 
be  affected  by  the  concluding  words  of 
the  last  paragraph  of  Section  4  of  the 
Act  of  1870,  which,  according  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  governed 
Sub-Section  9  of  Section  «  of  the  Act  of 
1881.  It  was  obvious,  if  the  view  of  the 
Sub-Commission  was  to  be  accepted  as 
correct,  landlords  would  not  be  inclined 
to  borrow  any  more  money  to  improve 
their  estates.  No  man  could  be  c*' 
pected  to  mortgage  his  property  if  ^® 
was  to  receive  no  benefit  whatever  fo' 
doing  so.  There  had  been  between 
£3,000,000  and  £4,000,000  borrowed 
by  owners  of  land  on  the  security  oj 
that  land,  and  laid  out  in  drainage  and 
other  main  improvements  for  the  general 
benefit  of  the  country ;  and  if  landlords 
were  to  be  deprived  of  the  advantage 
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hej  hoped  to  reap  by  that  outlay  a 
mge  injustice  would  be  done.  It 
ras  for  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  to 
ecide  whether  such  loans  should  be 
inetioned  in  the  future.  In  the  past 
Wliament  had  deemed  them  most 
eneficial  to  the  country.  Parliament 
ad  encouraged  landlords  to  borrow  by 
lany  Acts  of  Parliament,  which  had  been 
Based  with  the  intention  that  land- 
xrdii  should  benefit  by  the  outlay  of  the 
Mins.  He  did  not  believe  that  Parlia- 
lent  intended  that  the  Act  of  1881 
liould  confiscate  any  benefit  which  the 
indlords  hoped  to  sain  by  improve- 
lents  to  execute  which  they  mortgaged 
leir  property.  But  if  the  decision  of 
le  Court  of  Appeal  was  erroneous,  it 
'as  very  doubtful  whether  those  bene- 
ts  would  not  be  confiscated.  The  de- 
mon  in  "  Adams  v.  Dunseath  "  natu- 
lUy  attracted  great  attention ;  and  the 
Vime  Minister,  in  reply  to  a  question 
bout  it,  stated,  in  effect,  that  in  some 
ispects  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
ppeal  was  not  in  accordance  with  the 
itentions  of  the  framers  of  the  Act.  The 
'rime  Minister  was,  of  course,  quite 
ithin  his  rights  in  making  that  state- 
lent.  No  one  could  object  to  the  Prime 
[inister,  or  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
lent,  stating  that  Parliament  had  passed 
Bill  contrary  to  the  intentions  of  Her 
[ajesty's  Government,  who  brought  it 
I.  The  Prime  Minister  would  also  have 
sen  quite  justified  in  declaring  that  in 
lew  of  the  decision  it  would  be  neces- 
izy,  in  his  opinion,  to  amend  the  Act. 
iut  he  declared  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  he 
lid  something  very  different.  He  do- 
ared  that  the  construction  which  the 
ommissioners  and  the  Sub-Commis- 
oners  put  upon  the  judgment  of  the 
ourt  of  Appeal  was  to  be  carefully 
tmenred  by  the  Government,  before 
ley  decided  what  they  were  to  do 
i  the  matter.  The  Prime  Minister 
>nstituted  himself  a  final  Court  of 
.ppeal ;  for,  although  he  did  not  at- 
»mpt  to  reverse  this  particular  de- 
sion  of  **  Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  ho  de- 
ared  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
sal  was  contrary  to  his  intentions,  and 
B  left  it  to  be  inferred  that  it  was  erro- 
eous,  and  that  the  Act,  if  properly  in- 
irpreted,  carried  out  his  intentions,  by 
iggesting  that  it  ought  not  to  be  con- 
dered  in  dealing  with  similar  cases, 
[e  said,  in  effect,  that  the  Act  was 
llsely  interpreted  by  the  Court  of  Ap- 


peal, and  that  if  the  Sub-Commissioners 
were  guided  by  that  interpretation  it 
would  become  necessary  to  amend  the 
Act.  Whatever  might  be  meant  by  this 
statement,  it  certainly  would  be  consi- 
dered in  Ireland  to  mean  one  thing,  and 
one  thing  only,  and  that  was  that  the 
Sub-Commissioners  were  strongly  re- 
commended not  to  pay  attention  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and 
that  if  they  did  so,  and  were  guided  by 
that  decision,  they  would  force  upon  the 
Government  the  disagreeable  necessity 
of  bringing  in  an  Amendment  Bill.  He 
would  leave  it  to  their  Lordships  to  con- 
sider what  effect  such  a  statement  was 
likely  to  have  upon  men  who  were  ap- 
pointed by  the  Government,  and  ap- 
pointed for  one  year  only.  Having 
passed  an  Act,  and  constituted  Judges 
and  Courts  to  carry  it  out,  and  a  final 
Court  of  Appeal,  it  appeared  to  him  an 
extraordinary  proceeding  for  a  Prime 
Minister  to  set  himself  above  the  Court 
of  Appeal  and  advise  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners to  pay  no  attention  whatever  to 
a  decision  of  that  Court.  On  one  occa- 
sion the  Prime  Minister  **  took  the 
liberty,"  to  use  his  own  words,  "to 
notice  an  error  in  the  language  of  a 
learned  Judge  in  Ireland."  On  another 
occasion  he  called  in  question  the  cor- 
rectness of  a  decision  of  the  High  Court 
of  Appeal.  Such  commentaries  were  not 
likely  to  induce  respect  for  the  law 
among  the  population  of  Ireland.  It 
was  most  important  that  they  should 
know  the  intention  of  the  Government 
in  this  matter — whether  they  still  in- 
tended to  continue  to  carefully  observe 
the  construction  which  was  put  upon  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  or 
whether  they  intended  to  bring  in  an 
Amendment  Bill  this  Session.  He  would 
like  also  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  by  what  means  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  find  out  what  construc- 
tion had  been  put  upon  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal  by  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners in  Ireland  ?  The  Sub-Com- 
missioners gave  no  reasons  for  their 
decisions.  How,  then,  was  it  possible 
to  discover  how  those  decisions  had  been 
arrived  at,  unless  the  Government  re- 
ceived information  from  the  Commis- 
sioners which  was  not  open  to  Parliament 
and  the  public  ?  He  submitted  that 
Parliament  had  a  right  to  be  informed 
on  a  matter  of  this  kind.  Their  Lord- 
ships* House  had  been  severely  criticised 
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.  _  Ireland  tfast  if  they  were  guided  bj 
that  deoiuon  of  the  Conrt  of  Appail 
they  would  force  upon  QoTerameDt  tiu 
dieagreeable  neceeeity  of  bringins  in  u 
Amendment  Bill.  Could  men  be  ex- 
pected to  do  their  duty  under  anclt  cj^ 
cumstancoB  ?  There  were  other  erili 
likely  to  follow  upon  the  atatement  d 
the  Prime  Minister.  If  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal  was  not  to  guide 
other  cases,  the  result  would  be  that  all 
such  other  cases  would  hare  to  go  ap  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  the  preteot 
partial  block  in  the  Courts  would  ba 
succeeded  by  an  absolute  block.  TJnleM 
the  Land  Act  was  to  prove  a  failnn, 
it  was  necessary  that  cases  should  bt 
largely  settled  out  of  Court ;  but  it  wii 
difficult  now  for  either  landlord  or  tan- 
ant  to  discover  any  basis  for  negotiation 
with  such  diametrically  opposed  newi 
expressed  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  ind 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  with  tlM 
prospect  of  legislation  hanging  ont 
them.  It  was  essential  also,  unlesi  In- 
land was  to  remain  in  a  state  of  chaot, 
that  the  differences  of  landlords  sod 
tenants  should  be  largely  settled  out  of 
Court.  It  was  essential  also  that  ths 
authority  of  the  Courts  should  be  BUt- 
taincd,  and  due  respect  paid  to  thaii 
decisions.  He  feared  that  ths  anthoritj 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  suffered  by  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister;  and  he 
hoped  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  thet 
House  would  take  the  opportunity  of 
giving  their  Lordships  some  explana- 
tion that  might  be  satisfactory  in  the 
matter. 

LoRDCAKLINGFOED.in  reply,  eaid, 
that  he  would  not  make  any  lengthened 
statement  in  answer  to  his  noble  Frienil'i 
(the  Earl  of  Dunraven's)  Question.  Ho 
would  not  go  into  all  the  matters  mea- 
fionedin  his  noble  Friend's  speech,  nei- 
ther would  he  attempt  to  discuss  ordefen^ 
every  sentence  in  all  Bpeeches  of  (be 
Prime  Minister  which  bad  caught  the 
eye  of  his  noble  Friend.  He  woiil5 
conGne  himself  to  the  Question  u  i^ 
stood  upon  the  Paper.  He  was  not 
able,  at  that  moment,  to  add  anythinff 
substantial  to  what  was  said  by  the 
Prime  Minister  when  questioned — more 
than  once,  he  believed— in  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  subject,  because  tie 
Prime  ilinister  would  himself  hare  ■ 
very  early  opportunity  of  stating  th' 
intentions  of  the  GoTemment  as  to 
any    Aiuendmeut    to    be    proposed   by 
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for  appointing  a  Oommittee  to  inquire 
into  the  general  working  of  the  Act,  al- 
though that  Committee  expressly  stated 
that  the  terms  of  their  Reference  did 
not  allow  them  to  inquire  into  any 
particular  decision.  It  was  probably 
considered  advisable  to  rally  the  Liberal 
Party  at  that  time,  and  perhaps  it  was 
also  deemed  advisable  to  awaken  the 
people — perhaps  with  a  view  to  further 
legislation.  Their  Lordships  might  re- 
member what  the  Prime  Minister  said  in 
one  of  his  famous  Mid  Lothian  speeches. 
He  was  criticizing  that  House,  and  said 
that,  whenever  the  House  of  Commons 

"  'Were  backed  by  any  strong  national  feeling 
it  woaM  be  dsngeToae  to  conmint  or  reaiet,  the 
Honeo  of  Lords  passed  their  maaaures." 

It  seemed  rather  a  curious  form  of 
adverse  criticism  to  say  their  Ijordships 
passed  measures  when  there  was  a  very 
strong  national  feeling  that  they  should 
be  passed.  Then  Mr.  Qladstone  con- 
tinued to  say  that — 

"  The  moment  the  people  went  to  slMp,  and 
became  satisfied,  and  ceased  to  take  a  strong 
and  decided  interest  in  public  questions— that 
was  the  moment  whan  the  majority  of  the 
House  of  Lords  grew  powcrf ol ;  then  tbey 
mangled,  then  they  cut  about,  then  they  post- 
poned, then  tbey  rejected  the  good  measures 
that  went  up  to  Uicm  from  the  Uoose  of 
Commons." 

Anyone  might  suppose  that  in  spealc- 
ing  of  people  "cutting  about  and 
"  mangling  the  versatile  intellect  of 
Mr.  Qladstone  had  led  him  to  indulge 
the  electors  of  Mid  Lothian  in  a  disser- 
tation on  establishments  partaking  of 
the  nature  of  a  laundry ;  but  it  really 
was  of  one  of  the  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature that  he  was  speaking.  'Woll,  it  was 
probably  thought  necessary  to  awaken 
the  nation  and  rally  the  Liberal  Party, 
and  the  ap|)ointniont  of  a  Committee  by 
that  House  was  made  to  servo  the  pur- 
pose. He  did  not  suppose  a  nation  was 
ever  awakened  or  a  Party  rallied  under 
such  a  flimsy  pretest;  but  almost  before 
the  words  with  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter denounced  that  House,  rallied  the 
Party,  and  woke  tho  people  ceased  echo- 
ing, the  same  Prime  Minister  himself 
not  only  criticized  the  Act,  but  picked 
out  a  pari icular  case  for  criticism,  and 
informed  the  Commissioners,  the  Sub- 
Commissioners,  and  Parliament  and  the 
country  that  a  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  was  wrong.  And  he  went  fur- 
ther, and  told  the  Sub-Commiaeionen 
Till-  Earl  o/D«»raxm 
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em  on  any  point  of  the  Land  Act  of 
it  year.     Bnt  he  (Lord  Carlingford) 
>ald  take  the  liberty  of  adding  a  few 
>rd8  upon  the  speech  of   his  noble 
iend  generally.     In  the  first  place, 
I  must  protest  against  the  extraor- 
oary   mare's  nest   which    had    been 
BCOTored    by    his    noble    Friend    in 
e  words  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
swer  to  the  Question  of  a  Member  of 
e  House  of  Commons.    His  right  hon. 
lend  had  said  that  it  appeared  to  him 
at  part  of  a  certain  decision  of  the 
»nrt  of  Appeal  in  Ireland ,  as  to  the 
i;al  bearing  of  a  clause  in  the  Land  Act, 
18  not  consistent  with  the  intention  of 
B  framers  of  that  Act.  His  noble  Friend 
d  construed  that  expression  of  opinion 
if  it  were  a  criminal  interference  with 
e  working  of  the  Land  Act,  or  an  in- 
rect  threat  to  the  Oourts  which  were 
ministering  the  Act,  as  if  it  were  an 
terference  with  the  independence  of 
388  Oourts.     Anything  more  prepos- 
*ou8  he  (Lord  Carlin^ord)  had  never 
ard  than  such  a  view  of  the  effect  of 
swords  used  by  his  right  hon.  Friend ; 
d  he  was  a  good  deal  surprised  at 
ch  a  suggestion  coming  from  nis  noble 
iend.      The  Prime  Minister  had,  in 
st,  simply  expressed  an  opinion,  and  it 
18  impossible  for  a  Minister  of  the 
own  not  to  do  so   when    asked   to 
Bwer  a  Question.     There  would  be  no 
arference  with  the   working  of  the 
nd  Act.     That  would  go  on  through 
)  Courts  which  were  constituted  for 
)  purpose  of  administering  it.     What 
)  Prime  Minister  had,  in  fact,  expressed 
s  his  agreement  with  the  Lord  Chan- 
lor  of  Ireland  in  his  judgment  upon 
>  question  arising  in  this  now  famous 
;e ;   and  he  added  that,  rather  than 
(dge  himself  to  any  immediate  attempt 
legislation  upon  the  point,  he  and  his 
w  Adyisers  would  wait  and  see  what 
ount  of  practical  efiPect  this  decision 
uld  haye.     It  was  a  doubtful  point  in 
nr  opinion,  and  was,  he  (Lord  Carling- 
d)  believed,  a  doubtful  point  now.    In 
t,  he  was  not  aware  that  the  Land  Com- 
ision  itself  had  considered  what  the 
)ct  of  the  decision  would  be  in  the 
<es  which  have  or  would  come  before 
)  Court.     It  was  impossible   to   say 
at  the  practical  e£Pect  of  the  decision 
uld  be  upon  the  relations  of  landlord 
1  tenant  in  Ireland,  and  upon   the 
Ing  of  fair  rents.  It  was  surely  natural  ! 
it  the  Prime  Minister  should  prefer  to  ' 


wait  to  see  what  that  effect  would  be. 
The  question  was  an  important  one,  and 
if  important  results  were  to  follow,  dif- 
fering materially  from  the  intentions  of 
the  Qovemment,  it  might  be  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  ask  Parliament  to 
correct  that  part  of  the  Act.    K,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  practical  effect  of  the  de- 
cision was  not  of  great  moment,  it  might 
not  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
make  that  application  to  Parliament.   In 
the  meantime,   the    Courts    would,   of 
course,  be  bound  solely,  not  by  the  ex- 
pression of  anyone  in  either  House  of 
Parliament,  whether  Prime  Minister  or 
any  other  person,  as  to  what  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  but  by  the 
judgment  of  the  High  Court  of  Appeal 
in  Ireland.    It  was  not  necessary  for  the 
Land  Commission  to  say  that  they  felt 
themselves  absolutely  bound  by  that  de- 
cision ;  but  they  had  said  so,  and  it  was 
not  for  them  to  say  otherwise.    He  would 
add  a  very  few  words  as  to  what  the 
Prime  Minister  really  said.   In  effect  his 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  expressed  agreement 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor,  whose  judg- 
ment differed  from  that  of  his  Colleagues 
forming  the  majority  of  the  Court  over 
which  he  presided.     The  practical  dif- 
ference, as  he  (Lord  Carlingford)  under- 
stood it,  was  this — the  Lord  Chancellor 
thought  that,  in  this  matter,  the  Courts 
were  to  be  governed  by  the  provisions 
of  the  9th  sub-section  of  the  8th  clause 
of  the  Act  of  last  year,  and  by  that  only— 
a  clause  containing  the  important  words 
which  had  been  mentioned,  as  to  im- 
provements which  had  been  paid  for,  or 
otherwise  compensated,  by  the  landlord. 
The  majority  of  the  Court,  contrary  to 
the  view  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  were  of 
opinion  that  the  conditions  and  restric- 
tions contained  in  the  4th  clause,  or  Im- 
provement Clause,  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  were  still  in  operation,  and  were 
not  overridden  by  the  words  contained  in 
the  Act  of  last  year.    That  clause  in  the 
Act  of  1870  declared  that  the  value  of 
the  tenant's   improvements  was  to  be 
subject  to  reduction  by  lapse  of  time,  or 
by  any  reduction  of  rent  which  he  might 
have  enjoyed.  He  should,  however,  like, 
in  passing,  to  remindhis  noble  Friend  that 
the  words  referred  to  did  not  raise  any 
great  question  of  principle,  because  those 
conditions  and  restrictions  were  limited  to 
cases  of  improvements  made  before  the 
passing  of  that  Act,  and  those  only ;  so 
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that  as  to  any  improyements  made  by 
the  tenant  since  the  Ist  of  August,  1870, 
the  conditions  and  restrictions  of  the  Act 
of  1870  had  no  application  whatever, 
and  they  were  goyerned  solely  by  the 
words  of  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  last 
year.  That  was  an  important  distinction 
in  point  of  principle,  and  it  would  be- 
come of  increasingly  practical  importance 
with  every  year  that  passed.  But  the 
truth  was  that  the  divergence  between 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Court  of 
Appeal  was,  in  his  opinion,  not  so  wide 
as  it  appeared  at  first  sight,  and  his 
noble  Friend  had  considerably  exagge- 
rated its  importance.  He  (Lord  Carling- 
ford)  understood  that  all  the  Members 
of  the  Court  of  Appeal  agreed  that  there 
were  two  classes  of  interests  concerned  in 
the  matter;  there  was  a  landlord's  interest 
as  well  as  a  tenant's  in  the  improve- 
ments, although  they  differed  in  degree. 
Those  two  classes  comprised  the  im- 
provements in  buildings  placed  on  the 
soil,  and  in  the  value  of  the  soil 
itself,  as  enhancing  the  capabilities  of 
the  holding ;  and  they  would,  on  read- 
ing the  judgment  delivered  in  the  case 
of  *' Adams  V.  Dunseath,"  find  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  drew  a  great  distinc- 
tion between  the  tenant's  work  of  im- 
provement and  its  direct  results  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  capabilities  of  the 
soil  belonging  to  the  landlord  on  the 
other.  It  was  true  that  Lord  Justice 
Fitzgibbon,  in  his  acute  judgment, 
differed  upon  the  practical  point  be- 
fore the  Court  from  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor; but  he  drew  substantially  the 
same  distinction  between  the  very  vary- 
ing amount  of  the  two  interests  in  dif- 
ferent classes  of  improvements,  pointing 
out  that  in  the  case  of  a  house  or  other 
building  the  tenant's  interest  absorbed 
almost  the  whole  value,  and  the  land- 
lord's interest,  if  it  existed,  would  be 
very  limited ;  whereas,  in  the  case  of 
any  improvements  made  in  the  soil,  the 
tenant's  interest  would  bo  more  limited, 
and  the  landlord's  interest  might  be 
very  cousiderablo.  As  to  the  practical 
result  of  the  decision,  he  would  ask  the 
House  to  remember  that,  by  the  words 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  which,  by  that 
judgment,  were  imported  into  the  Act 
of  last  year,  and  which  governed  the 
case  they  were  discussing,  the  Court  had 
a  wide  discretion  in  all  cases  to  take 
into  consideration  the  length  of  time 
during  which  improvements  had  been 
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enjoyed.  The  Courts  now  also  had  to 
take  into  acoount  the  important  qnestioQ 
of  rent.  It  was  further  to  be  supposed 
that  all  or  most  of  the  cases  in  which 
this  question  would  come  before  the 
Courts  would  be  cases  in  which  the 
rent  was  a  high  one.  He  submitted, 
therefore,  that,  first  of  all,  the  diver- 
gence between  the  majority  and  the  mi- 
nority— that  was  to  say,  between  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  the  other  Judges  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal — upon  this  matter, 
was  not  so  great  as  it  had  appeared  to 
his  noble  Friend  to  be ;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  whole  practical  effect  of  the 
decision  of  the  Court,  as  regarded  the 
interests  of  landlord  and  tenant,  had  by 
no  means  yet  become  clear  enough  to 
see  what  it  would  be.  The  Prime 
Minister  had,  he  thought,  said  a  most 
reasonable  thing  when  he  stated  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  the  Gbvem- 
ment  would  wait  and  see  whether,  in 
their  opinion,  there  was  anything  grsre 
enough  in  the  effect  of  the  judgment  of 
the  Court  to  justify  them  in  asking  Par- 
liament to  correct  that  particular  point 
in  the  Land  Act  of  last  year,  for  it 
would  be  neither  wonderful  nor  blame- 
worthy if,  in  one  of  the  most  difficult 
and,  from  its  very  nature,  comphcated 
pieces  of  legislation  ever  framed  or 
passed,  there  should  be  points  in  the 
Act  requiring  correction.  The  Prime 
Minister  would,  however,  at  an  eariy 
date,  have  occasion  to  state  the  views  of 
the  Government  upon  the  whole  of  thifl 
matter,  and  upon  the  question  whether 
any  amending  measure  or  additional 
legislation  was  required  to  the  Land  Act 
of  last  year.  Under  those  circumstances, 
he  (Lord  Carlingford)  would  not  anti- 
cipate the  Prime  Minister's  statement. 

Earl  CAIENS  said,  he  wished  to 
remind  their  Lordships  that  just  before 
the  Eecess  there  was  a  statement  made 
by  the  Prime  Minister  with  reg^ard  to 
that  House  which,  to  his  mind,  seemed 
a  very  important  one.  He  had  said  that 
the  question  they  had  to  decide  was  not 
only  whether  an  inquiry  into  the  Land 
Act  was  desirable  in  this  House,  but  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  they  took 
four  or  five  evenings  to  determine  whe- 
ther an  inquiry  into  the  working  of  the 
Land  Act  was  desirable  or  not,  and 
came  to  the  conclusion  that,  on  the 
whole,  an  inquiry  into  the  working  of 
the  Act  would  be  injurious  to  the  good 
government  of  Ireland,  and,  therefore, 
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eoctremely  inexpedient,  bnt  that  their 
Lordships  had  found  one  evening  suffi- 
dent  for  the  purpose  of  voting  that  it 
was  desirable,  and  that  they  had  acted 
wrongly  in  passing  such  a  Eesolution. 
The  progress  of  events,  however,  had 
placed  beyond  the  range  of  controversy 
the  question  of  the  desirability  of  that 
inquiry  very  much  more  rapidly  than, 
perhaps,  their  Lordships  imagined.  On 
tiie  9th  of  March  the  House  of  Commons 
passed  their  Resolutions  declaring  that 
any  Parliamentary  inquiry  into  the  Land 
Act  tended  to  defeat  good  government 
in  Ireland.  On  the  1 5th  of  March  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  proposing  an 
important  Amendment  of  that  Act  was 
moved  in  the  same  Assembly.  Upon 
the  back  of  that  Bill  were  the  names  of 
four  staunch  Supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who,  he  believed,  voted  for  the 
Besolution  of  Censure  upon  their  Lord- 
ships' action  in  the  matter.  What  did 
the  Government,  who  believed  that  any 
inquiry  into  the  Act  would  not  be  favour- 
able to  the  good  government  of  Ireland, 
do  ?  Did  they  ask  Parliament  to  throw 
out — ^but  he  would  not  use  that  expres- 
sion— did  they  hurl  the  Bill  from  the 
House  ?  On  the  contrary.  Member  after 
Member  rose  and  declared  that  any  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  the  Land  Act 
would  be  fatal  to  it,  although  it  was 
admitted  there  were  many  miscarriages, 
and  that  the  results  desired  could  not  be 
obtained  unless  there  was  some  altera- 
tion. What  did  the  Government  say  ? 
They  could  not  admit  the  possibility  of 
tampering  with  the  Act;  yet  they  ac- 
taalty,  with  the  utmost  humility,  asked 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  put  it  off 
for  some  weeks,  saying  that,  in  the 
meantime,  they  would  narrowly  watch 
ihe  working  of  the  Act,  and  state  their 
news  at  the  end  of  that  period.  But 
tiiere  were  two  points  to  which  he  parti- 
cularly desired  to  direct  their  Lordships' 
attention.  In  the  first  place,  the  House 
was  aware  that  over  90  per  cent  of  the 
cases  in  which  applications  to  break  ex- 
isting leases  had  oeen  made  had  failed, 
with  no  other  result  than  to  entail  upon 
the  applicant  the  costs  of  the  proceed- 
ings. A  Question  was  put  to  the  Prime 
Minister  a  short  time  afterwards  on  the 
point.  He  was  asked  as  to  the  clauses 
of  the  Act  which  referred  to  the  making 
of  leases.  He  was  asked,  whether  he 
knew  it  was  a  fact  that  90  per  cent  of 
the  applications  made  by  tenants  in  con- 
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qnenoe  of  the  restricted  scope  of  the 
21st  section  of  the  Act  were  rendered 
ineffectual,  and  that  Judge  O'Hagan 
had  publicly  stated  that  fact ;  and  also, 
whether  it  was  proposed  by  legislation 
to  remedy  the  defect?  What  was  his 
answer?  The  Prime  Minister  thought 
there  was  considerable  reason  for  an 
amendment  of  the  law  in  respect  to  non- 
judgment.  He  thought  the  tenant  in 
actual  enjoyment  of  a  lease,  when  he 
executed  a  new  lease,  or  the  tenant 
whose  lease  had  just  expired  and  was  in 
occupation,  ought  to  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing  as  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year.  But  he  could  not  state,  owing  to 
the  condition  of  Public  Business,  when 
the  change  would  be  introduced.  This 
was  a  serious  matter,  because  this  par- 
ticular clause  was  one  of  the  greatest 
instances  of  legislation  that  had  been 
proposed.  When  the  proposal  to  break 
leases  was  first  introduced  into  that 
House  it  was  strongly  opposed.  He 
(Earl  Oairns)  had  himself  expected  great 
objections  to  it;  but  he  was  somewhat 
surprised  when  he  discovered  that  it  was 
the  wish  of  certain  noble  Lords  in  the 
House  who  were  Irish  landlords,  and 
who  felt  that  it  carried  with  it  some  im- 
plication that  they  had  done  something 
wrong,  that  the  clause  should  be  passed. 
Accordingly  they  subsequently  agreed  to 
it,  and  what  was  the  consequence  ?  No 
case  whatever  was  made  out  against  the 
landlords;  but  now  they  knew  that 
90  per  cent  of  the  applications  made 
had  failed.  The  Prime  Minister  thought 
the  law  should  be  amended,  on  the 
ground  of  the  decisions  of  the  Court. 
He  thought  the  tenants  should  have  the 
redress  to  which  they  were  entitled,  as 
to  which  the  Land  Court  in  Ireland 
thought  they  had  no  claim.  Now,  he 
asked,  how  was  it  possible  for  Ireland 
to  be  peaceful,  and  for  property  to  be 
secure,  if  declarations  of  this  kind  were 
to  be  made  from  time  to  time?  The 
leaseholders  were  told  that,  so  far  from 
the  law  being  settled,  it  was  to  be 
altered.  What  was  the  position  of  the 
90  per  cent  ?  They  were  buoyed  up  by 
the  promise  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
hoped  for  that  relief  which  they  consi- 
dered they  were  entitled  to  ;  while  other 
leaseholders  entertained  the  opinion  that 
the  law  should  be  altered  in  their  favour, 
and  some  alteration  of  the  present  system 
be  effected.  It  was  said  that  an  inquiry 
into  the  working  of  the  Act  would  be 
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fatal.  It  might  be  asked  if  a  declara- 
tion like  this  was  likely  to  conduce  to 
the  peace  of  the  country,  for  there  was 
no  reason  for  advancing^  it.  He  now 
passed  to  the  second  consideration.  There 
was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  House  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  that  in 
this  matter,  if  necessary,  there  should 
be  power  of  appeal  to  the  highest 
tribunal  in  the  Kingdom,  the  House  of 
Lords ;  but  the  Government  said  they 
did  not  think  there  ought  to  be  an  ap- 
peal from  Ireland  to  England ;  that  the 
expense  of  such  an  appeal  was  objec- 
tionable, and  they  refused  to  allow  it. 
They  gave,  however,  an  appeed  to  the 
highest  Court  which  dealt  with  the  sub- 
ject— the  Land  Court,  consisting  of  all 
the  great  judicial  officers  of  Ireland. 
That  arrangement  was  made,  and  it 
was,  or  it  certainly  ought  to  have  been, 
understood  that  when  a  case  came  before 
the  Land  Court  its  decision  was  to  be 
final.  Well,  there  arose  a  very  im- 
portant case  bearing  upon  the  question 
of  improvements.  That  case  was  brought 
before  the  Court  and  argued  most  ela- 
borately for  several  days.  Ghreat  pains 
and  trouble  and  considerable  time  were 
taken  before  the  Court  gave  its  decision. 
It  was  divided  in  opinion,  as  Courts 
often  were ;  but  a  very  decided  judg- 
ment was  eventually  pronounced.  The 
reply  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  Ques- 
tion put  to  him  with  reference  to  that 
question  had  been  very  clearly  stated  by 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven). 
He  (Earl  Cairns)  would  ask  the  (Govern- 
ment, whether  it  was  aware  in  that  de- 
cision that,  as  regarded  the  improve- 
ments made  by  the  tenants,  the  Land 
Court,  in  fixing  a  fair  rent,  had  re- 
garded the  real  enjoyment  of  the  im- 
provements as  some  compensation  for 
the  money  spent  upon  them ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  did  not,  in  the 
course  of  the  passage  of  the  Bill  through 
the  House  of  Commons,  distinctly  state 
that  no  such  construction  was  to  be 
placed  upon  the  clause?  The  Prime 
Minister  stated  it  was  not  the  intention 
of  the  fraraers  of  the  Act  that  the  ten- 
ant's interests  in  the  course  of  his  im- 
provements should  lapse,  or  be  impaired 
m  consequence  of  his  enjoyment  of  those 
improvements.  He  (Earl  Cairns)  took  it 
that  the  meaning  of  that  was  no  reduc- 
tion should  be  made  because  of  a  lapse 
of  time.  The  Prime  Minister  said  the 
wuMst  course  would  be  to  observe  what 
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constmotion  the  Oonrt  of  Appeal  put 
upon  the  clause,  and  its  practiced  effect, 
before  taking  any  action.  He  (Earl 
Cairns)  agreed  with  what  had  been  said 
— namely,  that  no  person  could  have 
the  least  doubt  as  to  how  these  state- 
ments would  be  received  and  understood 
in  Ireland,  and  how  they  would  be  re- 
ceived by  the  Sub-Commissioners.  They 
mast  remember  who  those  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were,  and  that  they  were  ap- 
pointed annually.  They  were,  in  fact, 
in  the  position  that  Judges  once  were 
when  they  were  supposed  to  be  under 
the  influence  of  the  Government.  An- 
other thing  was  that  it  was  perfectly  in 
their  power,  having  regard  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  gave  their  decisions, 
to  conceal  the  principles  upon  which 
they  proceeded ;  and,  in  point  of  fact, 
they  did  so.  It  was  impossible  to  find 
out  the  g^unds  upon  which  they  de- 
cided. It  was  clear  how  many  unso- 
phisticated persons  would  read  this  state- 
ment. The  country  would  say  the  Go- 
vernment di£Pered  from  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  they  would  have  no  means 
of  knowing  how  far  the  Court  of  Appeal 
would  be  followed  by  the  Sub-Conunis- 
sioners  in  their  judgments.  What  the 
Prime  Minister  said  was  substantially 
this.  If  the  Sub-Commissioners  did  not 
follow  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal they  would  agree  with  the  Gkivem- 
ment,  and  the  Gk)vemment  would  not  be 
put  to  the  trouble  of  bringing  in  an 
amending  Bill;  whereas,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  they  did  follow  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  they  would,  by  eo 
doing,  say  the  Government  were  wrong, 
and  consequently  the  Government  would 
have  to  bring  in  an  amending  Bill.  Was 
it  accurate  to  say  that  this  decision  on 
the  subject  of  compensating  circum- 
stances and  improvements  was  not  in 
accordance  with  the  intention  of  the 
framers  of  the  Act  ?  He  (Earl  Cain^e) 
did  not  know  what  the  innate  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  were ;  but 
he  knew  what  the  expressed  opinion  of 
Parliament  was,  and  what  were  the 
communications  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  upon  the  subject.  The 
Prime  Minister  was  under  an  entire 
misapprehension.  The  matter  lay  in  a 
small  compass.  On  the  12th  of  August 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) proposed  an  Amendment  to  the 
Land  Act,  to  the  effect  that  the  Court, 
in  fixing  a  fair  rent,  should  consider  the 
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length  of  time  during  which  the  tenant 
iiaa  been  enjoying  improyements  at  a 
ow  rental,  and  that  the  time  during 
rhich  they  had  been  bo  enjoyed  should 
)e  held  to  be  compensation  for  them. 
Che  terras  of  the  Amendment  were  iu 
(ubetance  taken  from  the  Act  of  1870. 
md  the  Amendment  itself  was  adopted 
>y  their  Lordships.     It  then  went  down 
o  the  House  of  Commons,  where  the 
Lttomey  General  for  Ireland  said  that, 
lETing  regard  to  the  clause  already  in- 
erted  in  the  Bill,  the  words  were  unne- 
etsary,  and  asked  tho  House  to  dispense 
rith  them,  but  suggested  that  the  word 
'otherwise"  should  be  inserted.     His 
Bar!  Cairns')    right    hon.  Friend   Sir 
Itafford  Northcote    hoped    the   House 
rould  not  object  to  the  insertion  of  the 
rords,  which  he  said  were  taken  from 
be  Act  of  1870.     The  Prime  Minister 
id  not  find  fault  with  the  words  of  the 
Lct  of  1870;  but  thought  that  if  any 
oubt  existed  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
lanse,  it  might  be  met   by  the  word 
otherwise,"    and    he    said    that    the 
ords'  Amendment  might  leave  the  mat- 
yt  ambiguous.    The  Amendment  was 
len  disagreed  to,  and  the  word  ''other- 
dee  "  put  in.    Thus  the  House  of  Com- 
lons  disagreed  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
iMit,  because,  as  had  been  said,  having 
9gard  to  the  clause  already  inserted  in 
le  Bill,  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
'ere  superfluous.  Now,  after  what  passed 
etween  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
rere  they  to  be  told  that  a  slur  was  to 
e  oast  upon  the  decision  of  the  highest 
ouit  of   Appeal  in  Ireland,   because 
leir  decision  was,  it  was  alleged,  not  in 
ooordance  with  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
kent  ?  Statements  recently  made  by  the 
'rime  Minister  conveyed  to  the  minds 
r  the  people  of  Ireland  the  impression 
lat  they  were  not  obtaining  from  the 
ct  the  benefits  they  were  entitled  to 
oder  it.     It  made  one  tremble  with 
ospair  to  see  how  Ireland  had  been 
Mut  with  in  the  present  Session.     If 
lere  was  one  thing  that  he  (Earl  Cairns) 
lought  the  Leaders  of  both  great  Par- 
es in  Parliament  were  agreed  upon  at 
le  commencement  of  the   Session,   it 
as  that  those  Parties  would  be  firm  in 
eitting  that  unnamed  but  perfectly- 
ell  understood  movement   which  was 
died  Home  Eule,  and  he  had  hoped 
lat  that  firmness  would  be  persevered 
..     But  the  fact  was,  the  Prime  Idi- 
«ter    interposed    declarations    in  the 


course  of  the  Session  which  it  was 
enough  to  describe  as  having  been  wel- 
comed by  the  advocates  of  Home  Hule 
as  the  grandest  statements  ever  made. 
He  (Earl  Cairns)  was  satisfied  that  those 
statements,  having  been  taken  over  to 
Ireland,  had  done  more  to  unsettle  the 
minds  of  the  people  than  anything  that 
had  taken  place  for  years  past.  Then, 
as  to  the  leaseholders,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  they  had  a 
grievance.  If  there  was  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session  one  thing  more 
settled  than  another,  it  was  the  position 
of  leaseholders  by  the  Act  of  last  year 
— that  was  thrown  to  the  winds  by  the 
declarations  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
decision  of  the  highest  Court  in  the 
country  was  similarly  blown  to  the 
winds;  and  then  they  were  told,  for- 
sooth, that  that  House,  in  endeavouring 
to  ascertain  where  the  shoe  pinched,  had 
done  that  which  endangered  the  peace  of 
Ireland,  because  it  presumed  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  an  Act  which  the 
Government  had  themselves  done  their 
utmost  to  discredit. 

Eakl  FOETESCUE:    After  the  an- 
nouncement  just    made,    I    must    ask 
pardon  of  the  noble  Lords  who  pro- 
posed and  supported  the  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  the  working  of  the  last 
Land  Act  for  having  been  deluded  by 
the    Government    into    voting    against 
them.  I  voted  thus,  though  that  Act,  un- 
deniably confiscatory  in  its  principles, 
had  proved  itself  far  more  sweepingly 
confiscatory  in  its  operation  than  Parlia- 
ment had  been  led  to  expect ;  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  indeed,  said  last  Session  that 
it  would  be  beneficial  to  all  except  the 
few  bad  landlords  in  Ireland.     I  voted 
thus,  though  the  appointment  of  Sub- 
Commissioners  inspired  little  confidence, 
not  so  much  on  account  of  their  general 
political  partizanship — a  charge  which, 
while  probably  exaggerated,  was  not,  I 
fear,    by    any   means  unfounded — but 
rather  on  account  of  the  restriction  in 
the  selection  of  them  imposed  by  Mr. 
Gladstone's  unwise  parsimony  injudicial 
remuneration,  of  which  this  is   by   no 
means  the  first  or  only  instance.  I  voted 
thus,  though  the  Land  Act  has  failed  as 
a  message  of  peace  even  more  signally 
than  I  predicted  it  would  to  you  last 
Session.    I  voted  thus,  though  refusing 
a  Parliamentary  inquiry  into  very  real 
grievances,  while  less  utterly  repugnant 
than  would  be  the  suppression  of  &ee- 
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dom  of  Parliamentary  debate,  was  yery 
uncongenial  to  me  after  supporting  ciTil 
liberty  all  my  life.  I  yoted  thus  because, 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  it  seemed  to  me  undesirable  to  dis- 
turb the  public  mind  in  Ireland  about 
the  Act  before  it  had  been  practically  at 
work  more  than  a  very  few  months.  I 
ought  to  have  known  better,  and  re- 
membered that  Ministerial  words  some- 
times require  to  be  interpreted,  as  Tract 
No.  90  said  the  words  of  the  Articles 
ought  to  be,  in  a  non-natural  sense.  But 
I  then  little  thought  that  a  Statute,  con- 
sidered too  sacred  and  fragile  by  the 
(Government  to  bear  even  inquiring  into, 
would  within  a  few  weeks  be  pronounced 
by  its  authors  so  far  from  perfect  as 
already  to  require  cobbling  and  piecing. 
And  here,  lest  the  niemory  of  Ministers 
should  lead  them  astray  about  this  Act, 
as  it  did  some  of  them  about  the  Land  Act 
of  1870,  when  they  imputed  its  defects 
to  Amendments  made  by  their  own  Chief 
Secretary,  their  own  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  their  own  Chancellor  for  Ireland, 
I  would  precautionarily  remark  that  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  expressly  admitted  that 
the  last  Land  Act,  far  from  being  in- 
jured, had  been  improved  by  your  Lord- 
ships' Amendments. 

Can  any  reasonable  man  doubt  that, 
as  pointed  out  by  the  noble  Earl  who 
so  ably  introduced  the  subject  and  the 
noble  and  learned   Earl  opposite,   the 
language  of   the    Prime   Minister,    by 
raising  vag^e  hopes  in  the  Irish  tenants, 
will    have    prevented    many    amicable 
arrangements  being  made  between  them 
and  their  landlords ;  or  that  it  will  have 
tended  to   encourage  fresh  refusals  of 
rent,  and  to   excite  fresh  outrages,  in 
the  expectation  of  thus  extorting  fresh 
concessions     from     the     Government? 
And  here  I  must  remark  that  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  gave  a  very  unsatisfactory 
answer  to  the  noble  Earl's  comments 
upon  the  Prime  Minister's  extraordinary 
review  of  the  decisions  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  intimating  his  approval  of  the 
opinion  given  by  the  Irish  Chancellor, 
and  his  disapproval  of  the  judgment  of 
the  majority  of  that  Court.     This  House 
— no  thanks  to  Mr.  Gladstone — continues 
to  be,  as  it  has  long  been,  the  highest 
Court  of   Appeal;    but  even  here  we 
should  be  very  much  surprised  if  we 
heard  even  the  noble  and  teamed  Lord 
on  theWoolsack  —the  highest  j  udicial  per- 
son in  the  Bealm — answering  questions 
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about  any  jnd^ent  given  by  anotheT 
Court,  not  judicially  brought  before  him. 
Imust  be  allowed  to  protestag^nst  this  as 
a  practice  all  the  more  dangerous  because, 
unhappily,  sanctioned  by  a  Prime  Minis- 
ter.   I  take  a  very  gloomy  view  of  the 
prospects  of  Ireland  under  the  present 
Government.   They  oueht  not  to  D^eve 
that  further  agrarian  legislation  is  the 
first  requisite  for  restoring   Ireland  to 
the  condition  in  which  they  received  it 
from  their  Predecessors.     What  is  most 
wanted  is  prompt  and  vigorous  adminis- 
tration, speedy  trial,  generally  without 
a  jury,  whenever  evidence  can  be  pro- 
cured, heavy  fines  for  offences  leviea  on 
the  district  where  evidence  is  withheld, 
and  protection  freely  afforded  to  the  law- 
abiding,  even  at  the  cost,  if  necessary, 
of  increasing  the  Constabulary  Force. 
The  Government  cannot  deny  that  Ire- 
land was  handed  over  to  them  tranquil 
and  orderly.  The  Prime  Minister,  more 
than  three  weeks  after  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  speaking  from  official  information, 
had  publicly  warned  the  country  that 
Ireland  was  profoundly  disaffected,  de- 
clared that  there  was  an  absence  of  out- 
rage and  a  sense  of  comfort  and  satis- 
faction in    Ireland   previously    almost 
unknown.     This  was  re-echoed  by  his 
supporters  throughout  the  country,  and 
the  Government  took  credit  for  not  hav- 
ing renewed,  in  spite  of  the  warnings 
of  their  Predecessors  and  of  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  the  Peace  Preservation 
Act,  which  they  complacently  allowed 
to  expire.     For  the  present  lamentable 
and  disgraceful  state  of  Ireland  I  shall 
always  consider    the   Government,   by 
their  credulity,  vacillation,  procrastina- 
tion,  and   general  helplessness  in   ad- 
ministration, to  have  made  themselves 
deeply  responsible. 

Thb  Dukb  of  ARGYLL :  My  Lords, 
my  feeling  is  that  we  are  often  called 
upon  to  discuss  the  very  gravest  questions 
upon  the  most  purely  incidental  event, 
and  it  puts  us  in  a  position  in  which,  I 
think,  the  House  is  very  often  placed  under 
circumstances  of  the  greatest  disadvan- 
tage. I  do  not  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  given  due  appreciation  to  the 
magnitude  of  the  interests  at  stake  in 
the  question  put  by  my  noble  Friend  on 
the  Cross  Benches  (the  Earl  of  Dun- 
raven)  ;  but  I  am  bound  to  say,  as  to  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  (Lord  Carlingford)  that  they 
tend  to  allay  alarms  which  have  arisen 
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in  oonsequenoe  of  other  utterances  of  the 
Gk>Temment ;  and  I  do  think  that  they 
■how  a  due  appreciation  of  the  magni- 
tude of  the  interests  that  are  at  stake 
upon  the  question  placed  before  the 
House ;  but  believing,  as  I  do,  that  this 
is  not  a  favourable  opportunity  for  the 
discussion  of  the  principles  which  are 
involved  in  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  in  Ireland,  I  shall  certainly  post- 
pone anything  I  have  to  say  until  a 
future  occasion.  But  I  do  say  this — 
that  it  is  impossible  to  deny  that  the 
discussions  which  have  arisen  in  this 
House  to-night,  and  the  discussions 
which  have  arisen  "  elsewhere,"  throw 
an  entirely  new  light  upon  the  discus- 
sion as  to  the  appointment  of  a  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  Land  Act  in  this 
House,  and  in  which  I  took  no  part.  I 
was  not  present  on  that  occasion,  and  I 
must  frankly  confess  to  the  House  that 
I  had  made  up  my  mind  to  vote  with  the 
Government  if  I  had  been  there,  and  I 
would  have  done  so  on  two  grounds.  In 
the  first  place,  no  one  can  deny  that  the 
Government  are  charged  just  now  with 
the  most  difficult  duty  which  has  ever 
been  imposed  upon  any  Government  in 
this  country.  We  are  bound  to  look 
upon  them  as  the  Executive  Government 
of  the  country,  and  to  rely  upon  the  in- 
formation possessed  by  the  Government ; 
and  therefore  I  should  not  have  been 
disposed  to  vote  for  any  inquiry  which 
the  Government,  upon  their  own  respon- 
sibility, distinctly  stated  involved  an  em- 
barrassment that  would  prove  dangerous 
to  the  government  of  the  country.  That 
is  one  of  the  gprounds.  The  second 
ground  is  that  I  think  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  so  early  in  the  Session 
might  give  rise  to  misunderstanding  in 
Ireland,  and  might  lead  many  persons  in 
the  country  to  suppose  it  was  the  desire 
of  our  House  to  deprive  the  people  of 
Ireland  of  the  substantial  advantages 
which  we,  in  common  with  the  other 
House,  had  agreed  to  give  them  in  the 
previous  Session.  On  these  two  grounds, 
and  on  these  two  grounds  alone,  I  should 
have  voted  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  that  occasion ;  but  I  cannot 
deny  there  are  many  questions  upon 
which  it  is  at  least  possible  that  we  shall 
have  something  to  say  on  a  future 
occasion.  There  is  the  question  of 
arrears.  I  do  earnestly  trust — though 
from  the  observations  of  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  it  may  be  otherwise — 


that  we  shall  not  be  called  upon  to  con- 
sider the  fundamental  principles  of  the 
Land  Act  in  the  present  Session,  and  so 
dissipate  the  idea  of  finality.  Finality 
is  a  difficult  word  to  deal  with ;  but 
finality  ought  to  be  adhered  to  in  regard 
to  a  great  measure  of  this  kind,  which 
involves  an  enormous  re-distribution  of 
property;  and  I  cannot  conceive  the 
peace  of  Ireland  being  secured  if  we 
are  perpetually  to  have  questions  re- 
opened which  are  fundamental  ques- 
tions. Putting  aside,  however,  funda- 
mental questions  connected  with  the 
Land  Act,  there  are  a  dozen  others  with 
regard  to  which  it  is  of  the  first  import- 
ance that  this  House  should  be  duly  in- 
formed as  to  the  operations  of  the  Act ; 
and  if  we  are  to  be  called  upon  to  discuss 
questions  of  emigration,' arrears — as  to 
which  it  is  very  possible  that  legislation 
may  be  required—and  other  questions 
which  have  been  raised  both  in  this  and 
the  other  House,  I  think  it  is  Import- 
ant that  we  should  have  the  fullest  in- 
formation; and  I  think,  therefore,  the 
House  has  done  wisely  in  seeking  to 
gain  some  definite  knowledge  as  regards 
them.  Therefore,  on  the  whole,  though 
I  am  satisfied  with  the  course  which  I 
have  taken,  I  shall  still  look  with  im- 
mense interest  on  the  Heport  which  the 
Irish  Land  Act  Committee  mav  make ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  some  noble  Lord 
connected  with  Ireland  will  raise  the 
question,  and  give  us  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  whole  subject.  It  will 
be  most  unsatisfactory  if,  perhaps,  at 
the  end  of  June,  or  the  end  of  August, 
or.  Heaven  knows,  it  may  be  the  month 
of  September,  the  House  should  be 
called  upon  to  give  its  consent — **  con- 
tent "or  **  not  content  '* — to  some  mea- 
sure of  which  we  know  nothing  in  re- 
gard to  the  government  of  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
apprehended  that  the  principal  object  of 
the  speakers  who  had  not  favoured  the 
action  of  the  Government  had  been  to 
show  that  that  House  was  right  in  its 
recent  vote  for  the  inquiry  into  the  Land 
Act.  His  noble  Friend  on  the  Cross 
Benches  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  had 
brought  forward  the  case  of  ''Adams  v. 
Dunseath,"  and  had  argued  it  upon  its 
own  merits;  but  the  whole  object  of 
successive  speakers  had  been  to  turn 
the  arguments  so  as  to  extract  from 
them  a  proof  that  the  Government  were 
wrong  and  that  House  was  right ;  but 
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those  conclusions  rested  on  a  yery  slen- 
der basis.  It  had  been  assumed,  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  that  the  inquiry  of 
the  Qonse  of  Liords  into  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Act  was  to  be  treated  in  the 
samA  catef^ory  with  decisions  of  the 
Courts  in  Ireland  ;  whereas  there  was 
the  greatest  difference  between  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Government  and  what 
he  must  call  the  **  fishing  "  inquiry  pro- 
posed and  carried  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  for  the  purpose  of  finding  out 
whether  there  were  any  defects  in  the 
Land  Act  which  required  legislation;  but 
he  did  not  think  it  was  possible  for  the 
Government  to  adopt  a  more  prudent 
attitude  than  that  of  watching  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Courts  of  the  Land  Act.  He 
was  sorry  to  find  that  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him  (Earl  Fortescue)  had  chang^ 
his  mind.  When  his  noble  Friend  told 
the  House  of  the  dangerous  hopes  which 
might  be  excited  by  any  statements 
which  might  lead  people  to  suppose  that 
it  was  intended  to  change  the  Act  of 
1881,  did  he  not  see  that  that  might  be 
turned  round  and  put  another  way  ;  and 
what  would  he  say  to  the  fears  which 
an  inquiry  might  excite  in  the  minds  of 
those  who  took  a  different  view,  and  who 
thought,  perchance,  alterations  might  be 
made,  as  the  result  of  that  inquiry,  ad- 
verse to  the  interests  of  the  tenants  ?  It 
constantly  happened  that  Courts  of  Law 
gave  decisions  on  the  meaning  of  Acts 
which  were  not  in  accordance  with  the 
intentions  of  the  framers  of  those  Acts, 
and  opinions  were  freely  expressed  on 
such  decisions  by  many  persons,  and 
even  by  Members  of  the  Government. 
The  Government  were  watching  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Irish  Land  Courts.  That 
was  their  method  of  inquiry.  Precisely 
what  the  Government  had  said  ought  to 
be  done  was  now  being  done.  The  Act  of 
1881  was  left  to  operate;  and  the  Courts 
in  Ireland,  not  an  inquiry  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  were  interpreting  and  applying 
the  provisions  of  that  measure.  The 
Government  were  anxious,  before  any 
conclusions  were  come  to  as  to  amend- 
ments of  the  Act,  to  see  what  was  the 
effect  of  the  Act,  both  in  its  practical 
working  and  its  legal  interpretation  by 
the  Courts.  He  deprecated  the  impor- 
tation into  the  discussion  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Cairns) 
of  the  question  of  leasee,  and  thought 
that  with  regard  to  the  question  of  com- 
pensation for  improyementB,  where    it 

Th§  Earl  of  Kimbm-U^ 


was,  no  donbt,  diffionlt  to  aniTe  at  tiie 
precise  understanding  of  the  elaborate 
judgments  delivered  by  the  Court,  ex- 
aggeration had  been  indulged  in.    No 
one  deprecated  more  than  he  did  con- 
tinually meddling  with  this  important 
law.     The  Government  woald  adhere  to 
the  main  principles  of  the  Act ;  but  it 
might,  of  course,  hereafter  be  found  ne- 
cessary that  in  some  details,  in  which 
the  Act  might  be  found  by  experience 
not  to  work  well,  there  should  be  amend- 
ments.    It  had  been  said  that  the  opi- 
nion expressed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  with  respect  to  the  case 
of  *'  Adams  v,  Dunseath ''  was  meant  to 
influence  the  Sub-Commismoners.    Bat 
if  everything  said  by  a  Member  of  the 
Government  upon  the  subject  of  the  Act 
was  to  operate  upon  the  minds  of  the 
Sub  -  Commissioners  charged   with   its 
administration,  and  to  induce  them  to 
disregard  their  plain  duty,  then  all  he 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  could  say  was, 
that  they  would  be  utterly  unfit  to  per- 
form the  functions  committed  to  them. 
He  did  not  understand  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  desired  for  a  moment  to  influence 
the  decisions  of  the  Sub-Commissioners. 
Was  it  not  constantly  the  case    that 
Judges  placed  an  interpretation   upon 
Statutes  not  contemplated  by  the  Legis- 
lature, and  that  similar  expressions  of 
opinion  were  the  result?    As  regarded 
the  matter,  he,  for  one,  had  considerable 
difficulty  in  arriving  at  the  precise  prin- 
ciples which  governed  it.     The  question 
seemed  to  be  whether  the  intention  of 
the  Legislature  was  that,  with  regard 
to  improvements,  the  Act  of  1870  should 
be  imported  into  the  Act  of  1881.    It 
appeared  to  him  that  if  the  decisions 
of  the  Court  were  such  as  not  to  be  in 
accordance  with  the  intentions  of  the 
framers  of  the  Act,  then  it  was  the  ob- 
vious duty  of  the  Government,  at  the 
proper  time  and  season,  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  not  part  of  their  duty  to  pro- 
pose the  amending  of  the  Act.     It  was 
not  possible  to  suppose  that  this  Act,  in 
the  sense  that  it  would  require  no  amend- 
ment in  details,  could  be  linal ;  and  what 
he  apprehended  was  meant,  when  it  was 
said    they   should    not    be  continually 
making  new  laws  in  Ireland,  was  that 
the  general  principle  of  the  Act  should 
remain  fixed,  and  that  they  should  not 
be    constantly    altering    th^    general 
policy;  but  as  to  the  details,   it  was 
absolutely  certain  that  qoeetiona  would 
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irise,  tooner  or  later,  upon  which  they 
night  have  to  make  some  alteration  in 
he  law,  large  or  small.  It  in  no  way 
oUowed  that  the  time  had  arrived  for  a 
omplete  inquiry  into  the  Act,  because 
[lere  was  something  in  the  working  of 
lie  Act  which  should  be  remedied. 
The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  My 
iords,  I  do  not  think  my  noble  Friend 
'ho  has  just  sat  down  (the  Earl  of  Kim- 
erlej)  has  given  an  accurate  impression 
>  the  House  of  the  purport  of  this 
ebate,  or  of  the  objects  which  those 
'ho  introduced  the  discussion  had  in 
iew.  He  has  represented  the  debate 
B  if  it  were  a  mere  re-discussion  of  the 
uestion  whether  or  not  a  Committee 
P  Inquiry  into  the  working  of  the  Land 
.ot  was  desirable.  That  is  a  matter  of 
>me  importance ;  and  I  think  it  is  very 
ear,  from  subsequent  events,  that  the 
Louse  on  both  sides  is  very  much  of  the 
pinion  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
j^yll)  that  there  was  sufficient  matter 
>r  inquiry.  But  the  particular  object 
'hich  I  understood  the  noble  Earl  on 
iross  Benches  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven) 
ad  in  view  was  to  impress  upon  the 
hovemment  a  matter  which  the  noble 
kurl  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  has  passed 
ver  lightly — namely,  the  effect  upon 
ublic  opinion  in  Ireland  upon  the  per- 
lanent  pacification  of  the  country,  of 
16  hints,  and  of  more  than  hints, 
ropped  by  the  Prime  Minister,  that  he 
\  prepared  to  re-open  the  question  of 
ind  legislation  for  Ireland.  A  great 
9- distribution  of  property  has  taken 
lace ;  that  which  belonged  to  the  land- 
>rd  has  been  re-distributed  by  being 
iken  from  him  and  given  to  the  tenant. 
Liter  that  has  been  done,  whatever  the 
pinions  of  the  Government  with  re- 
pect  to  it  may  be,  the  one  thing  you 
esire  is  that  men  on  both  sides — land- 
)rds  as  well  as  tenants — should  settle 
.own  to  their  new  relations,  and  should 
lake  the  best  of  the  situation  as  they 
md  it ;  that  they  should  settle,  by 
lutnal  agreement,  such  differences  as 
zist  between  them  ;  and  that,  as  far  as 
he  conditions  of  the  Act  will  allow,  they 
hould  go  on  with  the  most  vital  in- 
lustry  of  Ireland  as  if  nothing  of  im- 
K>rtance  had  occurred,  and  no  further 
Bgislation  were  contemplated.  But  the 
^rime  Minister  has  produced  exactly 
he  opposite  result  by  the  declaration 
\B  MB  made,  and  he  has  opened  up  a 
NNindUss  field  for  doubt.    No  landlord 


will  like  to  make  any  permanent  arrange- 
ments ;  he  will  not  dare  to  risk  any  fur- 
ther his  private  property,  already  so 
grievously  compromised,  when  there  is 
an  almost  unlimited  possibility,  to  be 
inferred  from  the  obscure  hints  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  of  a  new  attack  on  his 
rights,  and  of  a  new  re-distribution  of 
his  property.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
tenant  will  not  wish  to  bind  himself  by 
any  agreement,  or  prematurely  to  chal- 
lenge the  decision  of  the  Court  which 
may  be  held  finally  against  him,  when 
there  is  unlimited  hope  in  the  results  of 
further  agitation,  when  the  words  of  the 
Prime  Minister  betray  how  sensitive  the 
Government  is  to  the  action  of  agitators, 
and  how  ready  they  are  to  abandon  and 
tear  up  that  finality  which  they  pro- 
mised, and  to  enter  upon  a  new  course 
of  land  legislation  at  the  bidding  of  the 
agitators  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  care,  with 
reference  to  this  matter,  what  is  the 
opinion  of  the  Government.  What  I 
say  is  that  they  are  bound  either  to 
abstain  from  ambiguous  forecasts  of 
their  intention  altogether,  or  to  make  a 
clean  breast  of  it,  and  tell  us  what  they 
do  intend.  It  is  unpardonable  for  the 
Government  to  keep  these  two  import- 
ant classes  in  Ireland  any  longer  in  a 
state  of  painful  doubt.  The  Govern- 
ment are  only  intensifying  antagonism, 
which  is  too  bitter  already ;  they  are 
only  exciting  hopes  and  fears  which 
have  already  been  too  fatal  to  the  peace 
and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
he  greatly  doubted  whether  the  course 
taken  that  evening  was  not  an  unwise 
one.  When  Questions  were  put  in  either 
House  of  Parliament,  it  was  generally 
agreed  that  some  answer  was  needed ; 
and  when  answers  to  Questions  were  re- 
presented, as  they  had  been  that  even- 
ing, in  the  case  of  statements  made  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister, 
as  meaning  something  which  did  not 
appear,  at  all  events,  to  persons  whose 
minds  were  constituted  in  the  ordinary 
manner,  it  was  to  be  regretted ;  for  conse- 
quences might  follow  from  the  present 
discussion,  and  from  their  being  so  repre- 
sented, which  it  was  not  intended  should 
take  place.  The  people  of  Ireland  uiiffht 
think  that  they  had,  in  fact,  some  rights 
which  were  not  yet  conceded  to  them, 
and  thus  their  minds  might  become  un- 
settled; and  the  result  would  be  that 
much  more  harm  would  be  done  by  dis- 
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oossing  these  statements  than  by  leaving 
them  as  they  were — simply  as  answers 
to  Questions  put  in  one  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament.  He  did  not  understand 
that  any  statement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  was  intended  at  all  to  intimate 
that  the  Government  were  going  to  re- 
open the  question  of  tenure  under  the 
Irish  Land  Act.  The  statement  appeared, 
as  far  as  he  could  judge,  to  have  refer- 
ence only  to  the  Question  put,  and  to 
have  been  carefully  made  so  as  to  avoid 
any  such  construction.  One  thing,  at 
all  events,  he  should  have  thought  per- 
fectly clear,  and  that  was  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether  he  rightly  interpreted 
or  not  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal, did  not  for  a  moment  seek  to  cast 
a  slur  on  the  correctness  of  that  Court ; 
and  he  should  not,  until  that  evening, 
have  thought  it  possible  that  any- 
one could  hold  the  Prime  Minister's 
meaning  to  be  that  the  Commissioners 
and  Sub-Commissioners  were  not  to  act 
upon  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
or  that  the  action  of  the  Government  was 
to  depend  upon  the  question  whether  the 
Commissioners  and  Sub-Commissioners 
took  their  own  course,  regardless  of  that 
deci^on,  or  whether  they  followed  that 
decision.  The  noble  Earl  raised  a  ques- 
tion  which  really  depended  upon  the 
construction  to  be  put  upon  the  decision 
of  the  Judges;  but,  if  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  were  called  upon  to  discuss 
that  decision,  he  should  reply  that  he 
was  not  in  a  position  to  do  so,  as  the 
opinions  delivered  by  the  several  Judges, 
in  the  case  of  **  Adams  v  Dunseath,''  had 
not  been  laid  before  the  House,  and 
he  did  not  know  that  they  had  been  laid 
before  the  House  of  Commons.  He  must 
say  that  until  he  came  down  to  the  House 
upon  that  occasion,  the  notion  that  any 
human  being  would  put  such  an  inter- 
pretation on  the  Prime  Minister's  words 
as  had  been  put,  or  would  suppose  such 
a  conclusion  to  bo  deducible  from  them, 
never  would  have  occurred  to  him,  and 
he  was  perfectly  certain  it  never  could 
have  occurred  to  the  Prime  Minister 
himself.  Then,  did  the  Prime  Minister 
hold  out  any  expectation  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  re-open  the  question  of 
the  Land  Act  and  introduce  some  new 
Bill  to  overrule  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal  ?  Quite  the  reverse.  He  said 
that  there  had  not  been  time  to  ascertain 
the  practical  effect  of  that  decision,  and 
that  its  effect  would  have  to  be  watched. 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


Again,  the  Prime  Minister  did  not  hold 
out  any  expectation  that  farther  power 
of  breaking  leases  would  be  g^ranted. 
Was  any  good  to  be  done  in  Ireland  by 
throwing  doubt  upon  every  statement  ii 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  by  making  every 
word  of  his  a  subject  of  debate  ?  He 
did  not  think  that  any  such  uneasinees 
had  been  created  by  the  statements  of 
the  Prime  Minister  as  had  been  sug- 
gested, nor  had  they  interfered  with 
arrangements  being  made  by  landlords 
and  tenants  out  of  Court.  If  there  had 
been  any  unsettling  of  men's  minds,  or 
any  obstruction  of  settlements  in  that 
country  between  landlord  and  tenant 
out  of  Court,  he  thought  that  was  maoh 
more  likely  to  have  been  caused  by  the 
premature  appointmentof  the  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Land 
Act  than  by  anything  which  had  been 
said  by  any  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
Thb  Marqubss  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  had  stated  that  it 
would  be  very  unwise  to  pay  attention 
to  so  small  a  matter  as  this,  and  that  it 
would  be  better  to  let  these  disagree- 
able questions  rest.  That  was  not  the 
light  in  which  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  looked  at  this  question. 
He  thought  his  noble  Friend  (the  ikirl 
of  Dunraven)  had  done  good  service 
in  bringing  it  forward  that  evening — 
first,  by  enabling  the  Colleagues  of  the 
Prime  Minister  in  that  House  to  show 
that  their  minds  were  not  so  open  to 
conviction  as  his;  and,  secondly,  by 
giving  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
protesting  against  the  way  in  which 
these  great  questions  of  principle  had 
been  left  in  suspense  by  the  statements 
which  had  been  adverted  to.  Speaking 
as  one  who  had  some  knowledge  of  Ire- 
land and  the  Irish  people,  he  must  join 
with  the  noble  Earl  who  had  brought 
forward  the  subject  in  the  expression  of 
his  conviction  that  nothing  would  more 
retard  a  settlement  of  that  country  than 
the  creation  of  an  impression  that  when- 
ever the  people  found  that  legislation 
had  not  in  all  respects  fulfilled  their  ex- 
pectations, their  claims  for  a  revision  of 
what  had  been  done  were  to  be  admitted. 
The  great  fault,  both  of  the  Land  Act  of 
last  year  and  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
had  always  seemed  to  him  to  be  their 
extreme  intricacy.  And  not  only  was  it 
necessary  for  the  illiterate  peasants 
whose  interests  were  at  stake  to  make 
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themselves  masters  of  two  of  the  most 
complicated  Acts  of  Parliament  ever  in- 
troduced into  the  Statute  Book,  but  in 
addition  to  this  they  were  obliged,  be- 
fore they  could  know  how  they  really 
stood,  to  study  the  three  elaborate  judg- 
ments of  the  Land  Commissioners  sitting 
as  an  Appeal  Court  in  Dublin,  and  the 
seven  stiU  more  elaborate  judgments  of 
the  High  Court  of  Appeal  to  which 
these  matters  had,  in  the  last  instance, 
been  referred.  Most  people  had  hoped 
that  the  question  having  been  thus  dealt 
with  was  at  last  finally  disposed  of,  and 
that  the  parties  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  settlement  of  a  case  by  the  High 
Oonrt  of  Appeal ;  but  now  it  appeared 
that  that  was  not  so,  for  no  sooner  was 
a  decision  come  to  than  it  was  called  in 
question  by  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self, and  a  most  unfortunate  state  of 
things  was  the  result.  The  fact  was 
that  this  perplexity  had  arisen  from 
Ministers  not  being  able  to  make  up 
their  minds  as  to  which  of  two  alterna- 
tive positions  they  would  adopt  on  the 
Bubject  of  tenants'  improvements.  One 
position  was  that  improvements  once 
executed  by  a  tenant  or  his  predecessors 
in  title — which  had  been  interpreted 
to  include  predecessors  in  occupancy — 
could  never  be  exhausted  by  enjoy- 
ment, no  matter  how  long  or  how  pro- 
fitable. That  was  one  view.  The  other 
position  was  that  the  land  was  the 
property  of  the  owner  of  it — that  its 
capability  of  improvement,  with  all  its 
resources,  latent  and  apparent,  belonged 
to  him,  and  that  he  was  to  be  at  liberty 
to  lend  the  use  of  that  land  to  another 
person  upon  condition  that  the  person 
cultivating  it  should  develop  those  re- 
sources, and,  having  done  so,  should  be 
allowed  to  recoup  himself  for  the  expen- 
diture of  his  capital,  skill,  and  labour ; 
but  that,  after  lie  had  been  so  recouped, 
tiien  the  landlord's  reversionary  interest 
in  those  improvements  should  be  recog- 
nized. According  to  the  former  view 
the  improvement  resulted  solely  from  the 
tenant  s  efforts,  and,  therefore,  belonged 
exclusively  to  him ;  according  to  the 
latter  it  resulted  from  the  co-operation 
of  the  tenant's  skill,  labour,  and  capital 
with  the  capital  which  the  landlord  or  his 
predecessors  had  invested  in  the  acquisi 
tion  of  the  soil  and  its  capabilities,  and, 
tiierefore,  belonged  partly  to  the  one  party 
and  partly  to  the  other.  Those  were  the 
only  two  poaitionB  which  could  be  as- 


sumed in  regard  to  tenants'  improve- 
ments. Both  were  intelligible,  but  they 
were  irreconcilable;  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  throughout  all  these  discus- 
sions they  haa  never  had  any  clear 
statement  from  the  Government  as  to 
which  of  the  two  they  took  up.  He 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had  him- 
self pointed  out  that  the  second  of 
the  two  views  was  the  one  which  had 
always  hitherto  regulated  the  agricul- 
tural economy  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  was  the  principle  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870.  It  was  the  principle  of  the  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  Act  of  1875.  It  was 
the  principle  favoured  by  that  unques- 
tionable patriot,  the  late  Mr.  Isaac 
Butt.  It  was  the  principle  in  all  the 
most  liberally  drawn  Scotch  leases ; 
and,  finally,  it  was  the  principle  which 
the  Irish  tenants  themselves  invariably 
acted  upon  in  their  dealings  with  their 
fellow- tenants.  That  principle  was 
never  repudiated  till  last  year.  It  was 
first  called  in  question  by  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  and  ultimately 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  He  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  said  ultimately, 
because  what  was  known  as  Healy's 
Clause  formed  no  part  of  the  original 
proposals  of  the  Government — it  was, 
indeed,  no  part  of  Mr.  Healy's  original 
proposal — and  was  only  accepted  at  a 
late  stage  of  the  Bill,  with  the  addition 
of  qualifying  words  which  it  was  impos- 
sible to  doubt,  were  accepted  by  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  with  the  idea  that 
they  had  effectually  protected  the  land- 
lord against  tenants'  claims  on  account  of 
these  remote  improvements.  It  was  im- 
possible not  to  see  that  that  was  the 
basis  on  which  the  Healy  Amendment 
was  accepted.  The  whole  question  had 
now  been  re-opened  by  the  recent  state- 
ments of  the  Prime  Minister.  They 
were  now  in  this  difficulty.  There  were 
1 6  sets  of  Sub-Commissioners  regulating 
these  matters,  and  deciding  innumerable 
cases,  into  every  one  of  which  this  ques- 
tion entered,  without  any  principles 
being  laid  down  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  to  be  decided.  He  did 
hope  that,  as  they  were  told  some  state- 
ment was  to  be  made  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, there  would  be,  once  and  for  all, 
a  clear  and  definite  settlement  of  the 
question.  In  the  meanwhile,  the  old 
principle  had  been  demolished,  and  no 
new  one  had  been  established  in  its 
place— or  one  so  vague  that  no  two  per- 
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sons  understood  it  in  the  name  sense. 
In  whatever  sense  it  might  be  finally 
decided  by  the  Government,  they  should 
recollect  that  if  it  were  enacted  that 
tenants'  improvements  were  not  to  be 
exhausted  by  time,  and,  further,  that 
succession  in  occupancy  was  to  be  the. 
same  thing  as  succession  in  title, 
the  Government  would  be  driven  by 
inexorable  logic  into  the  adoption  of 
Mr.  Pamell's  theory  that  the  "prairie 
value  "  of  the  land  was  the  fair  measure 
of  the  rent  which  a  tenant  ought  to  pay 
for  it — a  theory  for  advocating  which  Mr. 
Pamell  had  been  thrown  into  prison. 
That  seemed  to  him  to  be  the  real  diffi- 
culty. He  did  hope  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  to  address  themselves 
to  the  question,  and  to  legislate  upon  it, 
they  would  deal  with  it  in  a  manner  in- 
capable of  being  misunderstood. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  the  discus- 
sion which  had  taken  place  impressed 
him  with  the  wisdom  of  the  course  that 
had  been  adopted  in  instituting  an  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  the  Land  Act. 
What  he  wished  to  find  out  was,  how 
were  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  ascer- 
tain whether  the  Sub- Commissioners,  in 
giving  their  decisions,  had  acted  upon 
the  decision  of  the  Courts  of  Appeal,  or 
whether  they  had  acted  upon  the  hints 
which  had  been  thrown  out  by  the  Prime 
Minister?  Unless  the  landlords  knew 
the  grounds  of  the  decisions,  it  was 
almost  impossible  that  many  cases  should 
be  settled  out  of  Court  by  agreement 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  There 
was  no  security,  as  things  were,  that  the 
tenant  would  not  get  paid  twice  over  for 
his  improvements — once  when  the  fair 
rent  was  fixed,  and  then  at  the  end  of 
the  statutory  term.  If  their  Lordships' 
Committee  ascertained  that  fact,  it  would 
have  done  good  service. 

yiscouNT  MLDLETON  said,  that  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Lord  Inchiquin).  If 
the  Sub-Commissioners'  decisions,  when 
reversed  by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  were 
to  be  said  not  to  express  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  what 
hope  was  there  of  any  final  settlement 
in  Ireland  ?  He  had  spoken  with  more 
than  one  agent,  who  had  expressed  the 
opinion  that  while  the  question  which 
their  Lordships  had  been  discussing  was 
imsettled,  there  was  little  hope  of  ami- 
cable arrangements  between  tenants  and 
landlords.     He  knew  of  oaaet  where 
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there  was  a  willingness  on  both  sides  to 
accept  the  decision  of  gentlemen  in  whom 
they  had  confidence ;  but  those  gentlo- 
men,  though  enjojdng  the  confidence  ol 
both  parties,  declined  to  act,  because  of 
the  uncertainty  as  to  the  principles  upon 
which  they  were  to  adjudicate  upon  the 
question  of  fair  rent.  He  asked  whether 
any  man  could  counsel  an  extra-judicial 
settlement  when  the  decisions  were  to 
entirely  different  from  one  another? 
Take  another  instance.  A  Sub-Conunie- 
sioner  was  appealed  to  to  say  upon  whtt 
principle  he  made  his  valuation.  He 
replied  that  he  valued,  in  the  first  in* 
stance,  the  tenant's  interest  at  the  fall 
disturbance  allowance,  and  then  took 
the  full  capitalized  value  of  the  tenant's 
improvements — in  other  words,  he  ga?e 
the  tenant  compensation  for  disturbanee 
when  he  had  not  been  disturbed.  He 
believed  that  there  was  not  a  single 
landowner  in  Ireland  who  was  not  ea^ 
nestly  desirous  of  settling  all  differenoei 
between  them  and  their  tenants;  hot 
their  difficulty  was  in  dealing  with  an 
Act  which  had  no  definite  interpretation, 
and  with  respect  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment refused  any  indication  of  the  linei 
on  which  it  was  to  be  interpreted.  He 
hoped  for  an  assurance  that  the  inse- 
curity which  landlords  felt  in  dealing 
with  their  property  might  at  an  early 
date  be  put  an  end  to  by  some  definite 
assurance  from  the  Government. 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  tb.) 

(^Th$  Earl  of  Morlty,) 

SECOND    BEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2"." 
--(^Th$  Earl  of  Morley.) 

Tfls  Eabl  of  LONGFOBD  said,  that 
with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
Bill  had  passed  through  the  other 
House,  he  had  to  complain  that  many 
of  the  most  important  national  Bills 
were  either  put  aside  or  dealt  with  in  a 
hole-and-corner  fashion.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  learn  something  with  re- 
spect to  the  efficiency  of  the  Army ;  bat 
he  found  upon  inquiry  that  it  was  in  a 
state  of  transition.  In  October  last  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  made  a 
public  announcement  of  the  satisfactory 
condition  of  the  Army.  He  (Uie  Earl 
of  Longford)  had  thereupon  written  to 
him,  aisking  him  to  name  one  aiagle 
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battalion  possessmg  its  full  complement 
of  men,  and  in  every  other  respect 
affident.  The  Secretary  of  State  nad 
adopted  the  el6twr§  system,  and  never 
even  answered  his  letter.  He  believed 
that  no  single  battalion  was  at  that 
moment  in  a  state  of  efficiency.  Last 
fear  there  were  several  changes,  the 
dumgea  to  territorial  regiments,  which 
lad  created  more  confusion  than  any- 
idng  else  since  Babel ;  then  there  were 
rarioos  changes  in  the  uniforms.  The 
lystem  of  paying  pensioners  had  also 
tieen  changed,  with  the  result  that  the 
senaioners,  who  were  poor  men,  upon 
me  occasion  had  to  wait  for  their  pen- 
dona.  He  did  object  to  change  in  itself ; 
le  disliked  changes  which  produced  no 
idvantageous  result.  He  would  like  to 
mow,  as  he  was  addressing  the  House, 
irhether  the  recent  change  in  the  form 
)f  Oautte  announcements  to  the  com- 
mands of  regiments  and  battalions  in- 
lioatea  any  change  in  the  position  or 
pay  of  commanding  officers  ? 

The  Eabl  of  MORLEY,  in  reply. 
Mod,  the  criticisms  of  the  noble  Earl 
upon  the  Army  were  of  so  general  a 
maracter  that  they  did  not  require 
Answering  upon  the  present  occasion. 
kA  regarded  the  Question  put  by  the 
noble  Earl,  he  would  say  that  the  change 
in  the  form  of  Gazette  announcements 
to  the  commands  of  regiments  indicated 
QO  change  whatever  in  the  position  or 
Day  of  commanding  officers.  The  reason 
tor  the  change  in  practice  referred  to 
iras  that  there  were  now  two  lieutenant 
solonels  in  each  battalion — one  subor- 
iinate,  the  other  in  command — and  it 
ironld  be  on  many  grounds  desirable 
md  convenient  that  the  appointment  to 
Jie  command  of  a  battalion  or  regiment 
ihould  be  announced  in  The  GazHtey 
iiongh  the  officer  so  appointed  had 
ilready  reached  the  rank  of  lieutenant 
xdonel.  In  reference  to  the  new  scheme 
'xa  paying  military  pensions  by  post- 
iffice  orders,  he  differed  from  the  noble 
md  gallant  Earl,  who  stated  that  the 
ifaange  would  produce  no  beneficial  re- 
Rilta — he  believed,  on  the  contrary,  that 
t  would  be  of  great  benefit  to  the 
pensioners,  who  would  not  in  future 
M  obliged  to  attend  at  their  pension 
offices  every  quarter  to  receive  their 
lenaions,  a  practice  which  often  inter- 
Seted  with  their  employments,  and  was 
prodnotive  of  other  inconveniences.  The 
lohane  had  been  put  in  operation  for 


the  first  time  on  April  1st;  and  some 
little  friction  had  arisen,  as  might  be 
expected,  in  bringing  it  into  working. 
Delay  in  issuing  pensions  had,  no  doubt, 
caused  inconvenience — it  did  not  deserve 
the  name  of  hardship — to  the  pensioners 
in  some  districts  who,  it  must  be  re- 
membered, received  their  payments  three 
months  in  advance;  but  the  greatest 
care  would  be  taken  to  avoid  any  such 
delay  on  future  occasions — it  having 
now  only  been  caused  by  temporary  cir- 
cumstances incidental  on  introducing  a 
large  change  of  system.  As  regards  the 
condition  of  the  battalions  forming  the 
First  Army  Corps,  he  admitted  that  at 
present  there  was  a  larger  proportion  of 
young  soldiers  in  these  battalions  than 
was  desirable  ;  but  this  was  the  unavoid- 
able result  of  having  suddenly  to  raise 
their  establishments  to  a  strength  much 
in  excess  of  what  they  had  been  hitherto. 
This  increase  could  only  be  made  by 
rapidly  recruiting  into  them.  It  must 
take  some  time  to  harden  these  batta- 
lions ;  but  as  soon  as  the  newly-fixed 
establishments  were  in  order,  this  hard- 
ening process  would  progress  rapidly, 
and  in  future  years  the  condition  of  the 
battalions  in  question  would  be  satis- 
factory. 

YisoouNT  BUBY  considered  that  there 
was  much  to  be  said  in  regard  to  the 
administration  of  the  Army,  and  asked 
that  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill  should  be 
put  down  as  the  first  Order,  so  that 
noble  Lords  who  took  an  interest  in  the 
Army  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
addressing  the  House. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that,  as  regarded  the  ap- 
pointments of  two  lieutenant  colonels,  it 
was  not  a  new  regimental  arrangement. 
In  1858,  when  he  was  appointed  to  the 
96th  Begiment,  there  were  then  two 
lieutenant  colonels  in  all  regiments  in 
India.  No  practical  inconvenience  was 
then  found  in  gazetting  these  appoint- 
ments in  the  manner  which  existed  be- 
fore the  recent  change  was  made. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  that 
he  proposed  to  put  this  Bill  down  for 
Committee  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

House  acyoumed  at  Soven  o'clock, 
tiU  To-moxTOWf  a  qoarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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MDrUTES.]— Supply— (»fl»iy«-rf  in  Comtnitft 

Snoliilioiu  [April  21]  rtpetttd. 
Wats   and  Ubans — eontidtred  in   CommUlti — 

Financml  Statement  of  the  Cluncellor  of  tiie 

Bidiequer— The  Resolutiona. 
PoHLiD  YiiiAA—Steimd  Jbaijin^— PailuunenUry 

Electioni    (Corrupt    and   Illegal    Practice*] 

[21]  [Firit  NighlL  dAaf  a^urntd ;  Bank- 

rupt«7  Law  Ameuament  [87]. 
Cmunitttt  —  Report  —  Aiklow     Hatboor    (iv- 

«mm.)  [137]. 

(lUESTIONS. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-USE  OF 
DYNAMITE. 

Mb.  REDMOND  oaked  the  Ohief  8e- 
cretBTf  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  an  at- 
tempt was  recently  made  to  blow  up  the 
house  of  Mr.  John  Boas  Mahon,  at 
Abaureagh,  with  dynamite;  whether 
Mr,  Andrew  Manning,  Vino  Chairman 
of  the  Ballinasloe  Board  of  Quardiaus, 
and  Mr.  John  Egan,  have  been  arrested 
on  suspicion  of  complicity  with  this  out- 
rage ;  whether  he  can  state  upon  what 
kind  of  evidence  such  arrests  were  sanc- 
tioned by  him ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
dynamite  is  largely  used  by  the  workmen 
of  Mr.  John  Boss  Mahon  ;  whether  seven 
cartridges  of  djmamite  were  found  on 
the  person  of  one  of  his  workmen ; 
whether  this  man  has  been  arrested  on 
suBpiaion ;  and,  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  will  order  a  sworn 
investigatiou  into  the  whole  case  ? 

Mb.  J.  N.  RICHABDSON  said,  that, 
before  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  an- 
swered the  Question,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Mr.  Boss  Mafaon  alluded 
to  in  the  Oueetion  was  the  son  of  Mr. 
Mahon,  who  was  murdered  in  1849  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  information  as  to  toe  latter 
Question.  With  reference  to  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  there  was  an  attempt 
made  to  blow  up  this  bouse  with  dyna- 
mite. The  men  who  had  been  arrested 
bad  been  arrested  under  tbe  Protection 
Act.  Dynamite  had  been  osed  in  mode- 
rate qnantities  in  Mr.  Mahoa's  works, 
and  the  polioe  had  removed  some  oharges 
irom  an  outhouse,  in  which  they  had 


been  injadioioual}^  left.  He  codd  ant 
give  the  grounds  for  tbe  arrest  of  th*w 
men,  aa  it  was  not  onstomaiy  to  diadm 
the  grounds  of  arrests  nnder  the  Pmtao-  { 
tion  Act.  He  did  not  think  it  was  nee» 
Bory  to  order  a  further  inveatigatioD  into 
the  subject. 

ROYAL  IEI8H    C0N8TABULABT-8EE. 

OEANT  UAOniRE.  | 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chiaf  8»- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  lit- 
land,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Setgeint 
Maguire,  ohief  clerk  in  the  comity  in- 
speotor'a  office,  Ballinasloe,  absconded 
on  the  16tb  of  March  last;  whether hs 
can  state  what  amount  of  public  moiuj 
he  embezzled  ;  whether  it  is  a  &ctthit 
for  years  he  had  been  in  tbe  hslut  of 
obtaining  money  nnder  false  pretsnen 
from  newly  appointed  conatablea;  aid, 
what  steps  the  Goremment  have  tskea 
in  the  matter? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB,  id  reply,  smJ, 
Ei-Constable  Maguire  faad  been  gnil^ 
of  gross  irregularity  with  regard  to  hu 
duties  as  office  clerk ;  but  nothing  cam* 
before  the  Court  of  Inquiry  to  groniid 
a  prosecntion  upon.  Constable  Hagnin 
was  no  longer  a  member  of  the  forte. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ODTRAGE8  AT 
LONDONDEBRY. 
Ma.  REDMOND  asked  tbe  Chief  S*- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  In- 
land, Whether  he  has  any  objection  to 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  a 
Copy  of  the  Correspondence  which  hu 
lately  taken  place  between  the  Corpotl- 
tion  of  Londonderry  and  the  Ooren- 
ment,  with  reference  to  the  occnrranM 
of  alleged  outrages  at  the  foot  of  Bisboe 
Street  (Without),  in  Londonderry,  and 
of  the  consequent  necessity  for  tiie  erte- 
tion  thereat  of  a  new  and  costly  pdit* 
barracks ;  whether  the  outrages  n  al- 
leged were  attributed  to  the  BomU 
Catholics  of  the  locality,  and  whethM 
really  no  such  outrages  took  place  at 
all ;  whether,  it  being  alleged  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  severely  bestm 
and  injured  some  of  the  servants  at  Oe- 
vemment  House,  the  residence  of  the 
agent  of  the  Irish  Society,  and  that,  in 
consequence  thereof,  the  protaotian  of 
the  police  for  tbe  agent  waa  sought  foi 
and  obtained ;  and,  whether  it  haa  liiH^ 
transpired  that  no  such  outrage  w 
been  perpetrated,  but  that  tome  of  ti>* 
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Bm&tfs  employ^,  having  stolen  a  quan- 
iUj  of  whiskey  that  came  by  raUway 
iriih  the  Society,  they  got  drunk  upon  it, 
and  beat  and  seyerely  outraged  each 
other,  and  then  charged  the  peaceable 
Soman  Catholic  inhabitants  of  the  lo- 
cality with  a  party  outrage  ? 

Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Correspondence  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  had  taken  place ;  but 
there  was  not,  he  thought,  sufficient 
intareet  in  it  to  warrant  its  being  laid  on 
the  Table,  unless  the  hon.  Member  chose 
lo  moTe  for  it,  when  there  would  be  no 
Direction  to  its  production. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  RE. 
LEASE  OF  PRISONERS  DETAINED 
T7KDER  THE  ACT— LIMERICK  GAOL. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tarjr  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
"Whether  Messrs.  James  F.  Daly,  John 
HoUoway,  and  Michael  Bush,  were  re- 
leased frova  the  Limerick  Gaol  on  April 
lit  without  the  usual  caution  being  given 
to  them  by  the  Governor;  if  it  is  the 
liut  that  the  Qoyernor  followed  one  of 
those  suspects,  James  F.  Daly,  to  the 
zooms  lately  occupied  by  the  Limerick 
Central  Land  League,  and  the  other  two 
to  the  private  residence  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Limerick  Ladies'  Land  League, 
mnd  there  administered  the  caution ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  approve  the 
Governor's  course  ? 

Mb.  W.  B.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
Ihat  the  facts,  as  stated  in  the  Question, 
were  substantially  correct.  The  Go- 
vernment did  not  approve  the  course 
taken  by  the  Governor  of  Limerick  Gaol 
in  this  matter,  and  had  already  signified 
to  him  their  disapproval  of  what  he  had 
lone.  It  was  to  be  mentioned,  however,  in 
justice  to  the  Governor  of  the  Gaol,  that 
he  released  the  **  suspects  "  in  question 
In  consequence  of  telegp^aphic  instruc- 
fcions  to  do  so,  which  were  sent  for  the 
convenience  of  the  prisoners  themselves, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  liberated  in 
time  to  reach  their  homes  that  same 
Say. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
JOSEPH  SMYTH. 

Me.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  not  again 


oonsider  the  case  of  Mr.  Joseph  Smyth 
of  Columbkill,  in  the -county  of  Long- 
ford, who  has  been  confined  for  six 
months  in  Dundalk  under  a  warrant 
charging  him  with  being  reasonably 
suspected  of  having  taken  part  in  in- 
timidation ;  whether  the  district  to  which 
Mr.  Smyth  belongs  is  not  and  has  not 
been  peaceful  and  well  conducted ;  and, 
whether,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
will  direct  that  Mr.  Smyth  be  released 
from  prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
it  should  be  taken  into  consideration. 

ARMY— MILITIA  REGULATIONS,  1880— 
BREVET  PAY. 

Colonel  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  he  will  explain 
why  some  officers  on  full  pay  as  captains 
and  brevet  majors  in  the  regular  forces, 
and  holding  appointments  as  adjutants 
of  auxiliary  forces,  who,  by  paragraph 
451,  Militia  Regulations,  1880,  are  en- 
titled to  receive  brevet  pay  if  appointed 
on  or  after  the  22ndTebruary  1871, 
were  on  application  refused  arrears  of 
brevet  pay  accruing  to  them  previous  to 
the  1st  April  1877? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  have  to  point 
out  to  him  that  the  Warrant  of  1877, 
which  settled  this  question,  only  allowed 
these  officers  brevet  pay  from  the  1st  of 
April  of  that  year.  I  myself  have  done 
nothing  in  this  matter  ;  and  it  would  be 
unprecedented  to  disturb  such  a  decision 
made  by  my  Predecessor  five  years 
ago. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE  (SCOTLAND). 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
(for  Sir  Alexander  Gordon)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  loss  of  life  and  pro- 
perty every  year  on  the  East  Coast  of 
Scotland,  he  will  cause  a  survey  and  re- 
port to  be  made,  by  competent  officers, 
of  the  two  places  they  may  find  most 
suitable  for  the  formation  of  two  har- 
bours of  refuge,  one  on  the  south,  and 
the  other  on  the  north,  of  the  Firth  of 
Forth,  to  which  vessels  navigating  the 
North  Sea,  and  fishing  boats  from  the 
Coast,  may  run  to  for  safety,  at  all  times 
of  tide,  when  caught  in  a  gale  of  wind 
from  the  east  ? 

Mr.  PEMBERTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it 
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is  the  intention  of  the  OoTemment  to 
take  any  steps  for  the  formation  of  a 
harbour  of  refugee  on  the  South  Eastern 
Coast ;  whether  their  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  advantages  poeseseed  b; 
Dun^neis  for  that  purpose;  and,  whe- 
ther the  memorials  addressed  to  the 
Board  on  this  Buhject  will  be  printed  ? 

Hk.  chamberlain,  in  repl;,  said, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
had  put  the  Question  would  see  that  it 
would  not  be  right  for  the  Governoient 
to  propose  an  inquiry  of  the  kind  sug- 
gented  unless  they  had  made  up  their 
mind  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  in- 
quiry they  would  rec-ommend  to  Parlia- 
ment the  construction  of  harbours  of  re- 
fuge at  the  national  expense.  That  was 
a  very  large  question,  which  concerned 
not  only  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland,  as 
was  shown  by  the  Question  on  the  same 
subject  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Kent.  It  would  inrolre  an  expenditure 
of  many  millions  in  the  provision  of  har- 
bours of  refu^  which  could  be  shown 
to  be  necessary  at  different  parts  of  the 
coast  of  the  Three  Kingdoms.  He  was 
sorry  to  say  that  past  experience,  with 
reference  to  this  matter,  hardly  justified 
the  Government  in  takin  ganysuch  course. 
The  provision  of  harbours  of  refuge  by 
the  State  had  not  been,  on  the  whole, 
very  economical  or  efllcient.  This  sub- 
ject was  fully  discussed  some  20  years 
ago,  and  the  proposal  to  construct  large 
harbours  at  the  public  cost  decided 
against.  Under  these  circumstances,  the 
Government  certainly  would  not  be  pre- 
pared to  recommend  the  House  to  em- 
bark in  any  considerable  undertaking  of 
the  kind.  In  replv  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Kent,  he  bad  to  say  that  only 
one  Memorial  had  been  received  ad- 
vocating the  formation  of  a  harbour 
on  the  South  Eastern  Coast.  There  was 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  print  it ;  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber liked  to  move  for  it,  he  saw  no  ob> 
jection  to  its  publication. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  ELECTION 
OF  GUARDIANS,  CAVAN  UNION  — 
CHARGE  AGAINST  A  RETURNING 
OFFICER. 

ilR.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  dran'n  to  the 
oharges  of  great  irregularity  brought 
against  the  Iteturning  Officer  of  Cavan  ' 
Mr,  PmberUn 
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Union  by  Mr.  T.  Boland,  in  eannwifon 
with  the  late  election  of  gnarditn  foi 
Belturbat  electoral  division,  aod  oa 
what  grounds  has  an  inquiry  been  i»> 
fused? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  nid, 
Mr.  Boland  had  boon  in  oommnnicalion 
with  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
that  body  was  instituting  an  inqoitj 
into  the  matter. 

ARMY— SENIOR  ICAJOBS— EXTRA  PAT. 

CoLOSEL  O'BETRNE  asked  theSecrs- 
taty  of  State  for  War.  Why  the  adrso- 
tage  of  extra  pay  granted  to  the  two 
senior  Majors  of  a  Battalion  of  Inrsstit 
of  the  Line,  or  of  a  West  India  R«p- 
ment,  by  Art.  185—1.  of  the  HoyJ 
Warrant  for  Pay,  ftc.  dated  26ih  Jdm 
IBSl,  has  not  been  similarly  eztendsl 
to  the  two  senior  Majors  of  a  Regimsnt 
of  Cavalry  of  the  Line ;  and,  whetherbt 
will  rectify  this  anomaly  by  a  reriied 
Warrant,  granting  the  same  advaotagt 
to  Cavalry  Majors  as  the  Infantry  Mijon 
have  obtained  by  the  above-named  V■^ 
rant? 

Mb.  0HILDER8 :  In  reply  to  mj 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  have  to  punt 
out  to  him  that  in  the  Cavalry,  as  in  th« 
Infantry,  Majors  of  three  years'  serriu 
as  such  will  receive  the  higher  rats  of 
pay.  The  special  and  temporary  allow- 
ance to  the  two  senior  Majors  of  an  b- 
fantry  Battalion  were  granted  to  protect 
them  against  a  loss  which  cannot  ocfflU 
in  the  Cavalry,  in  which  all  the  eiistJBZ 
Majors,  if  qualified  and  recommsudM 
for  promotion,  became,  under  the  ne' 
eataliliehmeat,  Lieutenant  Colonels. 

THE  OPIUM  TRADE— THE  CHEFOO 
CONVENTION. 

Mr.  PTJLESTON  asked  the  Undsr 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  ASuO, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  pnbll* 
papers,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govemmenl, 
through  its  Representative  at  Pekin,  ii 
in  communication  with  the  Government 
of  China  in  regard  to  the  trade  in  opinm 
between  India  and  Chins;  and, if  so,  >t 
what  stage  matters  have  arrived? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Ha 
Majesty's  Government  have  been  in  com- 
munication for  a  considerable  time  vitii 
the  Chinese  Government,  through  Ho 
Majesty's  Minister  at  Pekin,  respectiiig 
the  opium  trade  and  the  arrangement  o" 
the  subject  conditionatlyagreedto  intlH 
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(Moo  OonTontion.     The  negotiations  away  the  pasture  land  from  the  tenants 

have  been  adjourned  pending  the  oon-  some  years  ago,  without  reducing  their 

nderation  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  rents,  and  is  the  present  struggle  for 

if  a  new  proposal  for  the  settlement  of  restoration  or  reduction  of  rent ;  and,  did 

his    question    recently    made    by    the  he,  or  the  Home  Secretary,  order  Oaptain 

/hineee  Gk>yemment.  Sir  Thomas  Wade  M^Oaul  to  send  the  police  to  Skye,  with- 

elegraphed,  on  the  9th  of  February  last,  out  consulting  the  Glasgow  magistrates ; 

bat  he  was  reporting  fully  on  that  pro-  and,  if  so,  did  the  order  instruct  Mr. 

loeal,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government  M'Caul  to  refuse  all  information  to  his 

re  now  awaiting  his  Heport.  superiors,  the  Lord  Provost,  Magistrates, 

Members  of  the  Corporation,  and  Giti- 

EDUCATION  (WALES)-REPORT  OF  zens  of  Glasgow  ?     The  hon.  Member 

DEPABTMENTAL  COMMITTEE.  said  he  also  wished  to  know  whether 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  the  Vice  Pre-  *j?®   P^^^c®  ^^^  7®^  V  ^^    ^^^®    ®*P®: 

[dent  of  the  Council,  Whether  the  Go-  ^^^^^^  were  armed  with  revolvers;  and 

emment  have  approved  the  Eeport  of  whether  civil  officers  were  entitled  to 

ie  Departmental  Committee  on  Educa-  o?  .*^™  ^  ^^®^  ^^^^^  ^P^^  ^^^^  ®*P®" 
[on  in  Wales ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  ditions  ?  ^^^^ . ,«-«  ,,^  ^  ^ 
fiat  a  measur^  to  give  effect  to  its  recom-  ^  The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B 
lendations  will  be  shortly  introduced  ?  Balfour)  :  I  have  made  inquiry  with 
Mb.  MUNDELLA:  The  hon.  Member  *J^®  ^i?^  ^^  enabling  me  to  answer  this 
OT  Devonport  asks  whether  the  Govern-  Question  ;  and  the  information  I  have 
lent  have  approved  the  Eeport  of  the  received  is  that  till  about  70  years  ago 
)epartmental  Committee  on  Education  *^®  piece  of  hill  pasture  m  question  was 
1  Wales.  My  answer  is  that  the  Go-  occupied  by  the  tenants  of  several  small 
emment  propose  to  legislate  on  the  townships  m  the  neighbourhood.  At  that 
ines  of  that  Eeport,  and  have  announced  ^i^^®  ^^  ^^s  taken  from  them,  and  their 
lieir  intention  to  do  so  in  Her  Ma-  rents  were  reduced  from  £280  in  the 
BBty'B  Speech  at  the  opening  of  Parlia-  aggregate  to  £200,  at  which  latter  figure 
sent.  In  a  later  Question  my  hon.  they  have  stood  since  then.  After  the  pas- 
friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  ture  ground  was  resumed,  it  was  used  as 
Uchard)  asks  me  whether  I  expect  soon  »  market  stance,  and  as  a  place  for  im- 
D  introduce  the  promised  measure.  I  pounding  strayed  cattle.  As  it  was  un- 
an  only  say  that  we  shall  be  ready  to  mclosed,  the  cattle  and  sheep  of  various 
iitroduce  the  measure  as  soon  as  there  persons  were  grazed  upon  it  by  tolerance, 
ppears  any  reasonable  prospect  of  but  not  under  lease  or  any  other  agree- 
u&mr  progress  with  it.  "^^n*-  ^^  ^as  let  for  the  first  time  about 
^  ^  17  years  ago,  and  the  animals  belonging 
ARMY— RE.ENGAGEMENT.  *o  the   tenants  in  the  neighbourhood 

«  /-./\T  mTTTTT>afn     T_  J  i.1.    Q  woro  thou  excluded  from  it.     No  altera- 

CowmsL  COLTHUMT  asked  the  Se-  ^j^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^i^  ,^„t^  ^^j^I^ 

rotary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  ^^^  continued  to  be  paid  down  to  the 

nil  make  known  to  the  Army  that  pn-  j^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^j^j^^^t  complaint.    In 

ate  Boldiers    enlisted    before    August  ^n^werto  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 

870,  i.e.  under  the  Act  of  1 867,  may  be  ^^       j  ^^^^  ^       that  neither  the  Home 

Uowed  to  re-engage,  on  the  recommen-  ^^^^       ^„  I  '  ^^der,  or  had 

ahon  of  their  respective  commandmg  any  communication  with  Captain  M'Caul 

^^'  '-hf  ?^     character  and  other-  ^/^^^  Glasgow  police  authorities  on  the 

naeeugiDler  subject  of  sending  policemen.    The  ap- 
,^*-  CHILDER8  :    Yes,  Sir ;    the      ^^J^^.^^  ^^  ^^^  ^J       authorities  wm 

ledge  which  I  gav-e  to  the  House  on  ^ade  by  the  SheriflF,  under  the  90th  seo- 

lonaay  last,  that  the  rule  for  the  re-  ^j^^  ^f\^^  p^y^^  J^^  ^f  ,85g     5,^^ 

nmgement  of  pnvates  shall  be  made  application  was  not.  in  the  Brst  instance, 

erfectly  clear,  wil   be  fulfilled  and  the  ^^^  ^  (.    ^^j^  j^.^aul,  but   to  the 

eceasary  order  will  issue  shortly.  ^ord  Provost ;  and,  the  Lord  Provost 

having:  assented,  the  Sheriff  addressed  a 

ANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (SCOTLAND)  requisition  to  the  Chief  Constable,  under 

—THE  EVICTIONS  IN  SKYE.  which  the  constables  were  sent.  I  believe 

Mb.  BIGOAR  asked  the  Lord  Advo-  it  is  the  case  that  the  Sheriff  did  express 

ite,  Did  IiO?d  Macdonald,  in  Syke,  take  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  desirable 
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that  the  despatch  shoald  be  made  with  Mb.  SEXTON ;  I  am  Bare  the  Hmue 

as  little  publicity  as  possible,  that  being,  will  believe  that  it  is  with  extreme  nliie- 

in  his  judgment,  essential  for  the  pro-  tanoethati  resorts  second  time  in  this 

per  execution  of  the  dut  j,  and  in  that  matter  to  the  use  of  the  Forms  of  the 

opinion  I  entirely  concur.  House.     ["  Order !  "1 

Sib  JOHN  R.  MOWBBAY :  I  riw 

IRELAND  —  MR.   CLIFFORD  LLOYD  —  to  a  point  of  Order,  Sir.    It  will  be  in 

CIRCULAR  BY  THE  INSPECTOR  OF  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  the 

POLICE,  CO.  CLARE.  hon.   Member  for  Sligo,  on  l^nndiy 

Me.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  j"*'  f^*  *  Quertion  to  the  Chief  Sem- 

tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ^^  ^*»'  V°    Tl  ~^«F«»"  *°  ^, 

What  course  the  Oovemment  propose  U>  T^^'  •"»"*.  "^""if  the  adjournment  of 

take  with  respect  to  County  Inspector  **»«  House  in  order  to  discuss  it.    I  am 

Smith,  of  dare,  who  issued  tie  Cireular  quite  aware-[CrM.«,/  "  Order ! "  frm 

of  the  4th  of  March,  addressed  to  the  ff*.  fTn  *!      t\T  «'P^'^,*"'? 

sub-inspectors    under    his    command;  PO"it  of  Order  which  I  wish  to  put-I 

whether  any  communipations  have  been  ^  *'"«  f  **  »'  "  *^®  P"?*«»  i  ^ 

addressed  ti  the  sub-inspectors  of  Con-  House,  under    the    exigencies   of  the 

stabulary  in  Clare,  instructing  them  that  "•""«?*•  V*"'^        '."^'^Kf  "^  *?  "' 

the  Circular  in  question  has  been  with-  ^o^-   Member  who  wishes  to  nuee  a 

drawn ;    and,  wtether  a  copy  of  such  ^f  f  °°   "P  "  ^°*?°°  ^t'  ^^^JT' 

communication  will  be  laid  upon  the  ^      =  ^  *    T          that  when  an  hoB. 

Table,  or  its  substance  imparteS  to  the  Member  mtends  a  second  time  to  make 

House  ?  Motion  for  Adjournment  oa 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  Inspector  *^|  «*"»*  Question  it  is  an  abuse  of  the 

General  of   Constabulary  informs    me  >u«iulgenoe  of  the  House,  and  an  eiceti 

that,  acting  on  his  own  responsibUity,  ?^  ^^^'^  *****  outrageous  hcence  which 

he  has  ordered  the  withdrawal  of  th^  ^'^f^^l'^U    n    7i^"-  .  *n-.<. 

Circular  to    which    the    hon.   Member  a.*^- HEA^^:  ,9^*1*  l^'-i°*'*^^  ' 

alludes.    As  regards  the  other  part  of  ^"ir;~ii^i*TrPTj     a    J    l        ♦ »-. 

the  Question,  I  am  in  communication  .   ^^-  ^^^P^^d  ^  •""     u   '*^ 

with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  the  subject,  J7  ^^^J\e^^  ^ou-  Gentleman  who  ra«d 

and  I  will  take  care  that  the  House  is  *»».«  Po*"*  of  Order,  this  caw  is  oertauJy 

informed  of  the  conclusion  at  which  we  ?''*^°"*  ?n       iir     k  House  isTerj 

arrive.    But,  in  the  meantime,  I  must  ^^ulgent  to  hon.  Members  in  aUowing 

state  that  no  proper  precautions  for  the  *•*«  '^•'k  T™*T           **"*  ^°"?  ^,t 

protection  of  Mr  Clifford  Lloyd  in  the  ""oved  before  the  commencement  of  flie 

performance  of  his  arduous  duties  will  »PPO»''ted  Business  of  the  day.     Tlu 

be  neglected.  ?,*^P  ^**  **^e°  ^7  *^e  ^0'^•  Member  for 

°  bligo  upon  an  occasion  last  week,  vneo 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-OCCUPATION  OF  ^.'fe  ^^f  subject  now  raised  was  fplly 

HUTS    BY    PERSONS    EVICTED-IN-  discussed  ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  tW 

„ „  i  consider  that  to  raise  aeram  the  samd 

TERFERENCE  OF  THE  POLICE.  Q,,^^i^^  „p„^  this  occasion  would  be  a 

Mr.  sexton   asked  the   Chief  Se-  gross  abuse  of  the  privilege  ordinarily 

cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire-  conceded  to  hon.  Members.   Atthetamd 

land,  Whether  Government  will  under-  time,  I  am  not  prepared,  without  direct 

take  that  in  future  there  shall   be  no  instructions  from  the  House,  to  saj  that 

interference  with  persons  building    or  the  Question  of  Adjournment  shall  not 

occupying  huts  on  sites  properly  pro-  be  put  from  the  Chair, 

cured,  or  with  evicted  tenants  availing  Mr.  SEXTON :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall 

themselves    of   the   shelter    thus    pro-  not  proceed,   as  I  originally  intended, 

vided  ?  considering  the  nature  of  the  remarb 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  Where  the  you  have  addressed  to  the  House,  and 
huts  are  merely  for  the  shelter  of  the  especially  the  considerate  manner  in 
persons  building  or  occupying  them  which  you,  at  the  close  of  your  state- 
there  will  be  no  interference ;  but  in  all  ment,  guarded  the  Privileges  of  the 
cases  the  action  of  the  Government  House.  I  shall  merely  ask  leave  to  read 
must  depend  upon  the  particular  facts  a  letter  from  a  parish  priest  of  ToUfti 
of  each  case.  with  respect  to  an  interview  wliicb  ^ 

Th$  Lord  Advocate 
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ltd  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  hon.  Gentleman  been  called  to  Section  41 

)hief  Secretary  on  the  subject  before  of  the  Code  for  the  regulation  of  the 

he  House —  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  ?    The  section 

"  D»Aii  Sib,— Aa  I  had  a  large  share  in  the  ^^  question  provided  that— 
rection  of  the  wooden  huts  in  the  parish  of        "Before   issuing   any  orders  of   a  general 

■nlla.^  I  teke  tiie  liberty  of  sending  you  the  nature  to  police  officers  under  his  command  the 

jllowing  facta  in  connection  with  them.  When  County  Inspector  will  submit  them  to  the  In- 

le  Chief  Secretary  visited  here,  I  asked  him  if  gpoctor  General  for  his  approval." 

;  were  legal  for  me  to  assist  the  lady  (Miss  

3A)  who  had  just  arrived  from  Dublin  for  the  What  he  wished  to  know  was,  whether 

^  ^T^     •^r^em'' tern  "o^^  TeM  *^®  ^^^®'  directing?  the  issue  of  County 

teS'are  Mr.  ^iStef 's  wo^ds-XiT^rfecUv  Inspector  Smith's  Circular  was  submitted 

igal*  and  nothing  could  be  more  legal  than  for  to  the  approval  of  the  Inspector  General  ? 
lan  to  aanst  man,  and  so  long  as  the  lady  con-        Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  replied,  that 

DM  herself  to  these  duties  she  should  not  he  ^e  was  quite  cognizant  of  the  section  of 

?l!^LJ^^ri^ty  ^^li^iln^^'^^/i  tl^e  Code  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
lit  I  would  act  as  a  special  policeman,  and  see         jxi-^xi-t  a.      rx  ^  I 

lat  this  lady  did  not  in  any  way  incite  the  *nd  that  the  Inspector  General  was  not 

eople  to  pay  no  rent.    I  now  assert  that  this  aware   of  the   Circular  before   it    was 

dy  did  not,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  inter-  issued.    He  hoped  that  on  a  future  occa- 

Iwaya  declined  to^iTwer  a^qu^tion  outside  "^^^h  information  on  the  subject. 

le  building  of  the  huta  and  the  distribution  of 

little  charity.    Miss  Kirk  is  now  in  Limerick  STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  THE  REMOVAL 

fj^for  arting  legally     With  regard  to  the  q^  PLACARDS  BY  THE  CON- 

rection  of  these  huta,  Misa  Kirk  and  I  were  starttt  arv 

|»poaed  to  them  whenever  lodg^ng^  could  be  81  ABU  LAKY. 

roonred.    Now,  we  erected  them  on  sites  for        Mr.  EEDMOND  asked    the   Chief 

^inpat  part  whereboth  landlord  and  occupier  Secretary   to    the   Lord    Lieutenant   of 

ad  given  fall  and  free  consent.    Onlv  three  of  ^     ,       ,  •'ttti    x\        -a.  •  i»    ^  xi_    ^ 

tie  entire  number  have  been  erected  on  land  Ireland,    Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on 

rithoat  the  consent  of  the  landlord,  which  con-  Sunday  the  9th  instant,  the  constabulary 

»t  would  be  applied  for  had  we  known  his  tore  down  and  destroyed  placards  which 

ddresa.    On  the  day  of  eviction  the  owner  and  ^^^^  posted   in   Lady's  Island,   county 

r^rd'.^d^ff^roo7hmi  Wexford,  inviting  the  tenants,  on  twJ 

victed  tenanta.    Several  hute  are  erected,  and  neighbouring  estates  to  meet,  m   order 

thera  in  course  of  erection,  on  that  fee-simple  to  discuss  the  best  manner  of  protecting 

voperfy.    Some  of  the  evicted,  with  families  of  their   interests;    and,    whether   he  has 

0Midl2.fir8twentintolodging8  with  neigh,  sanctioned  such  action  on    the  part  of 

OQZS  who  had  large  famiues  and  small  houses.  .,  ,.  j    •»  i.   at.       ai.     t  •  i. 

lieae  lodgings  were  convenient  to  the  holdings  ^^^^e  police  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Irish 

rem  whidi  they  had  been  evicted,  and  yet,  as  Executive  intend  to  prevent,  in  the  st>uth 

bey  had  not  sufficient   accommodation,  they  of  Ireland,  meetings  of  tenants  similar 

wt  a  considerable  distance  to  wooden  huts,  to  those  constantly  ht^d,  unmolested,  by 

lua  doea  not  look  hke  watching  the  farms.    I  the  farmers  of  Ulster? 
now  nothing  about  some  of  the  evicted  having  w   t.i   -cv.TjVrr-riT*    •  i  ^j 

aid  their  rents  and  are  afraid  of  returning  to  ^    ^^R.  W.  Yh.  i?OKbIJlili,  m  reply,  said, 

lieir  farm^.    Intimidation  and  outrage  in  the  it  was  the  duty  of  the  police  to  remove 

istiict  have  ceased.     By  Miss  Kirk  and  myself  placards  of  an  unlawful  character.    Pla- 

dlinff  these  people  that  if  any  outrage  or  inti-  ^^^^^   ^^^^    ^^QQU    posted    announcing  a 
iidation  took  place  we  would  I  mmediatelvDrenk  ..  j.    at.*        i  i  z^ 

ffiU  communication  with  thom,  we  brought  "meeting   at  this  place    and  a  meeting 

boat  a  condition  which  the  vast  police,  and  had  been  hold  at   which  a  **  no    rent" 

lilitary  force  too,  had  failed  to  eflfect.*'  rf»solution    was    unanimously    adopted. 

fr.  Speaker,  I  submit  that  letter  to  the  L^^^.  Healy  :  Hear,  hear !]     When  the 

onsideration  of  the   House.     T   thank  placards  were  put  up   for   the  second 

on  sincerely  for  the  manner  in  which  n^eoting  the  police  considered  that  the 

ou  have  guarded,  on  this  occasion,  our  adjourned  meeting  would  be  of  a  similar 

Privileges  in  this  House ;  and   I  give  character,  and  removed  the  placards,  as 

lotice  that  I  shall,  on  the  earliest  avail-  ^^s  their  duty. 

Me  occasion,  call  attention  to  the  sub-  pj^^^ECTION   OF   PERSON  AND   PRO- 

Mr.   EEDMOND  wished  to    put  a       ^.^^m  iv  anm^^ 
iuestion  arising  out  of  an  answer  given       ^CAls  LA^  A^  D  0 1  HKliS. 
)y  the  Chief  Secretary  a  few  moments        MR.LABOUCHERE(forMr.O'SHEA) 

igo.     Had  the  attention  of  the  right  asked  the  Chief  ISecrutary  to  the  Lord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  No.  452, 
Martin  Scanlan,  No.  453,  John  Gregg, 
No.  454,  Matthew  O'Brien,  No.  456, 
Michael  Minogue,  No.  458,  John  dune, 
and  No.  459,  Martin  Orotty,  are  correctly 
included,  and  whether  the  grounds  for 
their  arrest  are  correctly  stated,  in  the 
Beturn  of  all  Persons  detained  under 
the  statute  44  Yic.  c.  4,  dated  1st  April 
1882? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOHSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  grounds  of  the  arrest  were  incorrectly 
stated,  but  were  given  in  the  Beturn. 
They  were  originally  arrested  for  treason- 
felony,  but  not  under  the  Protection  Act. 
They  were  remanded  to  Ennis  Gaol,  and 
were  re-arrested  under  the  Protection 
Act  on  the  expiration  of  their  term  of 
imprisonment. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACT— RESTRICTIONS  ON  THE  MOVE- 
MENT OF  CATTLE. 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE 
(for  Sir  Stdnby  Waterlow)  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  high  price  of  meat 
consequent  upon  the  restrictions  placed 
upon  the  movement  of  cattle  after  ex* 
posure  for  sale  in  the  Metropolitan 
Market,  and  seeing  that  only  one  case 
of  foot  and  mouth  disease  has  appeared 
in  the  Metropolitan  Market  since  the 
23rd  January  (that  case  about  19th 
February),  and  that  at  this  season  of 
the  year  and  during  summer  months 
the  Home  Counties  draw  the  gp*eater 
part  of  their  beef  supplies  from  the 
London  Cattle  Market,  can  he  hold  out 
any  hope  of  an  early  modification  of 
those  restrictions,  in  order  that  the 
London  Market  may  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  markets  in  other 
large  towns,  viz. :  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
Leeds,  Wakefield,  Birmingham,  &c.  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  We  cannot  ad- 
mit that  the  high  price  of  meat  is  caused 
by  the  restrictions  placed  on  the  Metro- 
politan Market.  The  price  of  beef  in 
that  market  was  exactly  the  same 
during  the  three  months  which  pre- 
ceded the  imposition  of  the  present  re- 
strictions and  the  three  months  during 
which  they  have  been  in  force.  The 
price  of  mutton  here,  as  elsewhere 
throughout  the  country,  has  been 
higher  during  the  last  three  months. 
The  Privy  Council,  however,  are  fully 
alive  to  the  inconvenience  caused  by  the 
restrictions,  and  are  considering  whether 

Mr*  Lahouchere 


they  may  not  now  safely  return  to  the 
state  of  things  which  existed  up  till 
the  end  of  last  year,  under  which  ani- 
mals sold  in  the  Metropolitan  Market 
may  be  taken  into  the  country  for 
slaughter. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— POUCB 
PROTECTION  (CARETAKERS)  —  CASE 
OF  RICHARD  ROCHE. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that,  in  the  case  of 
Bichard  Boach,  a  caretaker  in  the  em- 
ploy of  the  Emergency  Committee  in 
Dublin,  and  who  was  shot  dead  on  the 
night  of  the  17th,  on  the  property  of 
Mr.  Caldwell,  near  New  Pallas,  county 
Limerick,  that  special  police  protection 
had  been  applied  for  and  refused  by  the 
Irish  Executive ;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  the  Correspondence 
between  the  Emergency  Committee  and 
himself,  the  Under  Secretary,  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd,  and  the  Inspector  General  of 
OonstAbulary,  with  regard  to  the  grant- 
ing of  special  police  protection  to  the 
men  employed  as  caretakers  by  that 
Committee  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  POBSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  protection  applied  for  was  not 
thought  necessary  by  the  authorities  at 
Dublin.  The  murder  was  not  comoiitted 
at  or  near  the  house,  but  at  some  dis- 
tance from  it.  There  had  been  no  ap- 
plication for  protection  for  these  persons 
in  going  to  and  fro,  and  police  protec- 
tion would  not  have  been  required  for 
three  or  four  well-armed  men  if  they 
kept  together ;  but,  unfortunately,  three 
out  of  the  four  went  away,  leaving  the 
other  man  by  himself. 

IRELAND  — THE  ROYAL  IRISH  COS- 
STABULARY  -  PENSION  TO  WIDOW 
OF  SERGEANT  KAVANAOH. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  What  pension  the  Government 
has  determined  to  award  to  the  widow 
of  Sergeant  Kavanagh,  who  was  assassi- 
nated whilst  performing  his  duty  •* 
Letterfeach,  county  Galway  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  a  spe- 
cial pension  of  £40  per  annum  had  been 
awarded  to  Mrs.  Kavanagh  so  long  ^ 
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riie  ramftined  nnmarried,  and  of  £2  lOt. 
to  oaah  of  her  children  until  they  at- 
tuned the  Bge  of  1 5  jean. 

CUSTOMS   DEPARTMENT  —  THE   NEW 

WABEHOUSINa  SCHEME— 

SURVEYORS. 

Bakom  henry  DE  worms  aaked 
th«  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Wliat  is  the  number  of  Burreyors  of  each 
olaoB  to  be  added  to  the  Outdoor  De- 
pArtment  of  Her  Majesty's  Ouitoms  con- 
■e^nent  on  the  traoefer  of  work  from  the 
•KiBting  Warehouein^'  Departments  to 
tlie  Outdoor  Department ;  and,  whether 
it  ia  the  int«nttoa  of  the  Treasury  that 
ika  vhole  of  the  surreyorships  t' 
created  shall  be  given  to  the  clerki  .. 
the  Warehousing  Departments  who  con- 
■ent  to  be  transferred  with  their  work  ? 

Loan  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Nine  aurreyors  will  be  added  to  the  first 
clkM,  12  to  the  secood,  and  21  to  the 
third;  but  I  cannot  at  present  say  how 
tar  theae  posts  will  be  assigned  to  the 
oatdoor  and  clerical  branches  of  the 
Serrica. 


Captain  PRICE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  numerous 
CoUiaions  which  take  place  between 
steamships,  and  the  great  loss  of  life 
ftnd  property  arising  therefrom ;  and, 
vhetber  he  would  consider  the  expe- 
diency of  amending  the  Merchant  Ship- 
ping Act  so  as  to  make  it  compulsory 
for  all  reseels  carrying  passengers  to  be 
fitted  with  longitudinal  bulkheads  so  as 
to  subdivide  their  water-tight  compart- 
ments? 

Mb.  chamberlain  r  I  am  fully 
aware  of  the  number  of  coUiBJons  he- 
tveen  steamships.  It  ia,  however,  satis- 
factory to  know  that  the  number  of  livea 
lost  by  collisions  at  sea  has  decreased 
oonsiderably  during  the  past  two  years, 
notwithstanding  the  great  increase  in 
the  number  and  sizo  of  seagoing  steam- 
ships. For  the  greater  security  of  life 
Uia  property,  I  liKik  rather  to  the  strict 
ohserrance  of  the  Rule  of  the  Road  than 
to  any  attempt  to  regulate  the  details  of 
oonstraction  of  ships  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. This  view  is  supported  by  ex- 
twrience.  At  one  time  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acta  contained  an  enactment 


on  the  subject  of  bulkheads ;  hut  the 
minimum  required  by  a  Statute  is  apt  to 
become  the  maximum  in  practice ;  and 
since  the  Compulsory  Clauee  was  re- 
pealed the  number  of  bulkheads  has 
greatly  increased,  and  they  have  also 
become  more  efficient. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— ME. 
MOLONEY. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Moloney,  at  present  confined  as  a  sus- 
pect in  Orangegorman  Prison,  Dublin, 
has  been  refund  permisBicm  to  see  his 
wife  except  in  the  ordinary  cage,  and 
for  fifteen  minutes  only  each  day  ;  whe- 
ther these  rules  have  not  been  modified 
in  the  case  of  other  prisoners  who  have 
been  permitted  to  receive  visits  from 
their  wives  of  an  hour  daily,  end  with- 
out the  presence  of  warders ;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  upon  soma  occasions 
when  Mr.  Moloney  had  already  received 
visits  from  friends  from  the  country, 
even  the  visit  of  fifteen  minutes  in  the 
cage  was  refused  to  his  wife ;  whether 
there  is  any  special  reason  for  these 
rules  being  more  rigidly  enforced  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Moloney  than  in  the  case  of 
other  prisoners;  and,  whether  the  con- 
tinued imprisonment  of  Mr.  Moloney  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  Mrs.  Moloney  is  a 
member  of  the  Ladies'  Land  League, 
and  that  if  she  rt^ticed  from  that  associa- 
tion the  Government  would  release  her 
husband  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  Moloney  was  at  present  con- 
fined as  a  "  suspect."  As  regarded  the 
visits  of  his  wife,  he  was  allowed  to  see 
just  in  the  same  way  as  other  "  sus- 
pects "  were  allowed  to  see  their  friends. 
Rules  were  not  more  rigidly  en- 
d  in  his  case  than  in  the  case  of 
rs.  His  continued  detention  was 
not  due  to  the  fact  that  his  wife 
was  a  member  of  the  Ladies'  Land 
League. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  18B1  -TREAT- 
MEKT  OF  PERSONS  ARRESTED  UN- 
DER THE  ACT  —  GRANQEQORUAN 
PRISON. 

Me.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
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land,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  although 
there  are  only  two  suspects  in  Grange- 
gorman  Prison,  visitors  are  sometimee 
kept  twenty  minutes  waiting  before  they 
can  see  their  friends ;  no  other  visitor 
being  in  the  Oaol ;  whether  the  air  in 
the  visiting  cells  is  so  bad  that  visitors 
have,  on  almost  all  occasions,  made  com- 
plaints on  the  subject ;  whether  the  cells 
are  so  cold  that  the  suspects  complain 
they 

**  have  to  take  off  their  boots  and  lie  under 
the  bed  clothes  for  warmth  from  8  o'clock  till 
bed  time  at  10  o'clock ;  ** 

whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  exercise 
ground  consists  of  a  small  cottage  gar- 
den ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  when  a 
suspect  desires  to  take  a  bath,  he  must 
go  down  to  the  convicts'  apartments  and 
use  their  bath  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
there  is  no  hospital  in  the  prison,  and 
not  even  a  room  with  a  fire  in  which 
sick  persons  might  lie  up  ;  whether  the 
association  room  is  connected  with  the 
only  closet  in  the  gaol;  whether  this 
closet,  frequently  getting  out  of  order, 
the  atmosphere  in  the  association  room 
is  not  sometimes  abominable  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  at  once  have  these  com- 
plaints inquired  into  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  three  persons  were  detained  as 
*'  suspects  "  in  this  prison.  Visitors  to 
them  were  never  kept  so  long  as  20 
minutes  before  they  saw  their  friends. 
The  architect  had  reported  that  the  air 
in  the  cells  was  good,  that  they  were 
well  ventilated,  and  kept  at  a  fair  tem- 
perature. The  baths  used  by  the  "  sus- 
pects **  had  never  been  used  by  convicts, 
and  the  sanitary  arrangements  of  the 
gaol  were  in  good  order. 

PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
MURPHY. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on  the 
25th  of  January,  Mr.  P.  J.  Murphy,  of 
Cork,  was  liberated  from  Kilmainham 
Prison,  on  parole,  for  such  time  as  was 
necessary  to  attend  to  some  urgent  pri- 
vate affairs,  and  having  been  required 
to  sign  an  undertaking  to  give  notice  to 
the  authorities  when  such  affairs  were 
duly  arranged  ;  whether,  on  the  r2th 
of  February,  Mr.  Murphy  returned  to 
Dublin,  and  wrote  a  letter  to  the  autho- 
rities, informing  them  that  he  had  re- 
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turned  to  surrender  his  parole,  and 
would  remain  for  three  days  at  the  Im- 
perial Hotel,  in  Dublin,  rcMidy  to  receive 
orders  to  return  to  prison ;  whether  he 
remained  for  that  period  ready  for  re- 
arrest, and,  in  fact,  called  at  Kilmain- 
ham, but  received  no  intimation  what- 
ever from  the  authorities ;  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  his  releaae 
did  not  become  unconditional  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  facts  were  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Nothing  had,  however,  oc- 
curred to  alter  the  decision  which  had 
been  come  to  by  the  authorities  in  thii 
case. 

ENTAIL  BILL    (SCOTLAND)— LEGISU- 

TION. 

Mr.  duff  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  he  will  state  to  the  House 
when  Her  Majesty's  Government  pro* 
pose  to  introduce  the  Entail  Bill  for 
Scotland  mentioned  in  Her  Majestj^a 
Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  in 
order  that  it  may  be  considered  before 
the  meetings  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfouk),  in  reply,  said,  that  the  Bill 
had  been  prepared,  and  would  be  intro- 
duced as  soon  as  the  state  of  Pablic 
Business  would  permit,  and  he  should 
see  whether  the  desire  expressed  by  hii 
hon.  Friend  could  be  carried  out. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PBO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881 -PER- 
SONS CLAIMING  TO  BE  AMERICA^ 
CITIZENS  DETAINED  UNDEB  THB 
ACT. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  state  when  n* 
can  lay  the  Correspondence  with  tho 
United  States  relative  to  suspects  claitn- 
ing  American  nationality  upon  the  Table; 
and,  whether  he  can  also  present  toP*^ 
liament  the  representations  addressed 
last  year  to  the  United  States  Oovern- 
ment  in  respect  to  the  incitem^^nts  offered 
in  the  United  States  to  outrage  in  Eng- 
land, to  which  representation  no  answer 
has  been  received  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  wished  to  know  whether  in  case 
of  the  answer  being  unfavourable  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  lay  upon  the 
Table  that  portion  of  the  Correspondence 
which  had  been  already  published  lA 
America  f 


1257  Army  {Ikdia) — Promotion    {April  24,  18^2)        of  Cavalry  Offieort.       125^ 


Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Correspondence  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers  will  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment before  the  close  of  the  present 
week.  There  will  be  no  objection  to 
presenting  the  representations  addressed 
last  year  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

IfERCANTILB  MARINE— THE  RECENT 
ACCIDENT  TO  THE  •*  ALBERT  ED- 
WARD." 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE 
isked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
lirected  to  the  accident  that  occurred  on 
Tuesday  last  to  the  *' Albert  Edward" 
steamboat  a  short  distance  from  Bou- 
logne, on  her  passage  to  Folkstone,  by 
the  bursting  of  one  of  her  cylinders ;  and 
[f  he  has  any  official  Beport  upon  the  sub- 
ject explaining  why  she  remained  for 
four  hours  at  anchor  without  receiving 
my  assistance  from  the  authorities  at 
Boulogne ;  and,  as  to  what  provision  is 
made  by  the  Railway  Companies  at 
Folkestone  and  Dover  to  render  assist- 
ance to  a  steamer  disabled  on  her  pas- 
sage, BO  as  to  prevent  in  future  the 
passengers  being  detained  four  hours  at 
anchor,  and  then  towed  into  Dover  or 
Folkestone  by  a  steam-tug  in  eight 
hours  more?  He  wished  also  to  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  had  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
The  Times  of  that  day  giving  a  full 
narrative  of  the  dangers  run  and  the 
miseries  endured  by  the  passengers ; 
and  whether  it  was  not  compulsory  on 
Channel  passenger  steamboats  to  carry 
lights  in  case  they  were  overtaken  by 
fog? 

Mr.  DIXON  -  HARTLAND  asked 
whether  the  Albert  JSdward  was  not  the 
same  boat  which  had  some  of  her 
machinery  broken  only  the  week  before 
Easter,  and  drifted  four  or  five  hours 
before  reaching  Calais  Harbour  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  With  respect 
to  the  last  Question,  I  have  no  informa- 
tion. Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
put  the  Question  another  day.  As  re- 
gards the  additional  Question  of  my  lion. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City,  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  letter  to 
which  he  refers,  and  it  is  no  doubt  the 
fact  that  the  Channel  boats,  like  all 
other  passenger  boats,  are  required  to 
carry  a  proper  supply  of  lights.  As  to 
the  Question  on  the  Paper,  the  Board  of 


Trade  have  instructed  their  officials  to 
make  a  preliminary  inquiry  into  the 
accident  that  recently  occurred  to  the 
steamship  Albert  Edward  shortly  after 
leaving  Boulogne  on  her  passage  to 
Folkestone ;  and  when  the  Report  of 
this  inquiry  is  received,  I  will  consider 
whether  any  further  investigation  is 
necessary.  As  to  the  vessel  not  receiv- 
ing assistance  from  the  authorities  at 
Boulogne,  I  have  no  official  information ; 
but  I  learn  from  a  private  source  that  a 
pilot  boat  was  sent  off,  the  state  of  the 
tide  preventing  a  tug  from  leaving  the 
harbour.  As  to  the  last  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Question,  I  will  communicate 
with  the  Railway  Companies. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— PROMOTION  OF 
CAVALRY   OFFICERS. 

Colonel  WILLIAMS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  Papers  showing  what 
steps  have  been  taken  to  relieve  the 
stagnation  of  promotion  amongst  the 
Officers  on  the  Cadres  of  Cavalry  of  the 
Indian  Army,  these  Officers  having  been 
been  led  to  believe,  from  various  official 
communications  addressed  to  them  be- 
fore, during,  and  since  1880,  that  '*  the 
question  was  then  under  the  immediate 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  "  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  every 
Officer  on  these  Cadres,  after  completing 
twenty  years'  service,  serves  pecuniarily 
at  a  disadvantage  with  his  juniors  of  the 
*•  General  List  of  Officers  of  Cavalry," 
by  reason  of  those  Officers  being  granted 
substantive  promotion,  and  increased 
pay,  after  stipulated  periods  of  service, 
these  advantages  being  withheld  from 
their  seniors  in  the  Cadres ;  and,  whether 
this  supersession  in  substantive  rank, 
with  the  loss  of  the  pecuniary  advan- 
tages attaching  thereto,  is  not  a  contra- 
vention of  the  guarantee  given  to  the 
Officers  of  the  Cadres  above  mentioned, 
by  the  *'  Henley  Clause,"  and  in  anta- 
gonism with  the  opinions  of  the  Com- 
mittees presided  over  by  Lords  Hotham 
and  Cranborne,  and  Sir  T.  Aitcheson, 
respectively  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAKTINGTON  : 
The  officers  of  the  Cadres  of  the  Cavalry 
of  the  Indian  Army  continue  under  the 
same  rules  of  promotion  as  they  enjoyed 
under  the Eastlndia Company.  Through 
slackness  of  Cadre  promotion,  they  have 
for  the  most  part  fallen  behind  the  Staff 
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Corps  and  General  List  officers  in  attain- 
ing the  higher  grades  of  substantive 
rank ;  yet  every  one  of  them  had  the 
option,  in  1866,  of  joining  the  Staff 
Corps,  and  thereby  placing  themselves 
on  an  exact  equality  with  the  officers  of 
whose  more  favourable  promotion  they 
now  complain.  That  they  did  not  take 
advantage  of  this  is  probably  due  to 
their  desire  to  preserve  the  present  ad- 
vantage of  considerably  higher  unem- 
ployed and  furlough  pay  than  that  drawn 
by  the  Staff  Corps  and  Ge.neral  List  offi- 
cers ;  and,  secondly,  to  their  hope  that 
their  ordinary  Cadre  promotion  would, 
as  has  proved  to  be  the  case  with  the 
Infantry,  prove  more  favourable  to  them 
than  the  promotion  by  fixed  periods  in 
force  with  the  Staff  Corps.  As  a  fact, 
their  promotion  has  been  considerably 
less  favourable  than  that  of  the  Staff 
Corps  and  General  List;  but  they  are 
protected  from  supersession  by  the  grant 
of  Army — that  is,  brevet — rank,  on  the 
completion  of  the  same  periods  of  quali- 
fying service  as  the  Staff  Corps  and 
General  List.  Their  rights  and  pri- 
yileges  have  been  strictly  maintained, 
and  there  has  been  in  no  degree  a  con- 
travention of  the  Parliamentary  guaran- 
tee. Still,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
position  of  the  local  Cavalry  officers, 
especially  in  tlie  junior  grades,  is  so  de- 
pressed that  some  exceptional  and  re- 
medial measures  are  needed.  I  have, 
therefore,  recently  addressed  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  on  the  subject,  and  have 
Bugj^ested  a  measure,  which  will,  I  be- 
lieve, prove  efficacious.  Until  I  receive 
their  reply,  I  do  not  think  I  could  pro- 
perly lay  the  incomplete  Correspondence 
before  the  House ;  nor  would  it  be  right 
that  I  should  indicate  the  remedial  mea- 
sures which  I  had  suggested,  until  the 
Government  of  India  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  and  expressing  an 
opinion  on  it. 

NAVY— PAYMENT  OF  NAVAL 
PENSIONS. 
Mb.  GORST  asked,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  payment  of  Naval  Pensions 
due  April  1st  has  in  the  Chatham  dis- 
trict not  yet  commenced  ;  what  steps  will 
be  taken  by  the  Admiralty  to  expedite 
the  payment  of  these  pensions ;  and, 
whether  measures  will  be  taken  to 
prevent  on  a  future  occasion  the  incon- 
venience and  distress  caused  by  the 
non-receipt  of  moneys  upon  which  the 
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pensioners   have    been    aooastomed  to 
rely? 

Mk.  CHILDERS  :  Li  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  I  have  to 
remind  him  that  I  answered  a  general 
Question  on  this  subject  some  days  ago, 
and  on  Friday  I  stated  that  the  delay  in 
paying  the  pensions  at  Plymouth,  whidi 
I  was  at  a  loss  to  understand,  had  led  to 
an  officer  being  specially  sent  there. 
We  also  found  delays  at  Chatham,  and 
sent  an  officer  on  Saturday  there ;  and  I 
hear  by  telegraph  to-day  that  the  iieae 
to  2,700  pensioners  (Army,  Navy,  &c.)  ii 
now  concluded.  These  ddays,  as  I  hare 
already  informed  the  House,  will  not 
occur  again. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  whether  there 
was  any  objection  to  allowing  these  pen- 
sioners to  go  personally  for  their  pen- 
sions ?  .  It  would  save  both  time  and 
expense. 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  The  present  eys- 
tem  was  established  in  order  to  remote 
the  temptation  which  existed  previouflij 
to  pensioners  to  go  and   spend  theox 
money  as  soon  as  they  received  it.  Ther^ 
is  no   intention  to  return    to  the  oL^ 
arrangement. 

Mb.  MACLIVER  asked  whether  i-^ 
was  a  fact  that  the  pension  papers  mo^^ 
be  signed  by  four  Staff  officers  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  am  unable  t^ 
reply  to  that  Question  without  No^^ 
tice. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  aske^ 
whether  it  would  not  be  desirable  U^ 
station  a  Staff  officer  at*Woolwich  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  do  not  think^ 
that  it  is  necessary  that  an  officer  shoidd 
be  stationed  at  that  place. 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT- THE  NEW 

WAREHOUSING  SCHEME. 
Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  it  be  the 
fact  that,  in  reorganizing  the  Customs 
Service,  the  Indoor  Warehousing  De- 
partment is  being  abolished  or  greatly 
reduced,  and  the  servants  are  offered 
only  the  ordinary  terms  of  retirement, 
or  the  acceptance  of  outdoor  service,  in- 
volving longer  hours,  nightwork,  and 
exposure  in  duties  not  strictly  analogous 
to  their  former  employment ;  and,  if  it 
be  the  fact  that,  when  similar  changes 
were  made  in  the  Admiralty  and  War 
Office,  an  Act  was  passed  (41  and  42 
Yic.  c.  53)  giving  gratuities  to  those 
who  were  thus  retired,   and  why  the 
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CastoxuB  aervants  are  to  be  less  liberally 
dealt  with  ? 

Lord  FBEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
I  cannot  admit  that  the  alternative 
offered  to  the  displaced  warehousing 
slerks  is  accurately  described  in  the 
Qaestion  of  mj  hon.  Friend.  The  new 
lervice  will  practically  be  not  very  un- 
like that  to  which  they  have  been  accus- 
tomed; and  so  far  as  the  hours  are 
iifferent,  they  will  be  compensated  by 
some  increase  of  pay.  Failing  the  ac- 
septance  of  this  alternative,  they  will 
receive  pensions  at  the  special  rate 
illowed  under  the  7th  section  of  the 
Superannuation  Act,  in  case  of  aboli- 
don  of  office.  I  cannot  but  think  that 
much  groundless  alarm  has  been  excited 
by  too  literal  interpretation  of  the  tech- 
nical term  "  outdoor."  As  regards  the 
suggestion  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  I  have  to  observe  that  the 
rery  peculiar  circumstances  which  were 
lield  to  warrant  the  exceptional  terms 
2;iven  in  the  War  Office  and  Admiralty, 
under  a  special  Act,  do  not  exist  in  the 
present  case. 

GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY  (SCOTLAND). 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Vice 
EVesideut  of  the  Council,  Whether  Le 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  the  recent 
If  emorial  of  the  Edinburgh  Geological 
Society  with  regard  to  the  Scottish  Geo- 
logical Survey,  together  with  the  reply 
khereto  of  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  shall  be  glad 
to  lay  the  Correspondence  on  the  Table 
if  the  hon.  Member  will  move  for  it. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— IN- 
TERFERENCE  OF  THE  CONSTABU- 
LARY. 

Mb.  LALOB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  is  true  that,  on  the  15th  instant, 
the  constable  of  Ballybrittas  Station,  in 
the  Queen's  County,  accompanied  by  a 
Bub-constable,  visited  the  residence  of 
Mr.  Edmund  Nolan,  of  Belin,  and  told 
him  that— 

**  He  had  been  ordered  by  the  sub-inspector, 
Mr.  Grene,  of  Maryborough*,  to  call  on  him,  Mr. 
Nolan,  and  ask  what  terms  he  had  made  with 
bis  landlord ; '' 

and,  if  so,  is  it  to  Vie  understood  that  for 
the  future  the  police  force  in  Ireland 


shall  have  added  to  their  other  duties 
the  responsibility  of  collecting  rents,  and 
otherwise  acting  as  land  agents  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  the 
statement  was  not  true,  and  that  the 
police  would  not  be  employed  in  collect- 
ing rents. 

ISLAND  OF  CYPRUS— THE  NEW  CON- 
STITUTION —  REPRESENTATION  OF 
MU8SULMEN  IN  THE  LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  the  Mussulman  com- 
munity of  Cyprus  have  presented  a 
Petition  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
against  the  new  Constitution  of  the 
Legislative  Council  in  that  Island,  by 
which  it  is  proposed  that  the  Council 
shall  consist  of  nine  Christian  to  three 
Mussulman  members,  and  whether  the 
following  is  an  accurate  representation 
of  the  tenour  of  the  Petition : — That  the 
British  Government,  in  proposing  this 
change  of  proportion  (the  present  mem- 
bers on  the  Council  being  half  Mussul- 
man and  half  Christian),  have  not  con- 
sidered the  loyalty  with  which  the  Mus- 
sulman inhabitants  of  Cyprus  accepted 
the  change  of  administration,  refusing 
to  listen  to  the  Anti-English  party  who 
tried  to  stir  up  agitation  ;  that  the 
British  Government  have  not  considered 
the  character  of  the  agitation  which  is 
now  going  on  among  the  Greek  popula- 
tion for  the  ruin  and  oppression  of  the 
Mahometans;  that  they  have  not  con- 
sidered the  fact  that  the  Mussulmans,  who 
have  for  over  three  centuries  possessed 
the  Island,  have  always  treated  their 
Christian  fellow-citizens  with  justice,  and 
protected  them  in  the  enjoyment  of  their 
property  and  religion ;  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  consulted  the  British 
Authorities  in  Cyprus  before  using  this 
new  Constitution  ;  that,  although  in  the 
10th  and  11th  Articles  of  the  new  Con- 
stitution it  is  stated  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment, in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  their  Convention  with  the  Sultan,  wish 
to  give  the  population  of  Cyprus  a  law 
and  not  privileges,  yet  by  the  4th  Article 
(which  establishes  this  Council  of  nine 
Christians  to  three  Mussulmans)  they 
give  to  the  Greeks  the  greatest  possible 
privilege — one  which  they  do  not  even 
possess  iu  Greece  itseli;  that  iu  Asia 
Minor,  where  the  Mussulmans  are  in  a 
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larj^e  majority,  the  Chriatian  population 
have  equal  nnmhers  and  equal  votes  on 
the  Administrative  Council,  and  of  the 
fact  that  under  the  proposed  chanp^e  the 
Mussulmans  who  are  in  a  majority  in 
Nicosia,  the  principal  town,  would  be  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Greeks,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  Greeks  openly  assert 
that  they  mean  to  use  their  majority  on 
the  Council  in  order  to  oppress  the  Mus- 
sulman population,  and  to  obtain  the 
independence  of  Cyprus ;  the  Petitioners 
finally  pray  that  either  the  proposed 
Constitution  of  the  Legislative  Council 
be  modified  and  restored  to  the  old  plan 
of  equal  numbers  and  equal  votes,  or  that 
the  Mussulman  population  be  allowed 
to  emigrate  in  order  to  escape  the  loss 
of  their  rights  and  their  personal  safety; 
whether  the  attention  of  Eler  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  called  to  the  in- 
flammatory articles  inciting  to  race  per- 
secution and  revolution  which  appear 
in  the  Greek  journals  of  Cyprus  ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  very  grave  state- 
ments contained  in  the  petition  of  the 
above  Mussulmans  of  Cyprus,  which  is 
signed  by  the  Mufti  and  other  notables 
on  behalf  of  the  whole  Mussulman  popu- 
lation of  the  Island,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  either  withdraw  the  Article 
complained  of,  or  fix  an  early  day  for 
the  discussion  of  the  question  in  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mr.  COURTNEY:  Sir,  a  Petition 
has  been  received  from  the  Mussulman 
community  of  Cyprus ;  but  the  represen- 
tation of  it  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  cannot  be  accepted  as  accurate. 
The  Petition  and  the  reply  will  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Papers  shortly  to  be  pre- 
sented. 1  may,  however,  say  now  that 
the  document  commented  on  in  the  Peti- 
tion is  not  a  draft  of  a  Constitution  with 
definite  Articles,  but  a  despatch  contain- 
ing a  general  outline  of  a  proposed  new 
Council,  It  is  not  proposed  that  the 
Council  shall  consist  of  nine  Christian 
and  three  Mussulman  members.  These 
will  be  the  members  elected  by  the  Mus- 
sulmans and  Christians,  and  in  addition 
thereto  there  will  be  six  official  members, 
and  the  President  will  also  have  a  vote. 
The  present  Council  is  not  half  Mussul- 
man and  half  Christian.  Sir  Garnet 
Wolsoley  appointed  <me  Mahomedan  and 
two  Christian  unolficial  members ;  but 
there  is  now  one  vacancy  amimg  the 
Christian  members.  It  is  not  the  case 
that  the  British  authorities  in  Cyprus 
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have  not  been  consulted.  There  hiTe, 
in  truth,  been  long  and  frequent  com- 
munications with  them.  It  will  be  seen, 
without  going  through  all  the  paragraph! 
of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  tW 
the  fears  of  the  Mussulman  community, 
to  whose  loyalty  and  good  behaviour 
the  Secretary  of  State  willingly  bean 
testimony,  rest  on  misapprehension  of 
the  nature  of  the  proposed  Council,  and 
it  is  not  proposed  to  withdraw  the 
scheme.  It  is  not  thought  that  any 
particular  attention  is  due  to  the  artidei 
in  the  Cyprus  Press  more  than  to  other 
strong  articles  which  appear  in  newa- 
papers  throughout  our  Colonies.  It  ia 
not  intended  to  fix  an  early  day  for 
the  discussion  of  the  question  in  Parlia- 
ment.   

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  aeked 
of  what  nationality  the  six  official  mem- 
bers were  to  be  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  As  they  will  be 
appointed  by  England,  they  will  be  pro- 
bably English. 

Mr.  A8HMEAD  -  BAKTLETT  aaid. 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  unsatisfactoiy 
answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  shoold 
call  attention  to  the  subject  on  an  eaily 
day. 

PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PEO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881- 
MESSRS.  NALLY  AND  O'KANE. 

Mb.  BIQGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland} 
On  what  grounds  the  warrants  were  ia* 
sued  against  Messrs.  Nally  and  CKanei 
and  who  was  the  person  at  whose  10^ 
quest  these  gentlemen  were  told  that  tha 
warrants  were  suspended,  and  that  the/' 
might  return  to  Ireland? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  already  explained  the  circum^ 
stances  of  this  case,  and  he  could  not  go 
into  any  more  details. 

CROWN  AGENTS  FOR  THE  COLONIES- 
INSPECTOR  OF  COALS  AT  CARDIFF. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
Mr.  John  Batchelor,  of  CardifiP,  has  re- 
cently been  appointed  by  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  Inspector  of 
Coals  to  the  Crown  Agents  for  the  Colo- 
nies, or  by  whom  such  appointment  was 
uiade ;  whether  he  had  any  experience 
whatever  on  the  subject  of  coal  explora- 
tion or  coal  mines,  or  any  practical  know« 
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ledge   of  coal  or  the  coal  trade;  whe- 
ther he  is  the  same  person  as  carried  on 
1>a&ine8s  as  a  timber  merchant  and  ship- 
"builder  during  all  his  business  life  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  also  the  same  person  who  was 
for  some  time  previous  to  his  appointment 
the  leader  of  the  Liberal  party  in  Car- 
diff; and,  whether  the  appointment  was 
(conferred  by  the  Colonial  Secretary  spon- 
taneously or  at  the  solicitation  of  Mr. 
Satchelor  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY  :  The  appointment 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers  is 
made  by  the  Crown  Agents  on  their  own 
responsibility.  The  Secretary  of  State 
transmitted  to  the  Crown  Agents  one 
testimonial  which  was  sent  to  him  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Batchelor;  but  did  not 
interfere  further  in  the  matter,  and  never 
lieard  anything  about  Mr.  Batchelor's 
political  antecedents.  I  myself  received, 
and  forwarded,  a  similar  testimonial. 
Another  letter  which  I  received,  re- 
ferring to  Mr.  Batchelor's  political  ser- 
^vices,  I  entirely  suppressed.  The  Crown 
Agents  report  that  Mr.  Batchelor  was 
one  of  several  applicants  who  submitted 
their  testimonials  on  the  death  of  the 
late  holder  of  the  office  in  question  ;  that 
lie  was  then  selected,  with  two  or  three 
others,  as  appearing  to  possess  the  best 
q^nalifications  for  the  post ;  and  it  was 
eventually  conferred  upon  him  after  com- 
munication with  those  who,  in  the  Crown 
Agents'  opinion,  were  competent  to  speak 
as  to  his  special  knowledge  of  the  duties 
he  proposed  to  undertake.  The  Crown 
Agents  add  that  in  making  their  ap- 
|H>intment8  they  are  not  actuated  by 
political  considerations,  their  object  be- 
ing to  secure  the  most  efficient  servants 
they  can  get. 

The  royal  irish  constabulary— 
"  united  ireland  "  —  alleged 
excess  of  duty  by  a  con- 
stable at  waterfokd. 

Mb.  LEAMT  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  on  Sunday  last 
a  police  constable  entered  the  house  of 
Wr.  Patrick  Kavanagh,  Michael  Street, 
Waterford,  and,  finding  Mrs.  Kavanagh 
engaged  in  reading  **  United  Ireland," 
attempted  to  take  it  from  her,  and  in  the 
attempt  threw  her  down,  put  his  knees 
on  her  stomach  and  tore  her  clothes, 
irhile  he  searched  her  in  a  most  insult- 
ing manner,  Mrs.  Kavanagh  being  un- 
able to  offer  any  resistance,  as  she  has 


been  for  some  time  partially  paralyzed ; 
whether  he  also  assaulted  her  daughter, 
Miss  Kavanagh,  and  then  proceeded  to 
search  the  premises,  knockitig  the  furni- 
ture about  in  all  directions ;  and,  if  these 
statements  are  correct,  what  course  the 
authorities  propose  to  take  to  mark  their 
sense  of  such  an  outrage  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  made  inquiry  into  this  case,  and 
found  that  the  constable  was  guilty  of 
this  assault.  He  was  not  aware  of  the 
instructions  that  had  been  issued  against 
seizing  the  recent  numbers  of  United 
Ireland,  He  saw  a  woman  reading  a 
number  of  the  paper,  and  wanted  to  take 
it.  She  resisted,  and  he  then  took  it  from 
her  by  force.  The  constable  was  sum- 
moned before  the  magistrates,  and  fined 
21«.  and  costs.  He  denied  the  particu- 
lars of  the  aggravated  assault ;  and  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  imagined  that  the 
magistrates  must  have  ag^ed  with  him, 
because  the  Mayor  and  one  of  the  Jus- 
tices present  said  that,  although  it  was 
their  duty  to  fine  him  for  assaulting  the 
woman,  they  believed  he  only  did  it  in 
what  he  considered  the  discharge  of  his 
duty. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  some  of  the 
magistrates  expressed  their  disbelief  in 
the  accuracy  of  his  statement  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  was  not 
aware  of  that. 

LAW    AND    POLICE— THE    MOTS    AT 

CAMBORNE. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  reported  in  the 
**  Cornish  Telegraph  "  of  Thursday  20th 
instant,  that,  on  Tuesday  last,  a  riot 
occurred  at  Camborne,  Cornwall,  which 
began  in  an  attempt  to  stone  two  Irish- 
men  who  were  in  the  custody  of  the 
police ;  that  the  houses  of  the  Irish  in 
the  town  were  wrecked,  and  the  pro- 
perty in  them  destroyed  and  several  of 
their  occupants  brutally  ill-used,  that, 
in  one  case,  a  poor  old  woman  who  had 
been  bedridden  for  a  couple  of  years 
was  pulled  from  her  bed  and  left 
writhing  in  agony  on  the  floor ;  that  an 
attack  was  made  on  the  Catholic  Chapel, 
and  that — 

"  First  the  windows  were  smashed  in,  then, 
after  repeated  eflforta,  the  doors  were  forced. 
Inside,  the  rioters  lost  all  control  of  themselves, 
and  did  most  wanton  damage.    They  broke  u^ 
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the  cruciGiea  and  pictujM  :  the  imnge  ot  the 
Virgin  Mary  uraa  torn  from  iti  place,  thrown 
kmongst  the  m»b,  and  trampled  to  pieceB.  The 
confessional- bni  was  speedilj'  conTerted  into 
flre-wood.  The  altar  and  its  fitting*  ware  torn 
doicn,  the  gaseliers  were  broken  off,  and  the 
OTRan  destroyed — the  scene  within  the  Chnrch 
beggaring  description ; " 

whether  an;  of  the  rioters  have  been 
arrested;  and,  whether  aav  etepe  have 
been  taken  to  protect  the  fife  and  pro- 
perty of  the  Irish  residents  in  Camborne 
and  to  restore  law  and  order  in  that 
town? 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OARTHY:  Before 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
answers  the  Question,  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  put  another  on  the  same 
subject.  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether  he 
has  seen  the  following  statements  in 
I7i4  Standard  of  this  morning,  and 
whether  they  are  true  so  far  as    he 

"  About  a  doien  men  Bospected  of  being  ring- 
leaders in  the  riots,  were  also  swom  in,  and 
placed  on  duty  in  the  Town  Hall ;  " 

and,  again — 

■ '  Complaint  is  generally  made  that  there 
were  rumours  (or  a  week  or  more  before  the 
Petty  Sessions  day  that  there  would  be  a  not, 
and  that  the  Catholic  chapel  would  be  wrecked, 
of  which  mmourethe  Magistrates  were  informed 
by  the  priest.  No  precautions  were  taktin  to 
prevent  the  threats  being  carriedout.  Secondly, 
that  after  the  riot  no  protnction  was  prorided 
for  the  threatened  Irish  in  the  outlying  riUages, 
And,  thirdly,  that  when  the  county  police  were 
brought  to  Camborne  they  were  kept  ^ut  up  in 
the  station,  so  that  thay  were  utterly  useless, 
and  the  victory  lay  with  the  mob.  Not  one  of 
the  rioters  has  yet  been  apprehended  f  ' ' 

Ub.  BELLINGHAM  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  seen  the  statement  in  this  day's 
paper  to  the  effect  that  the  conduct  of 
the  authorities  had  been  the  subject  of 
ridicule  throughout  the  country  amongst 
all  classes  7 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I 
have  received  reports  on  the  subject 
from  the  Chief  Constable  and  from  the 
Justices,  which  are  tuo  long  to  read  to 
the  House  ;  but  the  effect  of  which,  to 
my  mind,  ia  that  none  of  those  reports 
in  the  newspapers  are  correct.  They 
are  entirely  exaggerated,  and  altogther 
inaccurate.  That  is  the  answer  I  have 
to  give  with  reference  to  the  newspaper 
reports.  With  regard  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question,  I  am  informed  that  the 
eteps  which  have  been  taken  to  protect 
the  life  and  property  of  the  Irish  resi- 
Jlr.  Ltamy 
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dents  in  Camborne,  and  to  restors  Uw 
and  order  in  that  town,  have  been  snffi- 
cieatly  effeotnal,  and  that  no  repetilios 
of  these  disgraceful  riots  baa  taken  pUoa 
I  saw  the  Chairman  of  the  Local  Qusita 
Sessions  at  the  House  here  on  Fridtf, 
just  before  he  was  going  to  Comw^ 
and  I  impressed  upon  him  the  neceiHtj 
and  propriety  of  making  every  effort  to 
arrest  the  authors  of  these  riots.  I  han 
received  a  telegram  to-day  ehowiag  thit 
one  of  the  persons  has  been  ornatsd, 
and  that  it  is  intended  to  make  fortba 
arrests. 

Mb.  HEALY:  May  I  askwhethsrit 
is  not  true  that  the  speoial  constsblM 
swom  in  to  prevent  ttie  riot  were  the 
ringleaders  of  it? 

Sia  WILLIAM  HAECOURT;  Ihsn 
no  information  to  that  effect. 

Mb.  LEAMT  :  Is  it  true  that  the 
Roman  Catholia  Church  was  wrecked 
and  the  sacred  omameuta  torn  down? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAHCOUET:  Tiie 
accounts  I  have  received  say  that  tbit 
statement  is  quite  untrae.  Borne  of  itio 
windows  were  broken  ;  but  a  verj  nl- 
lant  lady  routed  the  mob  with  a  oaadls- 
stick.     [Crwi  of  "  Read !  "] 

"She  waa  carrying  out  a  pair  of  large  omdls- 
sticks  when  she  saw  a  man  trying  to  noiliip 
the  altar  rail.  She  put  down  one  candlMtick, 
clubbed  the  other,  and  went  for  him.  He  ru 
away,  leaving  hia  pocket-handkerchisf  bebisd 
him  ;  and  every  soul  in  the  place  scuttled  eS, 
hiding  their  faces  in  their  coat-coUan." 
All  the  sacred  vestments  and  otbn 
articles  were  rescued. 

Mb.  BELLINGHAM:  Was  ihe 
church  in  such  a  state  that  no  serrie* 
could  be  held  in  it  on  Sunday  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOtfET :  I  be- 
lieve it  was  thought  indiscreet  to  hold  t 
service  there  last  Sunday. 

SOUTH  AFRICA-NATAL— ALLEOEU 
MASSACRE. 
Mb.  R.  M.  fowler  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colooiei, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  statement  of  the  "  Gra- 
hametown  Journal "  of  Mareb  Sth  :— 


patrol  of  Boers  and  Moshoahe's  men  captnnl 
thirty  unarmad  men  of  Jan  Macsibi's  on  ths 
road  from  the  Diamond  Fields,  took  them  to 
their  laager  and  massacred  twenty-seven  of 
them.  On  the  21st  the  whole  forca  of  (wo 
hundred  and  fifty  Boers  with  Moahete's  twl 
tialchain's  people  attacked  UontaJoa's  statNa 
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M  CMIDOD ;  in  the  aftemooo  the;  triad 

the  atktion  by  driviDg  cattle  in  trout  of 
kiiut  tlie  trenchM ;  at  the  third  attempt 
I  Mlliad  oat,  captured  bU  ths  cattle,  and 

ths  Boon  to  their  laagar.  Their  Iobb 
wn,  but  miut  ba  beayy.  At  daylight 
ithtbaBoen  again  attacked  the  station, 
hirty-eight  Boan  and  allioa  were  left 
i«ld,  tmd  among  them  tha  Boer  com- 

■nd  tbe  leader  of  Moshete'B  army; '  " 
lether  he  can  give  the  House  anj 
ition  on  the  subject  ? 
COUHTNEY :  I  have  not  eeea 
.ragraph  in  The  Orahamttown 
,  except  in  the  Queetion  of  the 
ember ;  but  we  have  received, 
jover  from  Sir  Hercules  Bobin- 
etter  from  Mr.  Bethell,  agent  to 
la,  containing  almost  identicallj 
le  statements.  Sir  Hercules  Bo- 
bad  already  directed  the  Eesident 
iria  to  inquire  into  the  truth  of 
gation  of  the  murder  of  unarmed 
,  and  ve  look  for  a  further  Be- 

thifl  and  other  points. 

LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
THE  TENANl'RY. 
7BAT.T  asked,  If  any  informa- 
i  reached  the  Government  as  to 
r  a  number  of  the  tenants  vbo 
lade  applications  to  the  Land 
I  fix  a  fair  rent  are  in  the  mean- 
ilowing  their  farms  to  remain 
;  and,  if  he  can  give  the  House 
)  to  what  extent  this  practice  is 

Qg? 

V.  E.  FOBSTEE :  I  have  no  in- 
•n  to  that  effect.  I  have  asked 
nd  CommissioDere  pereonallj, 
ij  likewise    have  no  informa- 


?EMBEETON  asked  the  First 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  having 
to  what  took  place  in  this 
on  Thursday  last,  during  the 
tally  devoted  to  answering  Ques- 
I  has  considered  the  destrahiiity 
ig  the  2nd  Besolutiun,  relating 
business  of  the  House,  before 
Beeolution   ia   finally  disposed 

LAD8T0NE :  We  do  not  think 
ble  to  do  BO,  even  to  avoid  the 
lienoe  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1B81— 
"  ARREARS." 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Firtt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  suhmit  any 
Bcbeiue  to  the  House,  in  reference  to  the 
question  of  arrears  of  rent  in  Ireland  7 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  On  Wednesday 
a  Bill  will  be  discussed  which  will  give 
the  hon.  Member  an  opportunity  of 
raising  the  question.  If  he  likes  he 
can  put  this  Question  then. 

PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881  —  FO- 
REIGN SUBJECTS  DETAINED  FNDEK 
THE  ACT. 

SiK  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  some  measure  to 
enable  the  Executive  to  deal  with  sus- 
pects claiming  foreign  nationality,  on 
the  principles  laid  down  in  the  Act  1 1 
and  12  Tie.  c.  20? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.pILKE :  It  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  in- 
troduce euoh  a  measure. 

ENGLAND    AND    FRANCE  — THE 
CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Mb.  AETHUR  VIVIAN  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
au  opportunity  will  be  afforded  to  Par- 
liament of  expressing  an  opinion  on  the 
general  question  of  the  desirability  of  a 
Channel  Tunnel  before  any  sort  of  sana- 
tion is  given  to  any  scheme  by  tha  Go- 
vernment F 

Mh.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  already 
stated  that  nothing  should  be  done  with- 
out the  House  having  a  full  opportunity 
of  expressing  its  opinion  upon  the  sub- 
ject. If  my  hon.  Friend  means  to  in- 
quire whether  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, in  their  corporate  capacity,  will 
do  anything  to  prejudge  the  opinion  of 
the  House  or  to  limit  its  discretion  in 
any  way,  I  would  say  certainly  not. 

RATING  —  VALUATION  OF  GOVERN- 
MENT ESTABLISHMENTS. 
Mb.  BOOBD  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  grant  in  lieu 
of  rates,  in  respect  of  Government  estab- 
iishmenta  situate  in  the  parishes  of  Wool- 
wich and  Plumstead,  is  still  paid  on  a 
valuation  made  in  the  year  1874  ;  whe- 
ther large  additions  and  improvements 
have  not  been  made  in  the  said  estab- 
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lishntents  since  that  date ;  and,  whether  i 
he  will  consider  the  propriety  of  causing 
a  fresh  valuatinn  to  bo  made  7 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
The  valuations  on  which  the  Treasury 
contributions  in  lieu  of  rates  are  made 
were  settled  in  1875  for  the  parishes  of 
"Woolwich  and  Plumstead.  I  believe  it 
is  true  that  since  that  date  there  has 
been  considerable  outlav  on  the  pro- 
perty. It  would  be  undesirable  to  re- 
open the  question  of  the  valuations  un- 
til all  the  Oovemment  property  in  the 
United  Kingdom  has  been  assessed. 
This  task  wilt,  I  hope,  be  completed  in 
about  two  months,  after  which  the  whole 
subject  will  be  carefully  considered. 

LAW  AND  POLICE-THE  RECENT  AT- 
TACK UPON  THE  SALVATION  ARMY 
AT  CHESTER. 

Ma.  CAINE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
StateforthoHomeDepartment,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  tu  the  recent  trial, 
at  the  Chester  Sessions,  of  the  ringleaders 
of  the  riota  against  the  Salvation  Army 
in  that  city,  who  were  charged  with 
violent  assaults  on  the  members  of  that 
religions  body,  by  which  many  peaceable 
citizens  were  injured,  one  woman  having 
been  at  the  point  of  death  for  more  than 
a  week,  and  a  young  man  having  be- 
come totally  blind  in  consequence  )  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  prisoners  were  all 
found  guilty  by  the  jury,  and  were 
proved,  during  their  trial,  to  have  been 
persons  of  known  bad  character ;  and  if 
It  is  true  that  the  Recorder  of  Chester 
inflicted  no  punishment,  but  simply 
bound  them  over  to  come  up  for  judg- 
ment if  called  upon  ;  if  be  is  aware  that 
the  rioters  dealt  with  summarily  by  the 
borough  magistrates,  at  the  time  these 
ringleaders  were  sent  to  trial,  are  still 
in  prison  ;  and,  if  he  will  take  into  con- 
sideration how  far  the  Law  is  properly 
▼indicated  by  the  lesser  ofFendeis  re- 
ceiving ft  more  severe  punishment  than 
the  ringleaders  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  had  no  power  over  the  magistrates  in 
such  matters.  He  could  not  order  a 
heavier  sentence  than  the  magistrates 
thought  fit  to  inflict. 

FRANCE— THE  COMMERCIAL  TREATY— 
RKXEWAL  OF  THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 
Mb.MAQNIAC  asked, Whether  there 
was  any  truth  in  the  report  that  the  Oo- 
vemment had  made  proposals  to  France 
Mr.  Botrd 


a  renewal  of  the  negotiations  for  i 
Treaty  of  Commerce,  in  conuderatian  of 
certain  concessions  in  respect  to  ootton 
and  silk  ? 

8iK  CHARLES  W.  DILKB :  Thrae 
is  no  foundation  for  the  report. 

ISLAND  OP  CYPRUS— THE  NEW  COH- 
STITnTION  —  REPRESENTATION  OF 
MUSSULMEN  IN  THE  LEOlSUTni 
COUNCIL. 

Mb.  MAO  IYER  inquired,  Whethnit 
was  true  that  the  Mussulman  inhabituti 
of  Cyprus  were  only  to  have  thwa  re- 
presentatives on  the  Council  out  of  I 
total  of  18? 

Mr  COURTNET,  in  reply,  BMd,thr» 
MusBulman  members  would  he  elect«d 
to  nine  Christians — a  proportion  whidi 
fairly  represented  the  population  of  th* 
Island.  The  other  memoera  were  offi<diL 

THE  LAND  LEAGUE  AND  FENXANISU- 
MR.  ARNOLD  FORSTER  AND  THE 
"  PALL  MALL  GAZETTE." 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelud, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  letter  in  to-day's  PaU  Xalt  GiutU, 
signed  "  Arnold  Forster,"  maintainiig 
that  there  is  no  distinction  betweea  lbs 
members  of  the  Land  League  and  tli* 
Fenians ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  tbo 
principal  members  of  the  executire  sre 
now  in  prison  ;and,  whether  it  is  ususi  to 
allow  persons  confined  under  the  Protw- 
tion  of  Person  and  Property  Act  to  wri» 
letters  to  newspapers  on  political  nut* 
tersf 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  The  hon- 
Member  should  give  Notice  of  his  Qa»- 
tion  ;  but  I  do  not  think  I  am  hound  to 
answer  such  Questions  at  all. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  APPOINTMBNTB-PEI* 

VATE  SECRETARIES  TO  MINISTER. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR,  who  bid 

a  Notice  standing  on  the  Paper  to  v> 

"That  the  practice  of  appointing  dab'' 
the  Treaaury  Office,  and  otiier  fsnUemen  •jl' 
have  acted  m  private  secretariM  to  Primo  V- 
niflton  and  Chancellon  of  the  ExchaiaBt?,  ^ 
important  posts  in  Departmeats  of  the  Ci^ 
Sorvico  other  than  tho  Treasurj-,  it  cmlcaUW' 
to  discauiBge  zeal  and  induBtry  in  >uch  Def*%i 
mont*  to  the  prejudice  of  tie  Public  Btttm 
remarked  that,  although  he  regudw 
the  subject  of  his  Notice  as  one  of  gi^ 
importance,   still,  as  it  appeared  to  ^ 
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Bb»  general  wish  of  the  House  that  the 
P^^mo  MiiUster  should  be  allowed  to 
Mke  his  Financial  Statement  at  as 
i^dT  an  hour  as  possible,  he  had  yielded 
Q  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friends 
liiDand  him  that  he  should  withdraw  his 
jlotion.  He  therefore  begged  leave  to 
AwB  Notice  that  he  should  postpone  his 
ipolion  until  the  next  occasion  when  the 
liouse  was  asked  to  go  into  Committee 
4  Supply. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAY. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT.— COMMITTEE. 

Wats  and  Means — coneidered  in  Com- 
■ittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Mr. 
I^n  Playfair — I  think  that  my  first 
duty  on  this  occasion  is  to  tender  my 
•dtnowledgments  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  especially  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
COonnor),  for  the  courteous  announce- 
aent  which  he  has  just  made  to  the 
Ebuae.  I  heliere,  however,  that  I  may 
njy  without  offence,  that  the  Motion  of 
Hie  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
vonld  have  been  an  innovation,  and 
Biat  it  would  have  been  in  my  power  to 
have  counteracted  it  by  another  innova- 
tion quite  within  the  limits  of  the  Or- 
lers  of  this  House — namely,  by  making 
ihe  Financial  Statement  with  the  Speaker 
n  the  Chair.  I  think,  however,  that 
he  Committee  will  feel  that  it  is  much 
setter  that  these  two  innovations  should 
»a88  into  the  usual  place  of  unfulfilled 
esolutions,  and  that  the  Financial 
itatement  should  be  made  in  the  usual 
laaner,  by  which  perfect  freedom  of 
amark  is  allowed  to  all  hon.  Members 
rho  may  see  occasion  to  enter  into  the 
abject.  With  respect  to  the  general 
nancial  condition  of  the  country,  I  will 
nly  say  that  essentially  the  position  of 
be  expenditure  is  that  it  is  a  somewhat 
TOwing  Expenditure,  and  that  with  re- 
peot  to  the  Revenue,  that  it  is  a  slug- 
ish  Revenue.  It  is  much  as  it  has 
een  during  the  last  two  years — this 
eing  the  third  occasion  during  the  ex- 
itence  of  the  present  Government  on 
rhi<^  I  have  had  cast  upon  me  the 
iuty  of  making  the  Financial  Statement 
k>  the  Bouse.    It  is  very  remarkable 


that  although  employment  is  generally 
active,  and  although  the  condition  of 
trade  cannot  be  said  to  be  generally 
unsatisfactory,  yet  the  recovery  of  the 
country  from  the  point  of  extreme  de- 
pression has  been  a  slow  and  a  languid 
recovery,  especially  as  far  as  regards 
the  action  of  that  recovery  upon  the 
Revenue  of  the  country.  No  doubt, 
there  is  a  natural  explanation  of  the 
circumstance  in  the  extreme  excitement 
— the  unnatural  and  the  unhealthy  ex- 
citement— of  prices  which  existed  during 
the  period  of  prosperity  which  preceded 
the  time  of  depression  ;  and  it  is  to  that 
cause  that  we  must  look  for  the  slack- 
ness of  the  recovery  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  not  to  any  diminution 
whatsoever  in  the  resources  of  the  coun- 
try, or  any  deterioration  of  its  industrial 
prospects.  I  go  at  once  now  to  lay  be- 
fore the  Committee  the  particulars  which 
it  is  customary  for  them  to  receive  on 
this  occasion.  I  shall  have  to  deal  in 
the  first  instance  with  the  financial  year 
1881-2,  which  reached  its  close  on  the 
3 1  st  of  March.  The  Expenditure  of  that 
year  was  estimated  at  £86,190,000  ;  the 
actual  Expenditure  was  £85,472,000, 
showing  that  the  Expenditure  fell  short 
of  the  Estimate  by  £7 1 8,000.  The  com- 
parison of  the  Expenditure  with  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  preceding  year  is  a 
more  serious  matter.  Of  course,  it  is 
well  within  the  Estimate ;  but  the  topic 
to  which  I  next  pass — namely,  the  com- 
parison with  the  preceding  year — re- 
quiresalittlecloserinvestigation.  The  Ex- 
penditure of  1880-1  was  £63, 180,000;  the 
Expenditure  of  18S1-2  was  £85,472,000, 
showing  an  augmentation  of  £2,365,000. 
But,  in  order  that  the  House  may  un- 
derstand the  position  of  these  two  years 
relatively  to  other  years,  and  of  the 
second  year  relatively  to  the  first,  it  is 
right  that  I  should  mention  to  them 
what  was  the  amount  of  special  War 
Charges  connected  with  various  subjects 
of  policy  which  have  been  repeatedly 
before  the  House,  and  which  came  upon 
both  of  these  years.  I  will  give  the 
particulars  for  the  two  years — first,  for 
the  year  18b0-l  ;  and,  secondly,  for  the 
year  1881-2.  In  1880-1  the  Charge  on 
account  of  the  Transvaal  was  £656,000 
in  couDCction  with  warlike  operations 
in  that  country;  £446,000  of  that  sum 
was  on  account  of  the  Army,  and 
£210,000  on  account  of  the  Navy.  The 
Charge  imposed  upon  that  year  in  re- 
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spect  of  the  debt  created  by  an  arrange- 
ment shortly  before  we  came  into  Office, 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  in  a 
small  number  of  years  of  the  debt  of 
£6,000,000,  contracted  a  few  years  ago 
for  purposes  connected  with  the  War 
between  Russia  and  Turkey — that  Charge 
— namely,  the  charge  of  the  Annuity  by 
which  the  debt  is  to  be  extinguished — 
was  in  1880-1  £1,129,000.  There  was 
also  a  Loan  of  £2,000,000  contracted  by 
my  Predecessor  in  Office,  and  advanced 
without  interest  to  India.  The  Charge 
in  respect  of  that  Loan  in  1880-1  was 
£62,000.  Besides,  there  was  a  Vote  of 
£500,000  asked  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment from  the  House  in  aid  of  Indian 
Finance,  and  voted  before  the  expiration 
of  the  financial  year  to  which  I  am 
referring.  The  whole  of  these  special 
Charges  for  the  year  1880-1  was 
£2,347,000.  In  the  year  1881-2  those 
Charges  underwent  a  considerable  in- 
crease. The  Transvaal  Army  Charge 
was  £1,066,000;  the  Transvaal  Navy 
Charge  was  £30S,000;  and  the  Trans- 
vaal Civil  Charge,  for  expenses  which 
it  was  necessary  to  contract  in 
connection  with  the  re  -  transfer  of 
the  Civil  Government,  was  £400.000; 
or  in  all,  on  account  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, £1,769,000.  The  Charge  in  re- 
spect of  the  £6,000,000  Vote  of  1878 
was,  for  the  year  1881-2,  £1,350,000. 
The  Charge  for  the  Indian  Loan  was 
£88,000  ;  and  the  Charge  for  the  Grant 
in  Aid  of  Indian  Finance  on  account  of  the 
Afghan  War,  was,  as  before,  £500,000. 
There  was  also  a  small  special  Vote  for 
the  Zulu  War,  to  liquidate  the  account 
of  £135,000;  making  the  total  amount 
of  the  special  War  Charges  for  the 
year  1881-2,  '£3,842,000,  instead  of 
£2,347,000.  There  was  thus  an  excess 
of  the  War  Charges  for  that  year  over 
those  of  1880-1  of  £1,495,000.  That, 
however,  still  leaves  an  increase  of 
Expenditure  of  between  £800,000  and 
£yuo,00O.  I  will  not  attempt  minutely 
to  explain  that  excess.  The  House  is 
aware  that  some  classes  of  increase  in 
our  Expenditure  may  be  called  normal, 
and  that  some  classes  of  increase  even 
represent  a  corresponding  profit.  Among 
wliat  are  commonly  called  normal  aug- 
mentations are  such  augmentations  as 
those  in  the  Education  Vote,  and  among 
those  which  are  usually  connected  with 
a  corresponding  increase  of  profit  are  the 
very  heavy  and  large  augmentations  of 
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expenditure  for  the  cost  of  establiak- 
ments  and  buildings  in  oonnectioii  with 
the  Postal  and  Telegraph  Services.   In 
the  particular  case  I  refer  to,  the  in- 
crease in  the  Postal  and  Telegraph  8e^ 
vices  for  1881-2  over  the  former  year 
was  £317,000.    The  cost  of  Hie  Oensoi 
was  £140,000 ;  the  cost  of  the  incnased 
Education  Estimates  was  £  1 40,000 ;  and 
the  special  Expenditure  connected  with 
the  state  of  Ireland,  partly  for  the  increase 
of  Constabulary  and  partly  otherwise,  was 
£  1 90, 000.  These  sums  account  for  nearij 
£800,000  of  the  augmentation  which  I 
have  pointed  out  to  the  House.    It  is 
not  necessary  to  pursue  the  matter  into 
more  detail.     Well,  then,  Sir,  haying 
compared   the    Expenditure  with  the 
Estimate,  and  having  compared  it  with 
the  Expenditure  of  the  previous  year, 
I  have  next  to  compare  it  with  the 
Revenue  of  the  year.      That  acooont 
will  not  be  found  to  offer  a  very  brilliant 
result ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is  so  £u 
a  satisfactory  result  that  the  balance  if 
on  the  right  side.     The  Income  for  the 
year  was  £85,822,000,  and  the  Expoidi- 
ture  £85,472,000;   so  that  there  is  a 
small  Surplus  of  Income  over  Expendi- 
ture amounting  to  £350,000.     It  is  a 
matter  of  interest  to  compare  the  Be- 
veuue  of  the  year  with  the  Estimate  o^      I 
what  that  Bevenue  will  be,  because  '^ 
tends  to  throw  light  on  a  subject  to 
which  I  have  referred  —  namely,  t^* 
•languid  manner  in  which  the  Beveni^^ 
is  at  present  recovering  from   a  sta^'^^ 
of  depression.     The  subject,  howev^' 
in  one  of  its  branches  leads  into  ^i^\ 
cussions  of  very  great  moral  and  soci^^ 
interest,  although  they  are  discussiot^^ 
impossible  at  the  present  moment  t?^ 
lead  to  anything  like  a  demonstrative 
result.      Comparing  the  Revenue  witl^ 
the    Estimates    of    the    year,    I    fin(^^ 
that    the    Customs,    which    were   esti^^ 
mated    to    yield   £19,180,000,    yielded 
£19,287,000;  the  Excise,  estimated 
yield  £27,444,000,  yielded  £27,240,000 ; 
Stamps,  estimated  at  £  1 2, 290,  O00,yielded 
£12,260,000;   the  Taxes,  estimated  at 
£2;760,000,  yielded  £2,725,000  ;  and  the 
Income  Tax,  estimated  at  £9,540,000, 
yielded  the  unexpectedly  large  amount 
of  £9,945,000.     I  take  all  these  items 
together,  adhering  to  the  practice — the 
convenient  practice  which  has  now  been 
established  for  some  years-— of  distin- 
guishing between  the  Tax  Revenue  of 
the  country  and  the  non-Tax  Bevenue— 
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ween  that  whioh  is  derived  directly 

I  that  whioh  is  derived  indirectly 
n  taxes.  I  find  that  the  Tax  Re- 
ne, estimated  at  £71,210,000,  yielded 
1,457,000;  an  excess,  although  a  very 
ill  excess,  which  I  wish  to  hring 
ler  the  notice  of  the  House  in  con- 
tion  with  the  present  state  of  our 
.tions  between  trade  and  industry  on 
one  hand  and  the  Exchequer  on  the 
3r.  Coming  to  those  portions  of  the 
'enue  not  derived  from  taxes,  they 
id  more  favourably  on  the  whole. 
»  Post  Office,  estimated  to  yield 
800,000,  yielded  £7,000,000;  Tele- 
phs,  estimated  to  yield  £1,600,000, 
ded  £1,630,000;  the  Crown  Lands, 
mated  at  £390,000,  owing  to  diffi- 
ies  connected  with  agricultural  de- 
leion  on  a  limited  scale,  yielded 
0,000 ;  the  interest  on  Advances  and 
»T  moneys  included  under  the  same 
d,  estimated  at  £1,200,000,  yielded 
219,000  ;  and  the  Miscellaneous 
OS,  estimated  at  £3,900,000,  yielded 
186,000.  Upon  the  whole,  the  non- 
:  Revenue,  estimated  at  £13,890,000, 
ded  £14,365,000;  and  the  total 
'enue  of  the  country,  estimated  at 
.,100,000,  yielded  £85,822,000;  or 
excess  of  £722,000  over  the  amount 
rhich  it  had  been  taken  at  the  com- 
icement  of  the  financial  year.  It  has 
a  my  practice  for  a  good  many  years 
:ive  the  House  what  is  necessarily  a 
^h  Estimate,  but  still  an  Estimate,  on 
atter  of  great  importance — namely, 
Bstimate  of  the  real  increase,  or  the 
.  augmentation,  of  the  Kevenue,  be- 
se  the  accounts  of  the  Bevenue,  as 
lished,  are  not  sufficiently  clear,  and 
se  who  are  conversant  with  the  sub- 

are  well  aware  that  they  are  not 
ays  a  safe  guide  to  the  rapid  conclu- 
IS  which  some  writers  and  observers 
apt  to  arrive  at  from  a  rough  inspec- 
L  of  them.  I  want,  then,  but  not  at 
'  g^eat  length,  to  compare  the  Tax 
renue  of  1880-1  with  the  Tax  Re- 
ne of  1881-2 ;  but,  of  course,  in  order 
make  that  comparison  just,  I  must 
■educe  certain  rectifications  to  insure 

I I  am  dealing  with  exactly  the  same 
nents.  The  Tax  Eevenue  of  1880-1 
)d  at  £69,814,000.  But  then  there 
I  a  sum  of  no  less  than  £1,320,000, 
[oh  was  arrested  on  its  way  to  the 
chequer,  being  part  of  the  receipt  of 

Malt  Tax  Duty,  which  in  due  and 
alar   course  was   employed   to  dis- 


charge the  claim  of  the  malsters  for 
drawback.  Therefore,  adding  that  sum, 
which  I  suppose  to  have  been  arrested, 
for  the  purpose  of  comparison,  to  the 
Eevenue  of  1881,  the  addition  gives  a 
total  of  £  7 1 , 1 34 ,  000.  But  now  I  have 
to  make  an  addition  on  the  other  side ; 
and  I  have  to  make  a  deduction,  for  the 
purposes  of  comparison,  because  in  that 
year  we  received  a  veiy  large  sum 
from  the  imposition  of  an  additional  Id, 
on  the  Income  Tax,  a  sum  estimated  at 
£1,460,000.  I  do  not,  however,  take 
the  whole  of  that  sum,  because  about 
£400,000  of  the  produce  of  that  Id,  may 
be  considered  to  have  been  also  enjoyed 
by  the  year  just  expired.  I,  therefore, 
deduct  £l,060,00J,  which  leaves  the  Ee- 
venue for  1880-1,  for  the  purposes  of 
comparison,  at  £70,074,000.  The  Tax 
Eevenueof  1881-2stands  at£71, 457,000; 
but  then  it  was  augmented  by  two  sums, 
one  connected  with  the  change  in  the 
Spirit  Duties,  and  another  connected 
with  the  change  in  the  Probate  and 
Legacy  Duties,  which  were  estimated  to 
add  to  the  Eevenue  £575,000,  although 
they  did  not  add  quite  so  much.  There- 
fore, deducting  that  sum  for  the  purpose 
of  comparison,  it  leaves  the  Tax  Ee- 
venue of  1881-2  at  £70,887,000.  De- 
ducting therefrom  the  Tax  Eevenue  of 
1880-1— -£70,074,000— I  have  a  resi- 
due of  £813,000,  which,  as  nearly  as  I 
am  able  to  estimate,  indicates  to  the 
House  the  true  increase  in  the  Eevenue 
of  the  country  from  the  same  sources  in 
the  two  years  respectively.  It  is  rather 
remarkable  how  closely  that  increase 
corresponds  with  the  increase  of  popula- 
tion. The  increase  of  the  population  is 
something  over  1  per  cent.  This  aug- 
mentation in  the  Tax  Eevenue  is  also 
something  over  1  per  cent.  This  is  not 
the  representation  of  a  very  bad  year, 
neither  is  it  the  representation  of  a  very 
good  year,  because  in  a  fat  year  we 
ought  to  be  able  to  do  something  more 
than  merely  keep  pace  with  the  increase 
of  population,  in  order  to  make  up  for 
the  deficit  of  the  lean  years  in  former 
times.  The  sum  of  £813,000  may  be 
said  to  exhibit  the  true  increase  of  the 
Eevenue  from  the  same  sources  and 
under  the  same  supposed  conditions  of 
law.  But  I  must  not  pass  from  this 
portion  of  the  subject  without  adverting 
to  those  points  in  which  changes  have 
been  introduced  into  the  law,  although 
there  is  only  one  of  them  upon  which  I 


1279         JFays  and  M$ani^  [COMMONS!        Ftnancial  Slatsmink 


12a0 


shall  have  occasion  to  dwell.  The  first 
I  shall  mention  is  a  subject  on  which  no 
change  has  been  introduced  into  the 
law,  although  I  have  been  exceedingly 
desirous  to  introduce  a  change.  That  is 
the  Duty  on  Silver  Plate.  There  are 
two  reasons  that  would  recommend  the 
abolition  of  that  duty.  The  first  and 
the  special  reason  is  the  very  great 
anxiety  entertained  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment that  that  duty  should,  if  pos- 
sible, be  removed,  they  believing  it  to 
be  a  very  serious  hindrance  to  the  intro- 
duction of  silver  goods  from  India,  and 
being  under  the  belief  admitted  by  all 
the  authorities  of  this  country,  who,  of 
course,  speak  with  considerable  weight, 
that  a  large  trade  would  probably  take 
place  in  the  introduction  of  silver 
goods  from  India  if  the  duty  were 
abolished.  But  a  more  general  reason, 
undoubtedly,  recommends  the  abolition 
of  this  duty — namely,  that  it  perplexes 
the  market,  and  places  transactions 
in  new  and  in  old  plate  on  an  embar- 
rassed footing  relatively,  and  inflicts 
much  greater  mischief  in  the  limitation 
of  industry,  and  possibly  tends  to  lower 
the  standard  of  our  manufactured  silver 
goods,  while  obstructing  the  progress  of 
taste  in  desigpi ;  these  being  objections 
which  cannot  at  all  correspond  with  any 
benefit  derived  from  that  source  by  the 
Eevenue.  Then,  when  it  is  said, 
**Why  not  abolish  the  duty?"— the 
abolition  of  the  duty  raises  the  formid- 
able question  of  drawback;  and  the 
question  of  drawback  is  far  more  for- 
midable, and  far  more  difficult,  and  I 
will  even  say,  in  my  opinion,  far  more 
questionable  than  it  is  in  regard  to  any 
other  Excise  commodity  whatever.  When- 
ever this  duty  is  abolished,  if  no  draw- 
back is  given,  at  least  the  producers  of 
silver  goods  in  this  country  must  be 
heard  and  their  arguments  considered. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  make  any  proposal 
in  this  direction  at  the  present  time. 
As  the  House  is  aware,  I  have  no  Re- 
venue to  give  away.  The  sum  is  not 
large  enoufjh,  and,  therefore,  is  not 
worth  considering  in  that  way.  But  I 
am  not  prepared  to  propose  a  drawback 
on  silver  goods ;  and,  on  tlie  other  hand, 
I  doubt  whether  the  trade  is  sufficiently 
lively  and  progressive  to  enable  it  to 
meet  the  cnange,  or,  at  any  rate,  to 
make  it  content  to  meet  the  change 
without  a  drawback.  The  House  will 
vn^ientand  that,  in  this  case,  the  draw- 
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back  is  extreme ;  I  conceive  it  in  prin- 
ciple to  be  disputable.    Our  rule  is  this. 
We  give  drawbacks  upon  Excisable  com- 
modities, but  not  on  every  commoditj 
that  has  not  yet  reached  the  hands  of 
the  consumer,  and  only  upon  Excisable 
commodities,  so  far  as  we  can  get  at 
them,  in  the  hands  of  the  wholesale 
dealer,  where  we  have  distinct  cogni- 
zance of  those  commodities,  and  where 
we  can  know  what  we  are  about.    Bat 
there  is  no  such  cognizance  in  the  case 
of  silver  goods.    When  the  duties  are 
once  paid  on  the  g^ds  they  are  distri- 
buted over  the  whole  country,  and  the 
claim  to  drawback  is  a  claim  which,  in 
this  instance  alone,  is  made  on  behalf  of 
the  retail  dealer.     The  amount  of  that 
drawback  would  not  be  a  large  sum  in 
itself;  but  still  it  is  extremely  large 
with  reference  to  the  revenue  in  ques- 
tion—from  £50,000  to  £60,000  a-year- 
and   the  drawback,  if    it  were  given, 
would  not  be  less  than  three  or  four 
times  that  revenue.     That  forms  a  veiy 
awkward  combination  of  circumstances 
on  which  to  give  it  consideration.    I  do 
not  myself,  upon  the  whole,  incline  to 
believe  that  the  consideration  of  draw- 
back  is  applicable  to  the  subject  at  all. 
It  may  be  necessary  to  wait  for  a  more 
favourable  opinion  before  a  change  can 
be  made ;  but  it  cannot  be  made  now. 
I  do  not  in  the  least  degree  grudge  part- 
ing with  the  revenue,  and  I  have  ad- 
verted to  the  question  now  in  order  that 
it  may  be  well  understood  in  India  tha* 
we  are  really  desirous  of  making  pro- 
gress.    But  I  am  not  prepared,  as  ^^. 
present  advised,  to  face  the  question  ^^ 
drawback,  beset  as  it  is  with  difficulW 
formidable  relatively  to   the  Revenu^ 
while,  in  my  opinion,  there  is  no  souf^ 
reason  for  making  an  exception  in  tb  ^ 
case.     Another  subject  of   change  la^ 
year,  on  which  I  need  not  dwell,  was    ' 
rectification  of  a  small  difi*erential  charg^ 
made  upon  foreign  spirits.     Itwasde-^ 
monstrated    that    that  charge   was    ii^ 
excess,  and  would  operate  as  a  protec-^ 
tive  duty.     It  required  re- adjustment, 
and  the  re- adjustment  was  made.    It 
was  estimated  to  produce  about  £  1 80,000 
a-year,  and  it  has  produced,  as  far  as  I 
can  judge,  about  that  amount.     A  more 
important  change  was  made  in  relation 
to  the  Legacy  and  Probate  Duty.     It 
did   not  dispose  of   the  whole   of  the 
Legacy  and  Probate  Duty,  but  it  cir- 
cumscribed and  simplified  that  subject. 
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It  got  rid  of  most  of  the  collateral  points 
relating  to  it ;  but  it  left  for  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House  the  very  grave 
and  serious  question  which,  no  doubt, 
will  some  daj  come  under  consideration 
— namelj,  what  is  known  as  the  *'  con- 
sanguinitj    scale,"    which    makes    the 
State  distribute  the  tax  upon  succession 
and  legacies  ziccording  to  the  degree  of 
proximity  to  the  testator — whether  that 
system  of  differentia  is  a  sound  system, 
or  whether  it  is  the  business  of  the  State 
to  take  an  equal  tax  and  leave  it  to  the 
testators  themselves  to  regulate  their 
own  proceedings  under  their  own  wills, 
and  distribute  their  property  with  the 
full  knowledge  of  what  the  law  requires 
of  them  ?    But  the  change  made  last 
year  failed  to  produce  the  whole  revenue 
that  was  expected  from  it.     It  was  esti- 
mated to  produce  £390,000  ;  it  has  pro- 
duoed  only  £305,000.     The  Committee 
is  aware  that  these  duties  are  extremely 
Tariable ;  and,  although  it  seems  para- 
doxical to  say  it,  they  are  greatly  affected 
by  the  accident  of  seasons.     One  year 
there  may  be  enormous  fortunes  falling 
in,  and  in  another  year  there  may  be 
comparatively  small  sums.     Indeed,  the 
BeTonue    Department,    when   I   called 
upon  them  to  explain  why  we  had  not 
got  the  whole  return  that  we  expected, 
gave  me  a  variety  of  causes,    among 
them  being  the  extremely  mild  character 
of  the  season,  in  consequence  of  which 
the  g^m  monster.  Death,  had  had  but  an 
indifferent  harvest,  and  the  Probate  and 
Legacy    Duty    suffered    in  proportion. 
There  was  another  cause — namely,  this, 
that  there  was  some  rush  to  pay  Probate 
Duty  last  year  before  the  change  came 
into  effect.     With  regard  to  the  changes 
introduced  into  the  law,   I  can  report 
very  favourably  indeed.     According  to 
the  old  practice,  as  the  Committee  knows, 
estates  were  admitted  to  probate  with- 
out any  deduction  for  debts.     The  duty 
was  levied  at  once  without  that  deduc- 
tion.    After  the  debts  had  all  been  paid 
and  settled  by  a  difHcult  process,  which, 
no  doubt,  yielded  abundant  pickings  to 
the  Legal  Profession,  the  duty,  as  far  as 
regarded  the  debts,  was  returned.    That 
system   was   a  bad  one,    and    is    now 
entirely  got  rid  of.     The  debts  are  de- 
dncted  at  once,  without  introducing  any 
confusion  into  the  operation  of  the  law. 
I  can   g^ve   a   curious  instance   of  the 
effect  of  this.     Not  long  ago  a  gentleman 
died,  with  an  estate  of  £900,000  ;  but  he 
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was  not  so  rich  as  he  seemed,  because 
his  debts  were   £900,000.     Under  the 
old  law,  £21,250  would  have  been  paid 
and  held  for  a  certain  time  by  an  in- 
genious title  in  respect  of  that  estate. 
As  it  was,  nothing  was  paid  whatever, 
and  the  parties  were  saved  from  a  great 
deal  of  expense,    as   well  as  from  the 
burden  of  a  large  and  heavy  payment. 
Another  important  change,  which  I  en- 
deavoured to  explain  fully  at  the  time, 
was  the  change  by  which  we  not  only 
imposed  a  low  duty  upon  small  estates, 
but  undertook   to   manage    the    whole 
transaction  by  the  officers  of  the  Re- 
venue, upon  the  payment  of  30«.    Every 
person   ha,ving  to  deal  with   an   estate 
under  £300  in  value  may  now  put  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  a  Kevenue  officer, 
and  receive  the  whole  proceeds  of  the 
estate  without  any  further  charge  what- 
ever.    It  was  a  very  common  thing  for 
persons  in  that  predicament  to  have  to 
pay  £10,  £i0,  £30,  and  even  more,  for 
the  necessary  expenses  connected  with 
the  settlement  of  the  estate ;  and  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  saying  that  the  change 
we  have  introduced  has  been  found  to 
be  a  very  great  boon  indeed.     There  is 
another  small   matter   which   tells   the 
other  way,  inasmuch  as  I  am  afraid  the 
gains  will  be  insignificant ;  but  they  will 
be  undoubtedly  just.     We  abolish  abso- 
lutely the  absurdity  of  the  law  in  ex- 
empting legacies  under  £20,  from  which 
there  has  grown  up  a  practice  of  making 
a  multitude  of  bequests  of  19  guineas. 
These  bequests,  be  it  known  to  all  and 
sundry  whom  it  may  concern,  will  not 
pass   in    future    without    paying   duty. 
One  of  these  bequests  was  left  by  a  man 
whose  estate  reached   several  hundred 
thousand  pounds  to  one  of  the  wealthiest 
men   in   the   country.      There   was  no 
reason  why  that    man   should  not  be 
called  upon  to  submit  to  the  ordinary 
deduction  without  making  a  wry  face. 
There  is   another  point    in   regard  to 
which  some  apprehension  was  not  un- 
naturally felt.     The  Committee  will  re- 
member  there   was  some  fear  that  by 
lightening  the  Legacy  Duty,  by  taking 
off  1  per  cent  in  case  of  direct  descent, 
!  and  making  a  corresponding  increase  in 
'  the  Probate  Duty,  embarrassment  would 

I  be  caused  to  executors  owing  to  the 
'  earlier  payment  of  the  Probate  Duty. 

I I  am  assured  that  no  difficulty  whatever 
:  has  been  experienced  upon  that  subject, 
'  and  that  the  working  of  the  measure  has 
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been  in  all  respects  satisfactory.  But  a 
larg^er  question,  and  one  which  deserves 
consideration,  partly  as  being  of  much 
importance  to  a  very  extended  trade, 
and  partly  as  of  great  social  and  moral 
interest,  was  the  change  in  the  Beer 
Duty.  I  will  first  state  how  the  pro- 
ceeds of  that  change  stand,  only  pre- 
mising that,  as  regards  all  the  difficulties 
which  at  one  time  used  to  be  considered 
insuperable  with  respect  to  the  levying 
of  a  Beer  Duty,  they  have  entirely 
vanished.  Great  credit,  in  my  opinion, 
is  due  to  the  skilful  Department  which 
conducts  the  business  on  the  part  of  the 
State  ;  but  the  very  highest  credit  is  also 
due  to  the  members  of  the  trade,  who, 
so  far  from  opposing  themselves  through 
a  blind  adherence  to  past  traditions  to 
an  exceedingly  important  and  drastic 
change,  entered  into  the  spirit  of  it,  and 
gave  every  assistance  to  the  officers  of 
the  Revenue.  The  consequence  is  that 
the  Beer  Duty  is  universally  levied  with 
certainty  and  with  facility,  and,  I  believe, 
with  general  satisfaction  to  the  trade, 
so  far  as  the  mere  levying  of  the  duty  is 
concerned.  Let  me  say  a  word  on  the 
subject  of  the  amount.  The  Estimate 
which  I  gave  last  year  for  the  Beer 
Duty  was  £8,800,000,  and  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  good  enough  to  bear  in 
mind  that  this  is  the  first  complete  year 
in  which  we  have  had  to  deal  with  the 
Beer  Duty.  The  year  1880-1  was  a 
mixed  year,  and,  therefore,  is  not  avail- 
able for  purposes  of  comparison,  because 
it  consisted  of  half  Malt  Tax  and  half 
Beer  Duty.  This  is  a  year  of  Beer  Duty, 
and  of  nothing  but  Beer  Duty.  I  men- 
tioned that  the  levying  of  the  tax  had 
been  perfectly  satisfactory.  I  ought  to 
have  said,  also — for  it  is  a  matter  which 
may,  undoubtedly,  be  looked  at  from 
different  points  of  view — that  the  change 
has  worked  favourably  and  well  in  re- 
gard to  the  practice  of  private  brewing. 
It  has  not  extinguished  the  practice. 
The  number  of  licences  taken  out  is  very 
largo;  no  less  than  £4H,000  has  been 
received  from  those  licences,  the  enor- 
mous majority  of  which  are  taken  at  only 
6*.  a-piece,  so  that  the  Committee  will 
see  what  a  large  number  of  persons 
avail  themselves  of  the  facilities  aflforded 
for  private  brewing.  I  was  certainly 
wrong  in  estimating  the  Hevenue  which 
I  anticipated  would  be  derived  from  the 
change.  We  estimated,  as  I  have  said, 
the  total  produce  of  the  Beer  Duty  for 
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the  year  at  £8,800,000.  That  Estimate 
was  taken  rather  high,  in  partial  defer- 
ence to  the  estimates  made  by  gentle- 
men connected  with  the  trade.  Thej 
felt  so  g^eat  a  confidence  in  the  view 
they  presented  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
we  had  tried  to  extend  the  law  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  weight 
due  to  their  knowledge  and  experience 
was  so  considerable,  that  a  small  addi- 
tion was  made  to  the  Estimate  merely 
out  of  deference  to  them,  there  being 
some  uncertainty  as  to  the  results  of  the 
change.  The  Estimate  had  been  taken 
at  £8,800,000 ;  the  actual  yield  has  been 
£8,580,000. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
Does  that  include  the  licence  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone):  Yes;  the 
licence,  which  amounted  to  £4  6, 000,  is  in- 
cluded, and  the  actual  yield  is  £220,000 
short  of  the  Estimate.  The  Estimate  of 
the  Revenue  Department  would  have 
been  very  close  indeed,  but  for  the  ci^ 
cumstances  which  I  have  mentioned. 
The  Committee  will  be  anxious  to  com- 
pare the  proceeds  of  the  Beer  Duty  with 
those  of  the  old  Malt  Duty.  If  ve 
compare  the  yield  of  the  Beer  Duty  of 
the  year  just  expired  with  the  Malt 
Duty,  then,  indeed,  we  appear  to  hare 
made  marked  prog^ss,  because  the  last 
complete  year  of  the  Malt  Duty,  and 
the  last  year  of  the  finance  of  the  late 
Administration,  was  the  year  1879-80, 
when  the  product  of  brewing,  in  all  its 
forms,  malt,  sugar,  and  licences,  yielded 
£7,737,000,  so  that  we  appear  to  have 
gained  £843,000.  But  that  is  entirely 
fallacious,  because  the  barley  harvest  in 
1879  was  so  bad,  and  the  depression  of 
trade  was  so  great,  that  there  is  no  fair 
standard  of  comparison.  I  have  taken, 
therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  compari- 
son, the  six  preceding  years  of  the 
Malt  Duty ;  and  I  find  that  the  average 
revenue  from  the  Malt  Duty,  together 
with  the  sugar  used  in  brewing,  and  the 
licences  for  the  average  of  the  six  pro- 
ceding  years,  from  1873  to  1879,  was 
£8,672,000— that  is,  that  the  Malt  Do^ 
upon  an  average  of  years,  produced 
£92,000  a-year  more  than  we  havegoj 
out  of  the  Beer  Duty  on  the  first  fcll 
year  of  the  duty.  Effectively  there  iSi 
in  point  of  fact,  for  the  time,  a  small  di- 
minution. Now,  we  do  not  allege  that 
that  diminution  is  in  any  degree  due  to 
having  pitched  the  Beer  Duty  too  lo^r,  ^ 
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mparifion  with  what  the  Malt  Duty 
id  been ;  but  I  will  advert  to  that  ques- 
m  in  a  moment  or  two.  We  look  for 
I  explanation  to  other  circumstances, 
me  of  them  circumstances  of  great 
terest.  But  I  must  meet  the  alloga- 
m  which  is  made  on  the  other  side.  It 

still  stated  with,  confidence  by  the 
ber  side — namely,  by  the  g^eat  brewers 

the  country,  who  represent  and  speak 
r  the  entire  trade  —  that  we  have 
tched  the  Beer  Duty  too  high,  and  that 
J  have  received  fully  2*.  a-quarter 
3re  in  the  shape  of  Beer  Duty  upon  tlie 
larter  of  barley  used  in  brewing  than 
3  received  formerly  from  the  Malt  Duty, 
appily  it  is  always  a  very  great  advan- 
ce when  there  is  no  serious  dispute 
K>n  the  fact  Upon  the  whole,  we  do 
»t  deny  that  statement.  We  plead 
lilty  to  the  soft  impeachment  so  far — 
at,  to  an  amount,  at  any  rate,  closely 
•preaching  to  2«.,  we  received  that 
ofit;  but  we  contend  that  we  are  en- 
led  to  that  profit,  and  upon  that  sub- 
yt  there  is  a  friendly  argument  being 
fried  on  in  the  best  possible  humour 
tween  the  members  of  the  trade  and 
rselyes.  We  point  out,  what  is  a 
town  fact,  that  under  the  Malt  Duty, 
e  peculiar  method  in  which  the  duty 
18  levied — and  this  is  an  allegation 
mitted  on  both  sides — gave  the  brewer 
certain  advantage,  and  enabled  him  to 
Qtract  his  debt  with  perfect  honour, 
d  without  the  slightest  reproach  to 
ED,  but  simply  from  the  mode  in  which 
B  law  had  been  worked ;  and  it 
abled  him  to  pay  a  duty  somewhat 
NB  than  the  duty  was,  on  the  face  of  it, 
tended  to  be — that  is  to  say,  in  con- 
^uence  of  the  quantity  of  malt  which 
made  out  of  a  given  quantity  of 
rley,  and  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
ty  was  levied,   which  was  mainly  on 

9  barley,  and  not  on  the  malt.     I  take 
that  the  advantage  which  he  got  in 

at  way  was  about  8^^.  in  a  quarter, 
d  that  is  a  moderate  estimate  of  the 
vantage  which  he  gained,  and  which 
>  contend — although  it  is  no  reproach 
him  that  he  has  enjoyed  it — Par- 
xnent  was  entitled,  and  even  bound  in 
ty,  to  withdraw.  Of  course,  as  long 
tiie  Malt  Duty  existed,  the  maltster, 

10  had  to  pay  the  duty,  was  compelled 
take  a  profit  upon  the  duty,  just  as  he 
18  compeUed  to  take  a  profit  on  the 
ort  price  that  he  paid  for  malt.  The 
volition  of  the  Medt  Duty  relieved  the 


trade  of  the  charge  of  10//.  a-quarter, 
and  that  accounts  for  U.  Gd.  out  of  the 
28.  that  are  in  contest  between  us.  Be- 
sides that,  we  always  say  that  as  we 
were  relieving  the  trade  from  the  com- 
pulsory regulations  of  the  old  law, 
which  instructed  every  maltster,  and 
which  compelled  every  maltster,  to  build 
his  malt  kilns,  and  to  shape  the  details 
of  his  premises  in  a  particular  way — 
not  allowing  him  to  choose  what  was 
best  for  his  trade,  but  compelling  him 
to  raise  his  buildings  according  to  what 
was  deemed  necessary  for  our  security 
in  levying  the  duty — we  say  that  an  ad- 
vantage is  derived  from  the  abolition  of 
these  restrictions,  and  of  other  restric- 
tions which  were  imposed  by  the  law 
for  the  purpose  of  Excise.  Those  re- 
strictions, now  that  they  are  gone,  are 
estimated  very  lightly ;  but  it  is  a  matter 
of  historical  interest  to  go  back  to  the 
period  when  the  maltsters  had  to  make 
good  their  case,  not  for  a  protective 
duty,  but  for  an  equivalent  duty,  and  a 
compensating  duty  against  foreign  malt ; 
and  in  those  days,  now  perhaps  for- 
gotten, they  steadily  maintained,  and 
were  supposed  to  have  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Government,  that  the 
tax  imposed  by  these  restrictions  of 
Excise  was  a  burden  upon  them  to  the 
extent  of  1*.  SJrf.  a-quarter.  That 
U.  9jrf.  has  now  almost  wholly — I  be- 
lieve I  might  say  has  wholly — dis- 
appeared. One  of  the  ditferences  to 
which  I  have  previously  referred  has 
been  a  gain,  which  we  distinctly  say  we 
are  entitled  to.  I  do  not  know  what 
eflfect  time  may  have  had  in  disposing 
our  friends— if  I  may  be  permitted  to 
call  them  so,  and  I  do  not  know  why 
they  should  not  be  our  friends — to  re- 
cede from  the  claim  which  they  made  to 
this  difi'erence  of  nearly  2«.  a-quarter  in 
the  Beer  Duty,  as  compared  with  the 
Malt  Duty.  The  other  subject  is  a  sub- 
ject of  a  very  wide  and  general  interest, 
and  the  detail  of  it  is,  I  should  say, 
really  a  very  curious  detail.  Obviously, 
as  I  have  admitted,  we  get  nearly  2*.  a- 
quarter  in  the  Beer  Duty,  as  compared 
with  the  old  Malt  Duty ;  and  as  1  have 
also  shown  that,  notwithstanding  the  in- 
crease of  population,  our  receipt  from 
Beer  Duty  is  less  by  £90,000  than  the 
average  receipt  from  the  old  Malt  Duty 
in  the  years  between  1873  and  1879,  I 
represent  the  state  of  facts  in  which 
there  is  some  collapse  somewhere.    Is 
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that  collapse  due  to  any  alteration  in  the 
habits  and  practices  of  the  people?  Ac- 
cording to  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
and  their  officers,  whom  I  consider  to  be 
good  authorities  on  the  subject,  they  do  not 
exclude  that  supposition ;  but  they  do  not 
look  to  it  as  the  main  cause.  They  say 
that  although  employment  in  the  coun- 
try is  general,  yet  wages  have  not  yet 
reached  the  full  average  level,  and,  un- 
doubtedly, have  not  reached  anything 
like  the  level  which  they  reached  in  the 
years  of  prosperity  between  1873  and 
1879,  although  they  fell  at  the  close  of 
that  period.  They  also  observe — and  I 
have  no  doubt  there  is  something  in  this 
— that  last  year  in  the  cider  counties 
there  was  a  very  great  abundance  of 
fruit,  and  a  very  large  consumption  of 
cider.  Then  comes  another  fact — the 
great  increase  of  coffee-houses  and  clubs, 
which  lead  to  the  supposition  that  the  more 
temperate  habits  of  the  people  are  the 
cause  of  this  deficiency  in  the  Revenue. 
I  think  the  House  will  deem  it  quite 
worth  their  while  to  spend  a  few  minutes 
in  endeavouring  to  get  as  accurate  in- 
formation as  we  can  upon  this  subject, 
and  to  put  ourselves  in  a  position  to 
estimate  fairly  the  influences  which  are 
at  work.  We  have  a  group  of  simul- 
taneous facts  which,  taken  together,  are 
curious,  and  which  do  not  all  run  quite 
in  the  same  direction.  In  the  first  place, 
there  is  a  very  decided  decline  of  the 
drink  revenues  proper.  I  hope  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  approves  of  that  term 
**  drink  revenues."  It  is  something  dis- 
paraging, and  that,  I  am  sure,  wul  be 
agreeable  to  his  feelings.  I  have  got 
here  a  statement  of  the  revenue  de- 
rived from  spirits,  wine,  malt,  and  beer, 
with  the  attendant  Licence  Duties  and  so 
forth,  at  three  separate  periods.  I  have 
taken  1867-8,  which  was  before  the 
great  rise  of  prices;  1874-5,  when  that 
rise  of  prices  and  wages  was  still,  on  the 
whole,  in  operation;  and  1881-2,  the 
last  financial  year.  The  entire  revenue 
from  these  sources  in  1867-8  was 
£23,001,000.  In  187-1-5  the  revenue 
had  sprung  to  £31,029,000.  In  1881-2 
it  had  gone  back  to  £28,444,000.  The 
most  curious  circumstance  in  this  is  the 
history  of  the  Wine  Duties.  The  wine 
revenue  advanced  from  the  time  of  the 
important  change  in  the  duties  in  1860 
in  a  very  steady  manner  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  and  in  1874-5  it  was 
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£1,719,000;  so  that  with  our  daties  on 
wine,  varying  from  U.  to  2«.  M,  a-gallon, 
we  were  deriving  about  the  same  revenue 
as  we  had  been  aooustomed  to  receive 
with  a  uniform  duty  of  5«.  \0d.  a-gallon. 
But  ever  since  that  time  the  duty  upon 
wine  has  been  receding  in  a  much  greater 
proportion  than   other  revenues   from 
alcoholic  liquors.     The  total  of  these  re- 
venues fell  from  £31,029,000  to  abont 
£28,500,000,  or,  roundly,  they  fell  by 
about  one-eighth ;  but  the  duty  on  wine 
fell  from  £1,719,000  to  £1,366,000,  or 
by  more  than  one-fifth.     However,  there 
is  the  fact  that  there  is  a  great  dimina- 
tion,  notwithstanding  the  large  increase 
of  population  between  1867  and  1881— 
an    increase  in   the  population  whidi 
could  not  be  less  than  4,000,000  people. 
The  gross  revenue  from  these  sources, 
which  had  risen  to  £31,029,000  in  1874, 
fell    by   more  than     £2,500,000,  with 
an    increase    of    population    between 
1874-5  and  1881-2  of  considerably  over 
2,000,000    people.      It  is   also   rather 
curious  to  take  the  proportion  in  which 
we  have  been  dependent  on  this  sonroe 
of  the  Revenue  of  the  oountry  ;  and  I 
have  compared  the  liquor  taxation  of 
the  country,  as  I  would  call  it,  with  the 
non-liquor  taxation — meaning  by  the 
non-liquor  taxation  all  the  Tax  Revenue 
of  the  country  except  the  Income  Tax, 
which  I  do  not  include  on  account  of 
its  frequent  variation ;  but  I  put  on 
one    side    the    taxation    derived  from 
alcoholic    liquors,    and    on    the   other 
side  the  taxes  derived  from  all  other 
sources  except  the  Income  Tax.   Taking 
the    percentage    on    that    basis,   thej 
stand    as  follows.      In  the  six  years 
from  1859  to  1865  we  levied  37^  pf 
cent    of   our    taxation    from    alcoholic 
drinks,   and    62    per    cent  from  non- 
alcoholic drinks.      In  the  three  years 
from  1866  to  1868  we  levied  42  percent 
from  alcoholic  drinks,  and  57^  per  cent 
from  all  other  sources.   In  the  five  years 
from   1869  to    1873  we  levied  461  per 
cent  from  alcoholic    drinks — the  Com- 
mittee will,  perhaps,  observe  that  the 
percentage  is    continually  mountings 
and  53}  per  cent  from  all  other  sources. 
From   1874-5  to   1879-80  we  levied  51 

?er  cent  of  our  whole  taxation,  excep^ 
ncome  Tax,  from  alcoholic  drinks,  and 
49  per  cent  from  all  other  sources.  Thw 
is  a  very  curious  state  of  facts.  Sinc^ 
the  last  period  I  have  named  there  bn> 
been  some  re-action.   I  have  carried  tb9 
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tomparison  up  to  1879-80;  bufc  during 
he  last  three  jears  re- action  has  begun, 
nd  the  alooholio  revenue  has  gone  down 
>  46^  per  cent,  and  the  non-alcoholic 
Bvenue  has  risen  to  53 J  per  cent,  show- 
ig  a  real  and  serious  diminution  in  the 
Dnsumption  of  alcohol.     Then  you  will 
%y — ''If  that  diminution  is  going  on, 
^hich  you  have  shown  to  be  so  consi- 
erable,   and  if  the  main  cause  of  it 
I    to    be    found  in  those  useful  and 
aluable  institutions  " — to  be  met  with, 
believe,  in  most  of  our  great  towns 
nd  in  many  country  places,  and  known 
U  over  the  country  as  coffee  and  cocoa 
ouses — "we    ought    to    see    a    large 
lorease  of  Bevenue   from    the    other 
suroes."    But,  Sir,  that  increase  we  do 
ot  find.     It  is  a  very  curious  fact,  and 
lerefore  I  mention  it  to  the  Committee. 
!he  Committee  will  perceive  the  effect  of 
bis  upon  tea ;  but  I  will  not  include  that 
x>w,  because  tea  is  not  much  used  in 
dose  public  institutions.      The  revenue 
erired  in  1867-8,  jointly — I  will  not 
ive  all  the  details — from  chicory,  cocoa, 
nd  coffee,  was  £523,000.    The  revenue 
erived  from  the  same  sources  in  1874-5 
ad  fallen  to  £310,000    But,  in  the  first 
lace,  the  movement  adverse  to  alcoholic 
iquors  had  not  then  commenced ;  and, 
1  the  second  place,  a  large  reduction 
ad  been  made   in   the  Coffee    Duty, 
rhich,  in    1867,    yielded   £390,000— it 
raa  reduced  in   1872  from  *^d.  to  X'^d, 
or  lb. — and  which,  in  1h74,  only  yielded 
;207,000.     It  is  worthy  of  remark  that, 
rhereas  this  great  movement,  adverse  to 
Icohol  and  so  eminently  favourable  to 
offee  and  cocoa,  has  been  at  work  since 
874-5,  it  has  not  produced  the  slightest 
ally  in  the  revenue  from  coffee ;  but, 
n  the  contrary,  during  the  last  seven 
ears,  there  has  been   a  further  dimi- 
lUtion  in  the  coffee  revenue.      In  1874 
he  Coffee  Duty  was  £207,000  ;  in  1881 
t  was  only  £189,000  ;  and  although  the 
Ihioory  Duty  slightly  increased,  it  only 
screased  by  £8,000,  and  did  not  make 
p     the  whole  difference.      The  Cocoa 
)uty  increased  from  £40,000  to £4 6, 000; 
lut  the  joint  yield  of  these  three  ar- 
ioies,  which  in  1874  was  £310,000,  was 
mij  £306,000  in  1881.     When  we  turn 
0  tea  the  case  is  indeed  different.     My 
iwn  opinion  is  that  not  a  very  great 
leal  of   tea  is  consumed  in    the    tea 
louaes ;  yet  its  domestic  use  is  advancing 
it  such  a  rate  that  there  undoubtedly  is 
i  powerfol  champion  able  to  encounter 


alcoholio  drink  in  a  fair  field,  and  con- 
test the  ground    in    fair  fight.      The 
revenue  from  tea,  which  in  1867  was 
£3,350.000,     had     risen     in     1874    to 
£3,878,000,  and  in  1881  to  £4,280,000. 
The  increase  of  the  population  during 
that  period  of  14  years  was  no  less  than 
£4,900,000 ;  but  there  is  nocorresponding 
augmentation  in  the  revenue  from  coffee 
and  chicory.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  there 
is  a  peculiar  state  of  the  law  to  which,  I 
think,  we  ought  to  ask  the  House  to  apply 
a  remedy,  and  I  shall  lay  a  Eesolution  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  this  very  evening 
with  that  view.     At  present,  every  de- 
scription of  admixture  with  coffee  is  per- 
mitted ;  and  we  have  long  proceeded  on 
the  principle  that  the  admixture  of  chi- 
cory with  coffee  was  not  adulteration — 
that  it  was  an  admixture  so  rooted  in 
the  estimation  of  many  countries,  that 
many  people — those  of  France  and  Bel- 
gium for  instance — would  not  drink  their 
coffee  without  it.     But  of  late  a  practice 
has  grown  up  of  producing  all  kinds  of 
substitutes,  under  the  name  of  coffee — 
roots  and  berries — and  that  I  cannot  but 
think  must  account  for  the  strange  and 
singular  state  of  the  figures  I  have  laid 
before  the  Committee.     We  shall  not 
attempt  to  interfere  with  the  admixture 
of  chicory  with  coffee  ;  but  we  propose 
that  it   should  not   be   allowed   to  in- 
troduce other  miscellaneous  admixtures 
with   coffee.      There   is  one   other  cir- 
cumstance    in     connection     with     this 
state   of  facts  and   this   great  diminu- 
tion  in   alcoholic   drinks  which   I    am 
anxious  to   lay  before  the  Committee ; 
for    certainly     I    do    not     hesitate    to 
say   that  I   think   the   Committee  will 
agree  with   me  that  we  can  trace   the 
operation  of  this  diminution  in  the  use 
of  alcoholio  drinks  x)recisely  where  we 
should  wish  to  trace  it — that  is,  in  the 
augmented  savings  of  the  people.  Now, 
Sir,  I  will  show  what  those  savings  are 
so  far  as  they  come  under  the  cogniz- 
ance of  Her  Majesty's  Government.     Of 
course,  what  does  come  under  the  direct 
cognizance   of    the    Government    is,    I 
hope,  a  very  small  portion  of  those  sav- 
ings;  but,    at  the  same   time,  for  the 
purpose  of  comparison,  that  small  por- 
tion is  perfectly  effective.     I  look  first 
to  the  Old  Savings  Banks,  and  I  find 
these    have    fiuotuated    a    good    deal. 
In     1846    the    deposits    amounted    to 
£31,750,000;  in   1861   they  had   risen 
to  £41,600,000 ;  in  1867,  perhaps  owing 
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to  the  competition  of  the  Post  Office  Say- 
ings Banks,  which  paid  a  considerably 
lower  rate  of  interest,  they  had  fallen  to 
£36,500,000.  Since  that  time  they  have 
been  advancing  not  rapidly,  but  to  this 
extent.  In  1874  the  deposits  were 
£41,500,000;  and  in  1881  they  were 
£44,175,000,  showing  an  annual  incre- 
ment of  about  £350,000.  The  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks,  as  the  Committee 
is  aware,  were  founded  in  1861.  They 
have  advanced,  on  the  whole,  with  very 
great  regularity.  Even  the  most  unfa- 
vourable state  of  circumstances  amongst 
the  labouring  classes  has  never  done 
more  than  reduce — not  inconsiderably, 
but  still  not  vitally — not  the  amount  of 
deposits,  but  the  increment  upon  the 
yearly  amount  of  deposits.  The  or- 
dinary increment  in  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks'  deposits  has  been  from 
£1,600,000  to  £1,800,000.  The  lowest 
amount  for  any  year  in  the  first  decade 
of  their  existence  was  £1,533,000,  and 
the  highest  was  £1,926,000.  The  lowest 
year  in  the  second  decade  was  1879, 
when  there  was  great  distress  and  want 
of  employment,  and  even  in  that  year 
the  deposits  amounted  to  £1,600,000. 
In  the  highest  of  the  prosperity  years — 
1872— the  savings  rose  to  £2,293,000  ; 
but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  wages  of 
the  labouring  classes  are  much  lower  at 
this  moment  than  they  were  in  that 
year.  And  yet,  although  wages  are 
now  lower  than  in  1872,  the  deposits 
made  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
have  risen  even  higher  than  they  were 
then,  and  I  take  them  thus.  The 
deposits  made  there,  and  remaining 
there,  are  now  £2,449,000,  or  nearly 
£2,500,000.  Besides  that,  we  have  in- 
vested for  depositors  £750,000  ;  so  that 
the  whole  sum  placed  in  our  hands  by 
the  depositors — although  a  portion  has 
passed  into  the  Funds — in  the  year 
1881-2,  with  a  great  diminution  of 
means  on  the  part  of  the  labouring 
population,  has  risen  to  £3,189,000.  I 
think  this  shows  that,  whatever  other 
effects  this  diminution  of  the  duty  on 
spirits  is  producing,  it  is  clearly  asso- 
ciated with  the  gradual  extension  of  more 
saving  habits  amongst  the  people.  I 
pass  now  from  these  subjects  altogether; 
and  I  have  only  to  state,  in  a  very  few 
words,  what  it  has  now  become  cus- 
tomary to  lay  before  the  Committee — 
namely,  the  aggregate  operations  upon 
the  National  Debt  in  the  course  of  the 
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year ;  and  I  do  so  now,  becaose  if  thejr 
look    at   the    figures  that    should  be 
presented  in  a  Parliamentary  Betnra 
they  might  ]>o68ibly  fail  to  grasp  the 
exact  state  of  the  case.     The  Debt  wai 
returned  on  the  31st  of  March,  1881,  it 
£768,703,000.     But  there  was  an  item 
existing  at  that  time  which  had  nefer 
been  valued  or  reduced  to  fignree— that 
was  the  deficiency  in  the  funds  of  the 
Savings   Banks,  which  we  are  botmd, 
notwithstanding,  to  make  good.    Sinoe 
the  31st  of  March,  1881,  that  defidencj 
has  been  ascertained,  and  an  Annoi^ 
adequate   to    gradually  diminishinfj;  it 
has  been  created.     We  now,  therefore, 
value  that  Annuity  as  part  of  the  Debt, 
just   like    any  other  Annuity;  and,  of 
course,  we  must  add  it  to  the  Debt  ex- 
isting on  the  31st  of  March,  1881,  for 
the    purpose  of  comparison  with  the 
amount    of  the   Debt  on    the  3l8t  of 
March,   1882.     The  value  of  that  An- 
nuity is  £1,622,000.     Adding  that  Bam 
to  the  Debt  as  it  stood  in  March,  1881, 
the  total  effective  Debt  was  £770,325,000. 
The  total  on  the  diet  of  March,  1882,  was 
£763,166,000,  so  that  the  reductioa  of 
Debt  in  the  year  when  the  liquidation 
took  place  is  £7,159,000.     [Sir  Stit- 
FORD  NoRTHCOTE  :   Is  that  Debt  of  all 
kinds  ?]      That  is  Debt  of  all  kinds. 
There    still    remains  a    small   subject 
which  has  not    been   dealt   with,  hut 
which  will  have  to  be  dealt  with  this 
year  or  next — namely,  the  small  deu- 
ciency  on   the   Friendly   Societies'  A*®" 
count.     I   need  not,  however,  refer  ^ 
that  in  detail.     I  may  say,   also,  tl^** 
last  year  I  proposed  to  make  a  conv^^' 
sion  of  Capital  Debt  into  Annuities  >  ^ 
the  purpose  of  preparing  for  the  J^" 
1885,  when  a  larg^  portion  of  AnnuitE-  '^ 
would  lapse.     I  intend  again  to  bri^^ 
in  that  Bill  during  the  present  Sessio 
if  the  state  of  Public  Business  should  l^ 
favourable  to  it.     But  it  is  not  a  matt^ 
of  extreme  urgency,  and  it  might  be  b^ 
troduced  next  year  without  any  essential 
difference.     Therefore,  I  shall  proceed 
with  it  this  Session  only  if  the  state  o^ 
affairs  renders  it  advisable  to  introduce 
the  Bill.   I  come  now  to  the  year  1882-3^ 
which  is  no  longer  retrospective,  but  pro*" 
spective,  and  relates  to  the  practical  por-^ 
tion  of  the  subject  with  which  we  have^ 
to   deal.      The  Committee   will  not,  I 
think,  expect  me  to  offer  them  any  veiy 
brilliant  or  alluring  prospect,  after  wha^ 
I  have  already  said.    I  am  now  goingi 
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as  is  usual,  to  estimate  the  Expenditure 
for  the  year  1882-3.  The  total  Charge 
of  the  Debt,  including  Interest  on  Local 
Loans  and  Charges  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  will  be  £31,415,000.  The 
Oharge  for  the  Army  is  £15,458,000; 
Indian  Home  Charges  amount  to 
£1,100,000  ;  and  the  Charges  on  ac- 
count of  the  Navy  to  £10,484,000.  We 
shall  again  ask  the  House  to  vote  a 
GFrant  to  India,  as  last  year,  which  \7ill 
entail  a  further  Charge  of  £500,000. 
The  expenses  of  the  Civil  Service  will 
be  £16,503,000 — I  am  now  going  on  the 
Estimates  which  are  already  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  House — the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  charges  of  collection  will 
be  £2,901,000;  which,  with  £5,889,000 
for  the  Post  Office,  Telegraph,  and  Packet 
Services,  makes  a  total  of  £84,258,000. 
But  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  does  not  en- 
tirely close  the  account,  because  there  are 
three  or  four  items  remaining,  of  which  I 
must  mention  three  of  a  seriouscharacter. 
The  Committee  will  understand  that  in 
Ireland,  owing  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  the  extra 
duties  cast  upon  the  Irish  Constabulary 
have  been  extremely  heavy.  I  cannot 
refer  to  this  subject  without  stating  my 
belief  that  the  experience  of  that  period 
has  tended  to  raise  even  the  high  cha- 
racter of  that  Force.  I  am  aware  there 
are  opinions  entertained  by  some  on  the 
subject  of  having  another  description  of 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland ;  but  into 
those  opinions  I  do  not  now  enter.  As 
to  the  conduct  of  that  Force,  its  fidelity 
and  efficiency  upon  the  footing  of  its 
present  organization,  I  believe  it  is  im- 
possible to  commend  it  too  highly. 
However,  Sir,  it  is  a  fact,  according  to 
the  examination  which  we  have  made, 
that  with  the  great  amount  of  extra  duty 
entailed  upon  them,  the  extra  allowances 
have  been  decidedly  insufficient;  and  it 
will,  therefore,  be  an  obligation  on  us  to 
ask  Parliament,  besides  the  sum  named 
in  the  Constabulary  Estimates,  which 
are  already  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
to  vote  a  further  sum  in  order  to  make 
ffood  the  deficiencies  in  those  allowances. 
1  do  not  now  say  in  what  form  that  will 
be  voted;  but  the  amount  has  been 
pretty  closely  investigated  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Irish  Government,  to- 
eher  with  able  representatives  of  the 
lasnry,  and  they  have  agreed  that  it 
moat  be  a  sum  of  about  £  1 80,000.  This 
sam  it  will  be  necessary  to  ask  Parlia- 


ment to  accord.  Then,  Sir,  we  have, 
unfortunately,  to  ask  for  a  Vote  of 
£100,000  in  connection  with  the  Prisons 
Act  of  a  few  years  ago.  I  believe  that 
when  this  Act  was  passed  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  cost  of  conveying  pri- 
soners should  be  charged  upon  the  coun- 
ties ;  but,  unhappily,  it  appears,  accord- 
ing to  the  view  of  the  Courts  of  Justice, 
that  the  Act  does  not  give  effect  to  that 
intention  ;  and  the  consequence  is  we 
are  called  upon  to  pay  the  sum  of  arrears 
for  the  three  years  which  have  elapsed 
since  the  Act  came  into  operation.  Of 
course,  there  may  be  a  question,  which 
I  do  not  enter  into,  whether  the  original 
intention  of  Parliament  ought  not  to  be 
fulfilled?  Still,  we  have  these  arrears 
to  deal  with,  and  it  will  be  our  duty  to 
ask  Parliament,  in  the  course  of  the 
present  year,  for  the  sum  I  have  speci- 
fied, representing  the  three  years'  arrears 
for  the  conveyance  of  prisoners.  Well, 
Sir,  the  third  subject  of  serious  difficulty 
to  which  I  have  referred  is  one  that 
will  not  sound  over-musieally  in  the  ears 
of  the  Committee.  It  is  the  Vote  for 
the  Civil  Government  of  Cyprus.  The 
Civil  Government  of  Cyprus  has  never 
been  settled.  A  large  sum  was  taken 
for  this  purpose  last  year — I  think  more 
than  £90,000 — but  the  season  has  been 
an  extremely  bad  one,  and  the  Commit- 
tee will  be  aware  that  in  Cyprus,  just 
as  it  used  to  be  in  Corfu,  if  there  comes 
a  bad  olive  year,  the  Revenue  of  the 
year  was  ruined.  Consequently,  the 
deficiency  of  this  year  in  Cyprus  is  even 
greater  than  usual.  We  have  thought 
it  our  duty  to  have  the  matter  carefully 
examined,  and  to  provide  for  squaring 
the  account,  more  especially  as  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies has  been  engaged  in  organizing 
a  scheme  of  government  for  Cyprus, 
which  will  introduce  local  influences 
into  the  Government,  and  give  it  some- 
thing like  regularity  and  efficiency.  We 
shall  be  obliged  to  ask  the  House  to 
vote,  during  the  present  Session,  £90,000 
for  that  ])urp<)se.  Out  of  tliat  sum 
£12,000  is  due  to  the  former  year;  but 
between  £70,000  and  £80,000  is  the 
ohargo  which  we  find  actually  existing. 
I  think  about  £30.000  of  that  sum  is 
due  to  the  circumstance  I  have  named — 
that  is  to  say,  the  peculiarly  unfavour- 
able character  of  the  season.  The  Com- 
mittee will  naturally  ask  whether  they 
,  are  to  be  called  upon  for  a  correspond- 
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ing  sum  year  after  year.  Well,  Sir,  my 
noble  Friend  has  made  the  closest  in- 
vestif^ation  of  this  subject  in  his  power, 
and  has  ordered  what,  so  far  as  he  can 
judge,  is  a  most  stringent  system  of 
economy  and  retrenchment  in  the  ad* 
ministration  of  affairs  in  Cyprus,  and 
what  he  hopes  to  do — I  am  not  going 
beyond  our  real  expectation  of  the  effect 
— is  next  year  to  get  the  Vote  down 
to  £40,000.  That  may  not  be  pleasant ; 
but  it  is  my  duty  to  tell  an  unvarnished 
tale,  and  let  the  Committee  know  how 
the  case  stands.  Therefore,  together 
with  minor  charges,  this  makes  an  in- 
crease of  £380,000,  and  raises  the  total 
estimated  Expenditure  to  £84,630,000. 
I  think  it  is  an  essential  part  of  my  duty 
briefly  to  compare  this,  as  well  as  I  can, 
with  the  Expenditure  of  last  year.  As 
I  have  said,  £84,630,000  is  the  total 
Charge  before  us.  The  Expenditure  of 
last  year,  according  to  the  Estimates, 
was  £86,190,000 ;  so  there  is  an  appa- 
rent reduction  of  charge  to  the  extent  of 
£1,560,000.  But  a  large  proportion  of 
that  reduction  is  only  apparent,  because 
the  Military  and  Naval  Estimates  of 
this  year  are  presented  in  a  form  in 
which  credit  is  at  once  taken  for  extra 
receipts,  instead  of  having  them  pre- 
sented without  that  reduction,  and 
bringing  the  extra  receipts  to  account  on 
the  other  side.  The  disturbance  which 
is  thus  introduced  into  the  Account  re- 
presents a  sum  of  £809,000,  and  the  real 
reduction  in  the  Estimates  is,  in  conse- 
quence, reduced  to  £750,000.  But  the 
relief  from  War  Charges  has  been  much 
larger  than  that.  The  War  Charges  are 
still  very  considerable.  We  have  still 
£l,460,(.00  on  account  of  the  five  years' 
Annuity  for  the  Vote  of  £6,000,000.  We 
have  £500,000  for  the  Afghan  Vote,  and 
I  think  about  £120,000  this  year  on 
account  of  the  Indian  Jjoan.  Still,  the 
year  is  relieved  in  respect  of  War 
Charges,  upon  the  whole,  to  the  ex- 
ttnt  of  £2.250.000,  or,  more  exactly, 
£2,276.000.  against  which  I  am  only 
able  to  state  a  reduction  upon  the 
Estimates  of  £751,000;  and,  therefore, 
I  must  tell  the  Committee  what  becomes 
of  the  ditForenoe  of  £  1,500.000  between 
these  two  sums.  Some  part  of  that 
represents  permanent  increase,  some  part 
of  it  represents  normal  increase;  but  un- 
doubtedly there  are  portions  of  it  which 
I  am  not  able  to  place  under  one  de- 
ooription  or  the  other.    I  oould  not  give 
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the  Committee  a  minutely  aocarate  state- 
ment ;  it  would  be  idle  to  attempt  it ; 
but  I  think  I  can,  with  general  cleamssi 
and  accuracy,  state  the  main  facts.   The 
augmentation  as  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  this  year  will  be  no 
less  than  £430,000.     The  Constabula^ 
Estimate  is  £139,000;  the  Constabalaiy 
further  Estimate,  £180,000;  andReddeet 
Magistrates,  £  1 2, 000.    The  Land  Gout, 
established  in  Ireland,  which  we  have 
offered  to  landlords  and  tenants,  notfiee 
of  all  expense — for  I  am  afraid  that  legal 
expense  in  connection  with  it  cannot  be 
annihilated — but  almost  entirely  free  of 
expense,  so  far  aa  the  Exchequer  is  con- 
cerned, imposes  on  the  taxpayers  of  the 
Three  Countries  the  heavy  charge  for 
the  year  of  £93,000,  which  brings  up 
the  total  of  the  Irish  Votes  for  this  year 
to  the  sum  I  have  already  stated  of 
£430,000.  There  is  an  increase  of  abont 
£90,000  on  the  Non-Effective  Votei  for 
the  Army  and  Navy,  which  may  be  con- 
templated  by  the  Committee   without 
great  dissatisfaction,  because,  as  they  are 
aware,  it  belongs  essentially  to  the  tran- 
sition period  between  the  old  system  of 
general  pensions  in  the  Service  and  the 
new  system  based  on  Reserves.  We  are, 
at  present,  in  the  unfortunate  position  of 
having  to  pay  all  the  charges  connected 
with  the  New  Reserve  system,  and  of 
having  also  approached  the  maximum 
connected  with  the  old  system  of  pen- 
sions for  long  service.     I  believe,  in  the 
course  of  two  years,  that  process  will 
be    reversed,  and   a  very  considerable 
although    gradual     relief  will   be  ex- 
perienced.    The  Charge  for  the  Postal 
and  Telegraph  Services  has  larg^y  in- 
creased. I  will  not  enter  into  the  caueei 
of  that  increase ;  but  I  think  I  ought  to 
state,  in  justice  to  all  parties,  that  g^eat 
care  appears  to  have  been  taken  by  the 
late  Government  in  restraining  the  ei- 
tension  of  the  Establishment.   The  pres- 
sure since  we  came  into  Office  has  reached 
a  point  which  is  nearly  irresistible;  and 
although,  I  hope,  the  Post  Office  will  go 
on  increasing,  yet  the  percentage  of  cost 
for  collection  of  revenue,  I  am  afraid, 
will  show  some  increase  also.     There  is 
an    increase  of  £207,000   in    the  Post 
Office  Charge  for  this  year ;  there  is  the 
sum  to  which  I  have  referred  for  the 
conveyance  of  prisoners ;  and  there  is  a 
Charge,  which  may  be  contemplated  with 
unmixed  satisfaction,  of  £85,000  in  tiie 
increased  payments  for  the  liquidatum 
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of  tbo  National  Debt,  of  whioh  you 
hgye  had  the  fruit  in  the  statement  I 
iaf#  made  of  a  reduction  of  nearly 
27,000,000  of  Debt  in  the  course  of 
iro  years.  That  accounts  for  £900,000 
at  of  a  sum  of  £1,500,000,  which  I 
aye  represented  as  the  increase  to 
e  accounted  for.  Effectiyely,  the  great 
oik  of  the  remainder  of  that  increase  is 
^avy  Charge,  and  is  repersented  by  de- 
landt  with  which  the  Committee  is  fami- 
ir.  There  are  the  changes  of  arma- 
lenty  which  cause  an  augmentation  of 
250,000  in  the  Vote  for  Guns.     There 

another  sum  of  £100,000  in  the  Vote 
»r  Shipbuilding;  and,  whatever  the 
nount  for  shipbuilding  may  be,  I  must 
ly  that  we  look  forward  with  consider- 
>le  confidence  to  economy  in  matters 
»miected  with  building,  and  to  the 
naring  of  greater  results  for  our 
.oney,  in  consequence  of  the  arrange- 
enta  which  have  been  sanctioned  by  the 
irat  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  for  placing 

gentleman  of  the  highest  skill  and 
laracter,  and  well  acquainted  with  the 
ractical  details  of  the  Service,  on  the 
card  of  Admiralty.  I  will  not  enter 
ito  the  remainder  of  the  augmenta- 
ons;  but  they  amount  to  £500,000.  I 
>pe  I  have  laid  clearly  before  the  Com- 
ittee  the  reasons  why  this  £1,500,000 

required.  If  I  am  asked  whether  the 
zpenditure  is  deemed  satisfactory,  I 
n  afraid  my  notions  are  too  old- 
.ahioned  to  allow  me  to  view  it  with  as 
uch  complacency  as  that  with  which  it 

viewed  by  others.  I  wish,  however, 
I  state  the  case  impartially,  and  to 
)int  out  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
le  increase  will  not,  I  hope,  be  perma- 
9nt.    It  is  not  connected  with  Offices  of 

permanent  character,  and  more  than 
%lf  of  it  is  either  in  itself  good  and 
ormal,  or  of  a  character  purely  tem- 
orary  ;  but  I  do  not  see  in  the  country 
lat  g^at  desire  for  the  restriction  of 
Kpenditure  which  characterized  this 
mntry  and  all  Parties  40  or  50  years 
g^.  It  is  an  evil,  I  think,  that 
ublio  yigilance  on  this  subject  should 
8  diminished,  and  that  the  attitude 
f  the  House  of  Commons  should 
aTe  been  so  sensibly  changed.  I  con- 
MB  I  have  great  doubts — I  have  not 
rrived  at  any  conclusion  on  the  subject 
-as  to  whether  the  system  under  which 
or  Eetimates  are  now  framed  upon  the 
zduaiTe  responsibility  of  the  Govern- 
ftenti  and  without  any  responsibility  on 


the  part  of  the  House,  is  a  good  system. 
It  is  a  very  important  subject  for  con- 
sideration. For  my  own  part,  although 
I  have  not  arrived  at  any  absolute  con- 
clusion, I  am  very  dissatisfied  with  the 
working  of  the  system,  especially  during 
the  last  20  or  80  years.  Sir,  there  are 
three  principles,  greater  than  all  others, 
on  wnich,  in  my  opinion,  all  good 
finance  should  be  based.  The  first  of 
them  is  that  there  should  always  be  a 
certainty  that  whatever  the  charge  may 
be  it  can  be  paid.  That,  I  believe,  is  of 
vital  importance.  The  second  is  that, 
in  times  of  peace  and  prosperity,  the 
people  of  the  country  should  reduce 
their  Debt ;  and  the  third  point  is  that 
they  should  reduce  their  Expenditure. 
With  regard  to  the  first  point,  we  are  at 
present  fulfilling  that  condition  ;  with  re- 
gard to  the  second,  we  ought  to  do  more 
in  the  direction  indicated  than  we  have 
actually  done  ;  but  at  the  same  time  we 
are  doing  a  good  deal  more  than  was 
usually  done  in  a  long  series  of  years.  I 
do  not  refer  to  recent  years  in  particular, 
but  to  what  has  been  done  on  the  aver- 
age during  the  last  25  years.  With  re- 
gard to  the  diminution  of  Expenditure, 
I  sorrowfully  admit  that  the  contagion 
and  sympathy  of  foreign  countries  neces- 
sarily affects  us ;  and  I  should  aixive  at 
very,  different  conclusions  indeed,  ac- 
cording to  the  standard  of  comparison 
which  I  might  take.  If  I  am  to  look  to 
American  ideas  and  institutions,  and  the 
extraordinary  vigour,  determination, 
and  forethought,  which  the  people  of 
America  show  as  a  Democracy  in 
providing  for  the  future  by  reducing 
their  Debt,  and  in  resolutely  enduring 
the  most  painful  taxation  —  I  do  not 
speak  now  of  Protective  Duties — in 
order  to  set  free  their  hands  and  relieve 
those  who  come  after  them,  I  say  it  is 
impossible  to  praise  them  too  highly, 
and  that  a  comparison  with  them  would 
not  redound  greatly  to  our  credit.  Per- 
haps, having  said  that,  and  not  wishing 
to  take  a  too  saturnine  view  of  the 
matter,  instead  of  looking  westward  we 
may  look  eastward,  and  consider  what 
has  happened  in  other  countries  of 
Europe.  Even  though  we  may  some- 
what bend  to  the  storm,  and  may,  to  a 
certain  extent,  follow  this  fashion  of 
large  Expenditure,  yet  certainly  we  may 
derive  the  materials  of  comparative  con- 
gratulation when  we  see  the  course 
which    other    great    countries   follow. 
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There  is  one  country  in  particular  which 
cannot  be  named  in  this  House  without 
great  respect  and  sympathy ;  first,   on 
account  of  its  eminence  ;  and,  secondly, 
on  account  of  the  close  friendship  and 
associations  in  which  she  stands  with  us. 
I  allude  to  France.     I  do  not  believe 
that  country  will  ever  involve  itself  in 
any  great  financial  difficulties,  because 
such  is  the  skill,  industry,  and  thrift  of 
her  people,  that  the  moment  she  becomes 
clearly  aware  of  her  difficulty  she  will 
surmount  it.     At  the  same  time,   if  I 
take  a  sketch  of  the  history  of  France 
and  England  during  the  last  lialf  cen- 
tury, we  may  see  that  the  causes  which 
have  brought  about  a  large  increase  in 
our  own  Expenditure  have  been  causes 
that  have  not  exclusively  operated  in 
this  country.     We  have  not  doubled  our 
gross  Expenditure ;    but  it  has  nearly 
doubled  since  the  Peace  of  1815.     Our 
Tax  Expenditure   has  also  largely  in- 
creased, although  I  am  happy  to  say  it 
has  not  nearly  doubled.     But  the  in- 
crease in  the  Expenditure  of  France  has 
been  greater  and  more  rapid  than  our 
own ;    and  I  will  put  this   before  the 
Committee    in    very    few    and    simple 
figures.     Between   1814   and   1829  the 
Expenditure  of  France  was  £40,000,000 
a-year,  and  she  made  no  addition  to  her 
Debt.     Between  1830  and  1847  the  Ex- 
penditure of  France  rose  to  £51,000,000 
a-year,  and  there  was  an  average  annual 
deficit  of  £2,250,000.     I  do  not  take  the 
years  from  1848  to  1851,  because  of  the 
then  unsatisfactory  state  of  the  country  ; 
but  from  1852  to  1870,  under  the  Empire, 
the   average  annual  deficit   had   dimi- 
nished, and  I  believe  it  was  something 
between   £2,000,000    and    £1,500,000. 
But  the  Expenditure  had   enormously 
increased ;  and  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that, 
in  my  judgment,  it  was  the  enlightened 
policy  of   an   approach  to   Free  Trade 
that  enabled  France  to  bear  with  willing- 
ness the  enormous  increase  of  Expendi- 
ture then  imposed  on  her.    The  average 
Expenditure   of   France,    which  under 
the  previous  rigime   was  £51,000,000, 
under  the  Empire  reached  £83,000,000. 
But  a  Budget  has  been  presented  to  the 
French  Chamber  for  the  year  1883— as 
the  Committee   is  aware,    the   French 
Budgets  are  presented  in  anticipation — 
which,  I  believe,  shows  an  Expenditure 
of  £120,000,000  sterling.   Our  Expendi- 
ture,    therefore,    becomes    insigpiificant 
when  we  compare  it  with  the  portentous 
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scale  it  has  reached  in  a  neighboaring 
country  which  is  not  more  w^thj  than 
our  own.    Now  I  pass  to  the  Berenne 
of  the  year,  and  my  task  will  be  com- 
pleted.    The  Tax  Be  venue  of  the  jear 
amounts  to  £69,850,000,  and  the  non- 
Tax  Eevenue  to  £14,595,000,  or  a  total 
of    £84,445,000.      The    Tax   Berenne 
is    made    up     as    follows : — Customs, 
£19,300,000;      Excise,      £27,230,000; 
Stamps,  £  1 1, 1 45  ;  Land  Tax.  £1,035,000; 
Income  Tax,  £9,400,000.    The  non-Tax 
Eevenue  is  made  up  of  the  Beceipts 
from  Post   Office,    Telegraphs,  Crown 
Lands,  Interest  on  Advances,  and  Mis- 
cellaneous, and   amounts  altogether  to 
£14,595,000,  making  the  total  Bevenoe 
£84,445,000.     But  as  there  are  certain 
items  of  Expenditure  which  are  not  yet 
before  the  House,  so  there  are  some 
items  of  Revenue  which  it  has  not  been 
in   our    power    to    bring   to    account, 
but  which   are  so   closely  in  prospect 
and  which  stand  on  such  a  footing  that 
it  is  my  duty  to  state  them  to  the  House, 
and  to  take  credit  for  them,  as  I  hare 
already  done,  in  setting  out  the  general 
finances  of  the  year.     There  are  two  pay- 
ments from  South  Africa,  both  of  which  I 
have  already  reckoned,  although  I  did 
not  mention  them  to  the  House  when  I 
spoke  of  the  comparative  relief  from  War 
Charges  which  the  coming  year  will 
enjoy.     There  is  a  sum  of  £150,000, 
which  the  responsible   Government  of 
the  Cape  will  propose  on  the  Intimates 
for  Cape  Colony  in  liquidation  of  their 
liability   in  respect  to   the  cost  of  the 
Transvaal  War — undoubtedly  a  small 
and  most  moderate  Estimate,  but  ^^ 
Estimate  which  will  readily  be  voted  by 
the  Cape  Parliament.     Then  there  \^^ 
sum  of  £250,000  which  has  been  vi^ 
tually  raised  in  Natal  on  account  of  t^' 
Zulu  War ;    and  there  is    a    sum     ^ 
£90,000  which  will  come  to  the  Exct^' 
quer  in  connection   with  Cyprus,   b'^ 
with  regard    to  which,   lest  I  shou^ 
obtain,  upon  false  pretences,  cheers  fro^ 
some  quarters  in  which  there  has  r^ 
cently  been  some  dissatisfaction,  I  mn^ 
state  that  it  does  not  seem  to  be  any^ 
thing  in  the  nature  of  a  Cyprus  receip(r^ 
We  hold  certain  sums  of  money  on  ac-^ 
count  of  Cyprus  for  the  Porte.     Th^ 
Porte  owes  us  and  the  French  the  pay-* 
ment  of  the  dividends  on  the  Guaranteed 
Turkish  Loan  of  1855.     It  has  not  been 
in  the  power  of  the  Porte  to  supply  all 
the  money  from  her  own  resouroes ;  andj 
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iODsequentlj,  it  falls  to  her  to  pay  that 
QODey  in  the  shape  of  deductions  or 
toppages  from  the  Revenues  of  Cyprus. 
7e  are  collectors  on  behalf  of  our  friends 
cross  the  Channel  not  less  than  for  our- 
dyes ;  and  of  this  £90,000  one-half  will 
iss  through  the  British  Exchequer  and 
)  across  to  the  Exchequer  of  France. 
iowoTer,  there  is  a  sum  of  £490, 000  avail- 
>le  for  the  balances  of  the  year,  which 
akes  the  grand  total  of  Eevenue  for  the 
»ar £84, 935, 000 as  against  a  grand  total 
Expenditure  of  £84,630,000.  There  is, 
erefore,  a  surplus  of  £305,000.  That 
a  Tory  small  and  modest  surplus  ;  but 
is  a  surplus  with  which,  under  the 
rcumstances,  we  might  be  content  to 
OTe  onwards,  provided  only  that  it 
9ald  be  subjected  to  no  deductions. 
lit  the  House  will  recollect — and  the 
m.  Member  for  the  County  of  Oxford 
f r.  Harcourt)  will  see  that  I  have  not 
rgotten  him,  and  that  I  have  not 
)en  unmindful  of  the  pledge  given  at 
e  commencement  of  the  Session.  The 
m.  Member  then  proposed  to  move  a 
Bsolution,  in  guarded  and  qualified 
rms,  that  some  relief  should  be  given 
the  ratepapers  of  this  country  in  re- 
ect  to  the  charge  which  has  been 
insferred  to  them  through  the  aboli- 
m  of  turnpikes  and  the  consequent 
igmentation  of  the  highway  rate.  I 
en  engaged  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ant,  but  without  pledging  myself  as  to 
tails,  to  propose  something  in  con- 
rmity  with  the  spirit  ofhisBesolution. 
le  hon.  Gentleman  will  have  seen  that 
daye  not  yet  presented  any  proposal 
redemption  of  that  pledge.  The  sur- 
as of  £305,000  is  a  surplus  that  will 
t  bear  diminution.  At  the  time  when 
gave  that  pledge  undoubtedly  it  was 
my  hope — perhaps  it  was  too  san- 
line  a  hope — that  we  should  be  able 
deal  with  the  matter  in  a  distinctive 
ly  and  as  part  of  a  considerable  settle- 
»nt.  I  no  longer  am  able  to  cherish 
at  expectation.  The  prospect  which 
I  then  thought  was  good  of  being  able 
carry  through  the  House  a  Bill  for 
B  establishment  of  County  Boards,  and 
spending  to  it  an  important  financial 
^adjustment,  has  become  quite  hope- 
is,  and  we  no  longer  expect  to  be  able 
introduce  that  measure.  But  I  en- 
tted  myself  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
ideayour,  if  possible,  to  detach  this 
Iriect  from    any    general   scheme  of 


palation,  and  there  remained  open  to 


us  as  a  mode  of  honourably  redeem- 
ing that  pledge — and  at  the  same 
time  doing  nothing  to  perplex  future 
operations — it  remained  open  to  us  to 
resort  to  some  plan  which,  while  partial 
in  itself,  and  provisional  in  its  general 
character,  would  be  such  as  to  fit  in  with 
any  more  enlarged  scheme  which  might 
be  considered  hereafter  when  local  go- 
vernment and  financial  re- adjustment 
should  come  to  receive  the  definitive 
consideration  of  the  House.  Therefore, 
what  we  have  thought  is,  not  that  this 
is  an  occasion  on  which  to  enter  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  or  to 
contract  any  new  engagement,  but  we 
have  felt  it  to  be  our  duty  to  ask  the 
House  to  place  us  in  funds  so  far  that 
we  may,  at  the  proper  time,  when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Dodson) 
can  deal  with  the  subject,  be  enabled  to 
give  a  fair  interpretation  to  the  promise 
which  was  then  passed  across  the  Table 
of  the  House.  We  think  it  necessary 
for  that  purpose,  for  this  year,  to  ask 
the  House  to  give  us  a  sum  of  £250,000 
to  go  in  relief  of  the  rates  in  reference  to 
highways;  and  after  considering  the 
various  modes  in  which  that  money  may 
be  raised,  we  think  that,  on  the  whole, 
considering  what  is  the  nature  of  the 
grievance,  and  how  it  has  arisen,  and 
how,  in  the  main,  it  turns  on  the  very 
large  use  of  the  roads  by  those  who  do 
not  contribute  to  their  cost,  the  best 
course  we  can  take  is  to  ask  the  House 
to  authorize  a  moderate  addition  to  the 
duty  upon  carriages.  The  Licence  Duty 
on  carriages  is  a  matter  which  has  been 
dealt  with  very  tenderly  by  Parliament. 
I  do  not  now  speak  of  hired  carriages ; 
but,  after  all,  it  is  a  grievance — and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  about  the  facts — 
that  the  roads  are  used  and  worn  by 
carriages.  I  am  proposing  thijs  as  a 
temporary  operation.  If  it  were  a  settle- 
ment of  the  entire  question,  it  might  be 
right  to  make  a  larger  proposal  ;  it 
might  be  right  to  consider  the  present 
total  exemption  of  all  wheeled  vehicles, 
except  what  are  called  carriages,  from 
taxes  of  any  kind.  I  do  not  at  all  exclude 
that  from  prospective  consideration,  al- 
though it  is  not  free  from  difficulty;  but 
for  the  present  we  feel  certain  that  when 
that  question  comes  to  be  considered, 
it  will  have  to  be  considered  in  conjunc- 
tion with  some  augmentation  of  the 
present  very  moderate  Licence  Duty  on 
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carriages.   The  rates  of  Oarriage  Duties 
down  to  1854,  when  I  had  the  honour 
of  proposing  a  change,  were  these: — 
Every  four-wheeled    carriage    paid    a 
minimum  duty  of  £6  ;  and  in  propor- 
tion as  persons  owned  more  than  one 
carriage,  the  charge  rose  till  it  reached 
the  case  of  a  person  with  nine  carriages, 
and  he  was  liable  to  pay  £9   1«.   ^d, 
upon  each    carriage.    It  is  true  that 
that  was  qualified,  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, by  a  composition  ;  but  the  basis  of 
that  composition  was  an  augmentation 
of  10  per  cent  on  the  minimum  duty. 
The  Committee  will  therefore  see  how 
very  high  the  duty  was;   yet,  at  the 
same  time,  when  in   1839  Lord  North- 
brook,  then  Mr.  Baring,  as  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  made  an  addition  all 
round  to  the  Assessed  Taxes,   it  was 
found  that  there  was  hardly  any  per- 
ceptible effect  produced  so  far  as  the 
Assessed  Taxes  were  concerned.   An  ad- 
dition of  5  per  cent  on  consumable  com- 
modities was  then  made,  but  of  10  per 
cent  on  the  Assessed  Taxes,  and  that  had 
no  perceptible  effect.    So  stood  the  duty 
till  1854,  and  then,  on  my  proposal,  the 
rates  were  reduced  as  follows: — Every 
four-wheeled  carriage  with  two  horses 
paid  £3  10«. ;  every  four-wheeled  car- 
riage with  one  horse  paid  £2  ;  and  car- 
riages with  two  wheels  and  two  horses 
paid  £2,  or  if  they  had  only  one  horse 
they  paid  15«.  and  10«.    The  system  was 
rather  anomalous,  and  when  Lord  Sher- 
brooke,  then  Mr.  Lowe,  was  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in   1869,  he  further 
reduced  the  duties.     He  reduced  them 
to  £2  for  four-wheeled  carriages,  unless 
they  were  extremely  light,  and  to  15«. 
for  two-wheeled  carriages.    Perhaps  I 
ought  here  to  say  a  word  as  to  hired 
carriages.   Hired  carriages  in  that  year, 
or  shortly  afterwards,  were  relieved  from 
the  very  heavy  Licence  Duty  they  had 
formerly  paid.    I  will  not  say  that  it  is 
desirable  that  on  hired  carriages,  such 
as  omnibuses,  there  should  be  any  duty ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  the  duty  I  shall 
propose  is  very  trifling  as  regards  a 
trade  of  that  description,  and  the  great 
relief  to  them  has  not  been  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  rate  they  now  pay  in  com- 
mon with  private  carriage,  but  in  the 
abolition  of  the  old  Licence  and  Mileage 
Duty.    What  we  propose  is  that  the 
£2  2«.  now  paid  by  four-wheeled  car- 
riages shall  be  raised  to  £3  8«.,  and 
that  the  15«.  paid  on  the  two- wheeled 
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carriages,  or   light  four-wheeled  ca^ 
riages,  shall  be  raised  to  2U.  Theoom- 
putation  made  is  that  150,000  canriaMS 
with  four  wheels,  and  over  4  cwt,  paying 
£3   3«.,    will  bring  in   £157,500;  and 
300,000  carriages  with  two  wheels  or 
four  wheels,  if  under  4  cwt,  paying21f., 
will  bring  in  £90,000,  or  a  total  inereaae 
of   £247,500,  for  which  the  House  ii 
asked  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  senti- 
ment contained  in  the  Motion  of  thehon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  accepted  by  the 
Government.    The  House  will  at  <moe 
see  that  the  account  now  before  us  is  a 
very  simple  one.    We  have  a  surplus  of 
£305,000,    which   we    regard   ai  the 
minimum  with  which  we  ought  to  enter 
on    the  operations  of   the  year.   The 
£247,000  which  we  propose  to  raise  will 
bring  that  up  to  £552,000,  which  places 
us  in  funds  to  consider,  when  the  proper 
time  comes,  any  proposal  which  my  right 
hon.  Eriend  may  be  able  to  make,  and 
which  it  will  be  his  duty  to  make  for  the 
purpose  of  fulfilling  the    engagement 
into  which  we  entered  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session.    I  have  now  only  to  re- 
fer in  one  word  to  a  very  easy  and  simple 
question  of  detail.     The  House  will  see 
that  this  humble  Financial  Statement 
raises  but  a  single  point  of  novelty.  The 
usual  Resolution  for  the  renewal  of  the 
Income  Tax  and  the  Tea  Duty  will  be 
moved,  and  there  will  be,  as  I  have  said, 
a  Besolution  relating  to  the  adulteration 
and  spurious  representations  of  coffee. 
The  Carriage  Duty  will  also  require  » 
Besolution;  but  the  House  is  aware  thai 
these  Resolutions  for  licences  are  i^^^ 
like  the  old  Resolutions  on  Customs  a*^^ 
Excise,  which  took  effect  immediately^ 
being  voted.    They  do  not  take  eff^ 
until  the  Act  of  Parliament  of  wh^^ 
they  form  a  part  shall  have  become  ^^ 
law  of  the  land.    I  would,  therefo:  ^ 
submit  to  the  House  what  I  think 
be  the  most  convenient  course  to  pui 
— namely,  that  we  should  be  allowed 
proceed  with  the  Resolutions  and  wit^ 
the  preliminary  stages  of  the  Bill  ^ 
once,  or  from  day  to  day,  and  that  aue^ 
a  day  as  shall  be  convenient  shall  b* 
fixed  for  the  discussion,  either  on  th^ 
second    reading  or  on  the  Motion    tc 
go  into  Committee.    That  is  a  mattei 
upon    which    I    shall   be   vary  happy 
to    know    what    will    best    suit    the 
convenience  of  the  House ;  but  I  think 
there  should  be  no  difficulty  in  bringiag 
the  measure  before  the  House  in  a  dar 
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hate  shape,  beoanse  it  is  adyantageous, 
aspeciallj  as  to  the  Income  Tax,  that 
there  should  be  no  longer  delay  than  is 
absolatelj  necessary.  I  hope  I  have 
made  clear  to  the  House,  without  any 
ittempt  at  yamishing,  or  keeping  in  the 
ihade,  or  suppressing  anything  in  the 
Statement  it  has  been  my  duty  to  make. 
[,  for  my  part,  am  certainly  most  grate- 
'ul  for  the  kind  and  unbroken  attention 
>f  the  House ;  and  I  am  sure  the  House 
rill  deal  with  the  subject  in  that  spirit 
>f  grayity  and  considerateness  which  all 
he  important  considerations,  political, 
loeial,  and  moral,  connected  with  it,  and 
minohing  out  of  it,  undoubtedly  de- 
nand. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  (I.)  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply 
pwited  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  be  charged, 
idlected,  and  paid  for  the  year  which  com- 
nenced  on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one  thousand 
light  hundred  and  eighty-two,  in  respect  of  all 
?^pcrty,  Profits,  and  Gains  mentioned  or  de- 
loribed  as  chargeable  in  the  Act  of  the  sixteenth 
uid  seventeenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
thapter  thirty-four,  the  following  Duties  of 
[ncome  Tax  (that  is  to  say) : 

For  OTery  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
Talue  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits, 
and  Gains  charg^ble  under  Schedules 
(A),  (C),  (D),  or  (E)  of  the  said  Act,  the 
Duty  of  Five  Pence ; 
And  For  every  Twenty  Shilling^  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heritages 
chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of  the 
said  Act, — 
In  England,  the  Duty  of  Two  Pence 

Halfpenny ; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively, 
the    Duty    of    One    Penny    Three 
Farthings ; 
kibject  to  the  provisions  contained  in  section 
oie  hundred  and  sixty -three  of  the  Act  of  the 
Ifth  and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
li&pter  thirty-five,  for  the  exemption  of  persons 
rhoee  income  is  less  than  One  Hundrcd  and 
fHfty  Pounds,   and  in  section  eight  of  "The 
loatoms  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1876,"  for 
he  relief  of  persons  whose  income  is  less  than 
'our  Hundred  Pounds." — {Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  may  mention 
iwo  particulars  which  may  be  of  interest 
o  those  persons  whom  they  afifect.  We 
Kg  not  propose  that  this  increase  in  the 
Carriage  Duty  shall  affect  any  vehicle 
or  hire  of  which  the  fares  are  fixed 
uder  the  authority  of  any  Imperial  or 
Liocal  Act ;  and,  further,  we  do  not  pro- 
XMe  that  the  increase  shall  affect  any 
mrriages  habitually  and  solely  used  by 
XiaohmakerB  to  be  lent  to  their  customers 
laring  repairs ;  and  the  mode  in  which 


that  provision  will  take  effeot  will  be 
that  they  will  have  to  claim  a  repayment 
of  duty. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  I 
think  it  has  not  been  useful,  certainly 
not  in  late  years,  to  enter  upon  any 
serious  discussion  of  the  Budget  at  the 
moment  of  its  being  presented,  and  al- 
though there  are  one  or  two  points  in 
connection  with,  and  arising  from,  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
upon  which  I  shall   be    glad,   at  the 

f  roper  time,  to  offer  some  observations, 
do  not  think  there  would  be  any  ad- 
vantage in  departing  from  the  usual 
course.  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  made  his  interesting 
Statement  at,  I  fear,  some  personal  in- 
convenience to  himself,  though  we  must 
feel  much  pleased  at  seeing  that  he  has 
been  able  to  resume  his  place  and  go 
through  the  interesting  speech  to  which 
we  have  been  listening,  and  I  hope 
without  any  seiious  injury.  I  only  rise, 
therefore,  to  say  that  the  course  he  pro- 
poses for  the  discussion  of  the  measure 
appears  to  me,  and  to  my  friends  around 
me,  to  be  the  most  convenient  for  the 
House. 

Mr.  wills  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  intimated,  some  two  months 
ago,  that  no  alteration  was,  on  this  oc- 
casion, to  be  looked  for  in  the  duties 
affecting  tobacco,  and,  therefore,  he  had 
not  to-night  expected  any  statement 
upon  that  subject ;  but  the  decision  at 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
arrived  had  been  received  with  so  much 
disappointment  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom,  especially  by  the  working 
classes — and  the  subject  was  one  of  such 
vast  fiscal  importance,  affecting,  as  it 
did,  about  one-ninth  of  the  total  Revenue 
of  the  country — that  he  ventured  to  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  he 
made  a  few  observations  in  reference  to 
the  duties  on  that  article.  Between  the 
years  1840  and  1877— during  all  the 
vicissitudes  of  bad  harvests  and  bad 
trade  —  there  were  only  five  years  in 
which  the  duties  on  tobacco  exhibited 
anything  like  a  decline.  Throughout 
the  whole  of  that  period  the  manu- 
factured tobacco  supplied  to  the  public 
was  exceedingly  good.  In  1878  the 
financial  embarrassments  of  the  late  Go 
vernment  compelled  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 


1307         Wayt  and  Means-^  (OOMMONS)        Financial  SimUmnU. 


\m 


(Sir  StaflEbrd  Northcote)  to  look  about 
for  some  means  of  increasing  his 
Bevenue,  and  in  that  year  he  added 
the  sum  of  4d,  on  the  pound,  thus 
raising  the  duty  from  3«.  2d.  to  3«.  6d. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  at  the 
time  that  his  necessity  was  but  a  tempo- 
rary one;  but  the  House  knew  how  easy 
it  was  to  put  on  an  additional  tax  on  the 
plea  of  temporary  necessity ,  and  how 
long  a  period  frequently  elapsed  before 
it  was  possible  to  repeal  that  addition. 
Fourpence  on  the  pound  of  tobacco 
seemed  to  be  an  exceedingly  simple  ar- 
rangement, and  only  meant  id,  on  the 
ounce;  but  that  was  quite  enough  to 
disorganize  the  trade,  which  produced  a 
Bevenue  last  year  of  something  like 
£8,750,000.  He  desired  to  show  the 
House  briefly  how  it  affected  the  con- 
sumer and  the  Eevenue.  Of  the  entire 
amount  received  from  the  duty  on  to- 
bacco, £6,500,000  were  contributed  by 
the  working  classes  of  the  country,  who 
purchased  their  tobacco  by  the  ounce, 
or  even  by  the  half-ounce.  During  30 
years  the  uniform  price  had  been  Sd. 
per  ounce.  A  farthing  was  theoretically 
a  current  coin  of  the  Kealm  ;  but  it  was 
not  a  very  practical  coin,  and,  there- 
fore, the  question  had  been  between 
making  the  price  S^^d,  the  ounce,  or  ad- 
hering to  the  old  price  of  3^.  It  was 
obvious  that  when  an  advance  in  the 
duty  took  place  it  was  utterly  impos- 
sible to  supply  to  the  consumer  the 
same  quality  as  heretofore ;  in  fact, 
the  value  of  the  article  supplied  was  re- 
duced to  the  extent  of  4d,  a  pound.  Al- 
lowing for  variations  in  the  price  of  the 
raw  material,  with  a  duty  of  3».  *2d,, 
there  was  never  any  difficulty  in  supply- 
ing tobacco  suitable  for  the  public  taste. 
The  years  1878,  1879,  and  1880  were 
noted  for  their  very  large  imports,  and 
for  the  very  low  prices,  which  proved,  in 
many  cases,  almost  ruinous  to  the  plan- 
ters in  the  United  States;  but  which 
enabled  the  English  manufacturers  par- 
tially to  meet  the  additional  duty  im- 
posed upon  them  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote).  But  those  who 
looked  ahead  and  understood  the  sub- 
ject were  well  aware  that  one  bad  crop 
would  make  the  trade  almost  impossible 
under  the  new  duty.  They  had  wit- 
nessed the  effects  of  the  bad  crop  of 
1 880.  Stocks  were  reduced,  prices  were 
forced  up — in  many  cases  irom  10  to 
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even  20  per  cent — and  manofactaran 
whose  capital  was  not  large  were  Rul- 
ing ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  with  the  pros- 
pect of  a  bad  crop  during  the  present 
year,  a  still  larger  number  would  ha?eto 
succumb  to  the  difficulty.     The  result  of 
poor  crops  would  be  that,  in  a  very  short 
time,  when  stocks  where  exhausted,  it 
would  not  be  possible  for  the  Britiah 
consumer  to  buy  for  Zd.  an  ounoe  an 
article  which  was  at  all  smokable ;  he 
would  have  to  pay  a  higher  price,  and, 
as  a  consequence,  the  consumption  would 
decrease.     As  to  the  effect  upon  the 
Bevenue,  for  many  years  before  1878 
the  yearly  increase  in  the  oonsumptioa 
was  1,250,000  lbs.  weight,  resulting  in 
an  increase  of  the  Bevenue  of  £180,000. 
From  the  experience  of  former  years  they 
would  very  naturally  have  expected  that 
this  increase  would  have  continued ;  but 
immediately  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposed  the  additional  duty 
the  increase  disappeared  altogether,  and 
during  the  two  years  1878-y  the  oon- 
sumption     was    nearly    1,000,000  lbs. 
weight  less  in  the  two  years  than  that 
of  1877  for  the  same  period.    The  pre- 
sent scarcity  was  acting  in  other  ways. 
He   had    the   opportunity  of  pointing 
out,   the   other  day,   to  the  Chairman 
of   Inland  Bevenue  that   the  number 
of  persons  who  took  out    licences  to 
retail    tobacco    had    very    largely  de- 
creased.    The  Beturns  made  up  to  the 
31st  of  March  showed  that  1,137  fewer 
licences  had  been  issued  this  year  than 
in   the   preceding  year,  representing  a 
loss  to  the  Bevenue,  on  this  head  alone, 
of  £409.     The  probability  was  that  the 
quality  supplied  under  the  present  duty 
would  become  worse  and  worse.    In  any 
case,    the    Bevenue    must    suffer,   and 
should   another  short   crop  be  reaped, 
the  loss  would  be  reckoned,  not  by  thou- 
sands, but  by  millions.     He  desired  to 
place  before  the  Committee  two  or  three 
simple    figures,  which    were  furnished 
by  the  Beturns  of  the  United  States 
Ghovernment.  In  1879  the  United  States 
Government  reduced  the  tax  from  34 
cents  to  16  cents,  or,  in  other  words,  4i. 
per  pound  weight.     Up  to  the  30th  oi 
June,  1879,  their  Bevenue  from  tobacco 
was  $40,000,000,  and  in  1881,  notwith- 
standing the  reduction  of  duty,  the  Be- 
venue from  the  same  source  amounted 
to  $50,000,000.     In  1879  the  quantity 
of  tobacco  used  in  the  United  States 
amounted  to  206,000,000  lbs.  weight; 
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1 1880  it  had  risen  to  233,000,000 
reight,  showing  an  increase  of 
),000  lbs.  weight.  These  were  im- 
it  facts  ;  they  were  too  important 

overlooked  or  disregarded.  For 
ue  purposes  no  article  could  be 
fairly  or  more  properly  taxed  than 
o  ;  but  the  limit  of  taxation  should 
>  calculated  to  expand,  and  not  to 
ct,  either  the  trade  or  the  £e- 
He  asked  the  Committee  whe- 
n  its  opinion,  the  facts  which  he 
3en  permitted  to  place  before  them 
t  show  that  the  limits  he  had  de- 
had  been  already  considerably 
epped? 

CHAPLIN  said,  the  right  hon. 
»man  had,  in  the  course  of  his  ob- 
ions,  reminded  the  Committee  that 
as  the  first  complete  year  in  which 
ould  experience  the  effects  of  the 

of  the  Malt  Duty.  He  (Mr. 
in)  would  take  the  opportunity  of 
ing  that  it  enabled  them  also  to 
er  what  had  been  the  effects  other 
hose  of  a  purely  fiscal  character. 
!ouse  would  remember  that  iu  the 
880  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax 
reposed  by  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
s  a  great  boon  to  the  farmers.  He 
ibered  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tated  at  the  time  that  such  was 
adition  of  the  agricultural  interest 

was  the  special  duty  of  any  Go- 
ent,  no  matter  the  Party  to  which 
nged,  to  consider  the  case  of  the 
•8  of  the  country.  He  (Mr.  Ohap- 
sis  not  in  the  least  ashamed  to  ac- 
adge  that  he  cordially  approved  of 
oposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
ind  that  he  accepted  it  with  grati- 
ind  in  the  full  belief  that  it  would 

the  benefit  on  the  agricultural 
inity  that  he  had  no  doubt  was  in- 
.     He  had  always  held  it  was  an 

restriction  upon  the  cultivators  of 
il,  especially  upon  those  in  the 
jarley-growing  districts,  that  they 

not  be  allowed  to  use  or  dispose 
produce  of  their  farms  in  the  way 
profitable  to  them.  The  right  hon. 
man,    in    1880,    expressed    some 

as  to  whether  the  repeal  of  the 
»ald  have  any  considerable  effect 
lucing  a  larger  consumption  of 
s  food  for  cattle.  From  the  infor- 
i  he  possessed  he  had  reason  to 
)  that  in  that  respect  the  right 
Gentleman  was  mistaken.  There 
» doubt  that  since  the  repeal  of  the  \ 


Malt  Tax  malt  had  in  all  parts  of  the 
country  come  rapidly  into  use  as  food 
for  stock,  and  on  that  ground  he  had  no 
doubt  the  expectations  of  the  most  san- 
guine Gentleman  had  been  greatly  ex- 
ceeded. He  was  afraid,  however,  the 
benefits  received  in  that  direction  had 
not  by  any  means  compensated  for  the 
injuries  the  farmers  had  received  from 
the  repeal  of  the  tax  on  other  grounds. 
The  repeal  of  the  tax  benefited  the 
farmer  in  so  much  as  it  enabled  them  to 
use  malt  freely  as  food  for  cattle.  It 
had,  however,  another  effect,  and  that 
was  that,  by  the  admission  of  a  great 
variety  of  substitutes  for  malt  in  the 
manufacture  of  beer,  the  price  of  barley 
had  been  very  considerably  depreciated. 
Under  ordinary  circumstances,  a  depre- 
ciation of  the  price  of  barley  would  pro- 
bably have  been  treated  by  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench  as  a 
matter  of  comparatively  small  import- 
ance ;  but  he  could  not  believe  the  Go- 
vernment would  regard  with  indifference 
this  result  of  a  measure  which  was  in- 
troduced by  themselves  with  the  special 
object,  as  the  House  understood,  and  as 
ho  believed  the  Government  acknow- 
ledged, of  conferring  a  benefit  upon  the 
agricultural  interest  of  England.  What 
he  ventured  to  propose  was  this,  and  he 
was  sanguine  enough  to  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  disposed 
to  entertain  the  proposition  which  it  was 
intended  to  make  on  behalf  of  the  agri- 
cultural class — what  he  would  propose 
would  be  this — that  in  future  they  should 
not  prohibit  the  use  of  rice  or  maize,  or 
other  substitutes  for  malt,  in  the  manu- 
facture of  beer ;  but  it  should  be  made 
obligatory  upon  the  persons  using  such 
substitutes  to  declare  and  publish  the 
fact.  He  had  been  reliably  informed 
that  the  beer  manufactured  out  of  such 
articles  was  of  an  inferior  and  unwhole- 
some quality;  an  injury  was  inflicted 
upon  the  public  at  large  ;  and,  therefore, 
if  beer  was  made  from  such  articles,  let 
it  be  stated.  If  the  public  chose  to  drink 
beer  made  from  rice  and  maize,  and  the 
like,  it  was  their  business,  and  not  his  ; 
but  he  was  confident  that  if  it  was  gene- 
rally known  that  beer  was  made  from 
articles  of  this  description,  the  British 
public  would  soon  exhibit  a  preference 
for  beer  made  from  malt  and  hops.  If 
the  Committee  adopted  his  suggestion, 
they  would  discourage  the  public  from 
making  use  of  a  beverage  of  an  inferior 
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and  unwholesome  charaoter,  and  tbey 
would  create  a  larger  demand  for  barley, 
and  in  that  way  they  would  convert  the 
repeal  of  the  tax,  which  was  intended 
to  be  a  boon  to  the  farmers,  from  an 
injury  into  a  real  benefit  to  the  ag^cul- 
tural  interest.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  the  question  into 
his  consideration,  and  that  he  would  see 
his  way  to  introduce  into  his  Bill  some 
clause  which  would  have  the  effect  he 
had  described.  While  the  adoption  of 
his  proposition  could  inflict  no  injustice 
upon  anyone,  it  would  confer  a  con- 
siderable boon  upon  the  distressed  agri- 
culturists ;  and  if  the  Government  would 
not  take  the  matter  in  hand  he  should 
be  obliged  to  do  so  himself. 

Mb.  WATNEY  agreed  with  the  speech 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
the  whole  brewing  trade  were  paying 
2«.  per  quarter  more  under  the  I3eer 
Duty  than  under  the  old  Malt  Tax  and 
Brewing  Licence  Duty ;  but,  while  that 
was  the  case,  many  of  the  larger  brewers 
were  paying  3«.  a -quarter  more  than 
they  had  previously  done ;  and  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  fact  that,  when  the  question  was 
under  discussion  in  1880,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  asking  the  House  to 
adopt  his  Beer  Duty,  stated  that  he  only 
wanted  something  like  a  fair  equivalent 
with  a  turn  of  the  scale  in  favour  of  the 
Government.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  he  had  given  brewers 
relief  from  vexatious  restrictions  which 
existed  under  the  Malt  Tax ;  but  those 
vexatious  restrictions  might  have  been 
removed  without  doing  away  with  the 
Malt  Tax.  Still,  for  removing  these  re- 
strictions, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  1880,  said  the  trade  must  pay 
U.  per  quarter  ;  and,  as  the  Government 
agreed  they  were  now  getting  2«.  extra 
per  quarter,  ho  hoped  that  at  some 
future  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  the  brewers  back  the  extra 
\8.  a-quarter  he  had  exacted  from  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  the 
revenue  from  the  Beer  Duty  did  not 
come  up  to  his  anticipations.  He  (Mr. 
Watney)  did  not  know  whether  he  ought 
to  be  glad  or  not ;  but  that  was  in  con- 
sequence of  the  depression  of  trade. 
The  beer  trade,  in  times  of  depression, 
Buffered  like  all  other  trades.  Within 
tlie  last  four  years  the  total  consumption 
of  malt  had  decreased  10  per  cent.  It 
must  not,  however,  be  supposed  that  the 
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brewers  did  not  pay  as  muoh  per  qnaiter. 
The  truth  was  that  brewing  had  been 
depressed  just  as  had  been  the  case  with 
the  general  trade  of  the  country.  He 
hoped  that  at  no  distant  date  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  take  a 
more  liberal  view  of  the  trade,  and 
remit  the  extra  1«.  he  was  now  receiring 
from  them. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  re- 
viewed,  in  a  very  interesting  manner,  the 
general  policy  of  his  Budgets  of  the  last 
two  years;  but  there  was  one  subject 
which  formed  part  of  the  Budget  d 
1880  to  which  the  right  hon.  Genueman 
had  not  alluded,  and   with  regard  to 
which  he  would  like  to  address  a  fev 
observations  to  the  Committee — he  meant 
the  increase  in  the  spirit  licences  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  proposed. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
said  that  evening  he  had  no  revenue  to 
give  away.     He  was  not  about  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  any  re- 
mission of  taxation  ;  but  he  did  wish  to 
draw  his  attention  for  a  minute  or  tvo 
to  the  subject  of  that  increase,  and  to 
the  results  of  it.     When  the  increase  of 
taxation  upon  spirit  licences  was  intro- 
duced in  lb80,  he  ventured  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  the  pressure,  and,  as  it  seemed 
to   him,  under  the  circumstances,  the 
unjust    pressure,   which   that   taxation 
caused,  especially  about  the  middle  of 
the  scale.   At  the  present  time,  if  a  maa 
occupied  a  house  rated  at  £50  a-jear, 
he  paid  for  his  licence  50  per  cent;  if 
his  house  was  rated  at  £100,  he  paid 
30  per  cent ;  if  his  house  was  rated  at 
£400,  he  paid  10  per  cent;  andif  hii 
house  was  rated  at  £1,000  a-year,  he 
paid  6  per  cent.     Now,  the  Committee 
would    see   that  was  not  a   very  just 
scale  of  charge.      In   1880   there  was 
a  feeling  that  the  sum  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of   the  Exchequer   estimated  to 
obtain   from   such  a  source  should  h^ 
so    obtained.     The    Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,   in    1880,   estimated  to  g®' 
£305,000  from  that  change  of  taxatio^ 
Now,   in   the  year  1880-1  he  receiw 
£432,730  from   the   increase  on   spint 
licences ;    and   in  the  year   1881-2  **• 
received  within   £12,000  of  the  same 
amount ;  so  that  during  these  two  jo^ 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  oh- 
i  tainod  from  spirit  licences  as  much  ^ 
I  £120,000  a-year  more  than  the  estimate 
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te  in  1880.  What  was  the  reason 
le  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Bcl  that  increased  charge  upon 
icenoes  ?  He  justified  himself  by 

attention  to  the  Beport  of  the 

Committee  upon  Intemperance, 
had  recommended  an  increase  in 
arge  for  spirit  licences.  It  was, 
3T,  notorious  that  that  Committee 
it  of  consideration  one  circum- 

which  was  well  known  to  every 
sr  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
illy  to  those  who,  like  himself, 
mted  a  large  town.  It  was  true 
lad  virtually  been  no  increase  of 
d  houses  in  the  United  King- 
In  the  year  1880-1  the  increase  of 
licences  in  England  and  Wales 
nder  220 ;  therefore,  there  had 
ratically  no  increase,  and  the  mo- 

of  existing  licences  had  been  for 
;  series  of  years  preserved.  It 
n  the  ground  that  the   present 

possessed  that  monopoly,  and 
Lore  was  practically  no  increase  in 
mber  of  licensed  houses,  that  the 
Lon.  Gentleman  proposed  the  ad- 
I  charge.  But  it  must  be  known 
..  Members  that  licensed  houses 
abject  to  the  competition  of  clubs, 
dly  in  the  large  boroughs.  In  the 
ph  of  Salford,  which  he  had  the 
*  to  represent,  there  was  a  con- 
)le  number  of  political  and  other 
He  looked  with  favour  upon  many 
te  institutions,  because  he  believed 
ad  been,  and  were,  doing  for  the 
ig  classes  what  clubs  for  the  higher 

of  the  community  had  done  for 
yre  wealthy  and  favoured  classes. 
3  the  clubs  in  Pall  Mall  destroyed 
ide  of  many  public-houses  of  the 
time,  so  the  political  clubs  which 
I  for  the  advantage  of  the  working 
md  which  were  doing  good  work 

way  of  social  improvement,  had 
r  diminished  the  trade  of  licensed 
.  That  was  one  reason,  and,  to 
nd,  a  very  strong  reason,  which 
mitted,  in  1880,  against  the  heavy 
se  in  spirit  licences,  especially  upon 
.  rated  at  from  £50  to  £150 
,  To-night  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
n  what  in  this  part  of  the  House 
be  considered  the  most  satisfac- 
>rtion  of  his  Statement,  told  them 
iving  to  the  altered  habits  of  the 

there  had  been  a  g^eat  decline  in 
ink  revenue,  and  that,  in  the  right 
Gentleman's  own  words,    ''there 
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has  been  a  real  and  serious  decrease  in 
the  consumption  of  intoxicating  drink." 
That  statement  was  exactly  in  accordance 
with  his  (Mr.  Arnold's)  own  observation 
amongst  the  large  population  from  which 
he  came.  He  believed  it  was  perfectly 
true,  and  to  him  it  was  a  matter  of  gp*eat 
satisfaction,  that  there  was  a  sensible 
decrease  in  the  consumption  of  intoxi- 
cating drink.  The  fact,  however,  to 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  borne  testimony  strengthened  very 
considerably  the  claim  of  the  holders 
of  spirit  licences.  No  society  or  body 
of  persons  had  asked  him  to  make  the 
observations  he  now  offered  to  the  Com- 
mittee ;  he  was  simply  moved  to  make 
them  from  his  own  observation  of  what 
he  considered  to  be  the  improvement 
that  was  going  on  amongst  the  large 
populations  of  the  towns  and  the  diffi- 
culties under  which  the  smaller  classes 
of  licensed  houses  were  suffering  from 
the  increase  of  taxation.  And  con- 
sidering that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  received,  and  was  re- 
ceiving, at  least  £120,000  a-year  more 
than  the  sum  he  calculated  upon  from 
this  source,  he  (Mr.  Arnold)  did  hope 
that,  not  on  this  occasion  perhaps,  but 
on  another  occasion  when  he  hadBevenue 
to  give  away,  he  would  bear  in  mind  the 
claims  which  this  class  of  people — espe- 
cially those  in  houses  rated  at  from  £50 
to  £150  a-year — had  on  his  considera- 
tion. There  was  only  one  other  subject 
upon  which  he  desired  to  say  a  word, 
and  that  was  the  largely  -  increased 
Vote  to  be  asked  from  Parliament  in 
aid  of  Cyprus.  As  he  intended  to  oppose 
that  Vote — and  he  now  gave  Notice  of 
that  intention — he  would  not  offer  many 
remarks  on  this  occasion.  He  would  only 
say  that  last  year,  when  the  Colonial 
Office  presented  a  prosperity  Budget,  and 
seemed  particularly  satisfied  in  regard  to 
their  policy  concerning  Cyprus,  he  had 
ventured  to  say — of  course,  making  al- 
lowance for  the  fact  that  the  present 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  was  at 
that  time  extremely  new  to  his  Office, 
and  for  the  fact  that  the  Government 
was  not  responsible  for  our  present  con- 
nection with  the  Island — that  the  figures 
would  not  turn  out  to  realize  the  expec- 
tations placed  before  the  House.  He 
should  be  failing  in  his  duty  if,  in  regard 
to  the  Charge  for  Cyprus,  he  did  not  op- 
pose the  Vote.  They  were  told  it  was 
Lord  Kimberley's  hope  that  he  might  he 
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able  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £40,000  a- 
year ;  but  what  did  that  mean  ?  He  had 
no  doubt  it  was  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  anticipated  that  in  future 
years  he  might  obtam  the  assent  of  the 
Porte  to  the  deduction  from  the  tribute 
which  we  were  liable  to  pay  in  respect 
of  Cyprus  of  the  amount  which  was  due 
under  the  Guarantee  of  this  country  in 
regard  to  the  Loan  of  1855.  But  that 
would  not  be  reducing  the  cost  of  Cyprus 
to  this  country  by  £40,000  a-year,  be- 
cause this  country  was  entitled  to  receive 
from  the  Porte  the  payment  of  the  gua- 
ranteed interest.  The  whole  condition 
and  management  of  the  Island  of  Cyprus 
seemed  to  him  to  be  highly  unsatisfac- 
tory, and  he  hoped  that  when  he  fulfilled 
his  promise  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
Yote  he  should  receive  the  support  of 
the  House. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  was 
understood  to  say  he  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  a  Question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  but,  in 
his  absence,  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  no  doubt,  would 
answer.  On  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House  the  point  of  the  grant  in 
aid  of  Highway  rates  was  not  quite  clear. 
They  understood  that  a  sum  of  about 
£250,000  was  to  be  applied  to  this  pur- 
pose, and  ho  was  not  going  now  to  criti- 
cize the  amount  nor  the  mode  of  raising 
it.  As  he  understood  it,  it  was  a  pro- 
visional Vote  of  small  amount,  and,  in 
the  mode  of  collecting,  it  did  not  fall 
upon  the  traffic  which  caused  the  wear 
and  tear.  But  in  what  way  was  it  pro- 
posed to  dispense  it — according  to  mile- 
age of  turnpike  road,  or  of  main  road,  or 
of  cost,  or  how  ?  Would  not  the  sim- 
plest way  of  applying  it  be  to  hand  it 
over  to  the  county  authorities,  saying, 
''There,  that  is  the  sum  we  give  you 
as  a  mileage  grant  ?  "  He  did  not 
know  whether  that  was  the  way  in 
which  the  Government  proposed  to  do 
it.  There  were  two  or  three  other  sub- 
jects in  which  he  was  interested,  which 
would,  no  doubt,  be  amply  discussed 
when  they  were  reached.  He  greatly 
regretted  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  not  seen  his  way  to  ex- 
tending the  limit  of  house  assessment 
in    respect    of    private-house   licences, 

farticularly  in  the  case  of  farm-houses, 
f  he  bad  done  so  the  advantages  would 
have  been  greatly  appreciated,  whilst 
the  loss  to  tlie  Exchequer  would  have 
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been  infinitesimal.  Tlieee  people  paid 
more  under  the  Beer  Tax  than  tney  did 
under  the  Malt  Tax,  and  he  hoped  thit 
when  the  Committee  came  to  this  subject 
they  would  fully  discuss  it.  He  did  not 
know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  see  hia  way  to  making  the 
change  he  proposed  this  year ;  but  pro- 
bably some  other  year  he  woidd  be  in  a 
position  to  propose  it.  There  were,  no 
doubt,  many  other  subjects  about  whidi 
they  would  hear  more,  and  about  which 
questions  would  be  asked.  Eor  instance^ 
they  were  told  that  a  large  amount  was 
required  for  Post  Office  and  Telegraph 
OfBce  buildings,  and  he  must  aaj  it 
seemed  hard  that  this  charge  should  be 
paid  in  on^  year.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
it  should  rather  have  been  a  debt  spread 
over  three  or  four  years,  especially  aa  the 
increased  revenue  from  this  souroe  was 
£200,000  this  last  year.  If  the  Poet- 
master  General  had  been  present  he 
might  have  explained  the  matter. 

Mb.  DODDS  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  referred  to  the  very  important 
chanfi^s  introduced  by  him  last  year 
in  relation  to  the  Probate  and  Legacy 
Duties,  and  had  given  the  Committee 
particulars  of  some  of  those  changet. 
Having,  on  several  previous  oocasione, 
brought  the  whole  of  those  changes 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
it  was  extremely  gratifying  to  him  (Mr. 
Dodds)  personally  to  find  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  reported  so  very  favour- 
ably as  to  the  whole  of  them.  He  would, 
however,  remind  the  Committee  that  a 
year  had  not  elapsed  since  those  changes 
were  adopted,  and  that  for  only  a  short 
period  had  they  been  in  active  operation 
in  Somerset  House ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, all  the  more  satisfactory  to  reoeire 
so  favourable  a  report  as  to  their  opera- 
tion. When  these  changes  were  better 
understood  throughout  the  country  they 
would,  he  had  no  doubt,  be  still  more 
favourably  received,  and  prove  satiafao- 
tory  alike  to  the  Government  and  to  the 
public.  He  (Mr.  Dodds)  had  lool^ed 
forward  very  anxiously  for  that  Finan- 
cial Statement,  and  had  indulge  the 
earnest  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  see  his  way  to  take  a  f  urihtf 
step  very  much  in  advance  of  that  takea 
last  year  in  the  direction  of  reforming 
the  death  duties.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  himself  stated  last  year  that 
he  was  oidy  able  to  deal  with  the  firings 
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f  the  flubjeot  on  that  oooasion,  and  that 
ontiderable  elbow-room  would  be  re- 
uired  to  enable  the  House  to  deal 
omprehensively  with  the  remaining 
nomalies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ad  last  year  referred  especially  to 
luree  anomalies — ^three  gross  anomalies 
e  termed  them — in  connection  with 
bese  death  duties.  The  first  was  the 
jtal  exemption  of  property  held  in 
lortmain  ;  secondly,  the  great  difiPe- 
eooe  in  the  charges  upon  settled  and 
nsetUed  personalty ;  and,  thirdly,  the 
iode  of  charging  the  devolution  of  in- 
lOtitance  upon  real  property.  He  (Mr. 
)oddB)  had  indulged  the  sanguine  hope 
liat  some  one  at  least  of  mese  gross 
aomalies  would  have  been  dealt  with 
n  the  present  occasion.  He  contended 
bat  the  death  duty  was  strictly  a 
harge  upon  the  capital  left  by  a  de- 
eaaed  person,  and  that  it  should  be 
harged  at  a  uniform  rate  upon  all  per- 
onSy  irrespective  of  consanguinity,  and 
ipon  every  description  of  property.  Con- 
anguinity,  he  contended,  should  for  that 
mrpose  be  disregarded,  and,  as  the  right 
ion.  Gentleman  had  stated,  the  question 
ronld  have  to  be  considered  and  dis- 
KMed  of  by  the  House.  In  connection 
rith  this  matter,  he  wished  to  remind 
he  Oommittee  of  one  or  two  gross 
aomalies  in  connection  with  the  charge 
tpon  real  property.  It  was  alleged  that 
eal  property  was  unduly  burdened,  and 
hat  relief  from  local  taxation  was 
iigently  required  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Dodds) 
legged  to  point  out  that  real  property 
ras  entirely  free  from  any  tax  of  an 
nalog^us  character  to  the  Probate  Duty 
harged  upon  personalty ;  whilst  the 
Inocession  Duties  charged  upon  real 
oroperty,  which  he  had  always  under- 
tooid  were  intended  to  be  about  equiva- 
mt  in  amount  to  the  charge  imposed 
ipon  personalty  in  the  form  of  Legacy 
>ixty,  was  very  much  smaller  in  propor- 
lon  to  the  value  of  the  real  estate 
harged  than  the  Legacy  Duty  as  now 
evied  upon  personalty.  In  a  recent 
ase  which  had  come  under  his  (Mr. 
)odd8's)  own  cognizance,  a  small  rever- 
ionary  interest  in  personalty  had  been, 
rom  circumstances,  no  doubt,  of  an  ex- 
eptional  and  peculiar  character,  charged 
a  Uie  form  of  Probate  and  Legacy  Du- 
tes  very  many  times  in  excess  of  the 
monnt  that  would  have  been  charged 
tpon  a  similar  amount  of  real  property. 
lad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seen  lus 


way  to  assimilate  the  death  duties 
on  real  property  to  similar  duties  now 
charged  upon  personal  property,  he 
would  have  been  in  a  position  to  afford 
adequate  relief  to  the  local  taxpayer 
by  contributions  from  the  Consolidated 
Eund  for  a  variety  of  purposes  ;  and  he 
ventured  to  think  that  had  that  course 
been  adopted,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have   been  able  to  redeem  his 

5 remise  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
[ember  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  E.  W. 
Harcourt),  by  making  his  proposed  con- 
tribution of  £250,000  per  annum  to- 
wards the  repairing  of  main  roads  and 
highways,  without  resorting  to  any  other 
taxation,  or  increasing  the  duty  charged 
upon  carriages.  However  much  he  (Mr. 
Dodds)  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  been  able  to  deal 
with  the  subject  on  the  present  occasion, 
he  most  earnestly  indulged  the  hope 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  might 
continue  to  hold  the  Office  of  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  until  the  state  of  Busi- 
ness in  that  House  enabled  him  to  deal 
exhaustively  with  these  death  duties. 
He  felt  sure,  if  such  was  the  case,  he 
would  sweep  away  the  remaining  ano- 
malies, and  especiidly  the  gross  anomalies 
to  which  he  himself  adverted  last  year. 

Mb.  moss  was  sure  the  brewers 
would  be  glad  to  hear  the  high  compli- 
ment the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  paid 
them,  and,  in  their  name,  he  thanked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
what  he  had  said.  He  had  expressed 
his  acknowledgments  to  them  for  the 
manner  in  which  they  had  assisted  the 
officers  of  the  Government  in  the  col- 
lection of  the  Beer  Tax,  and  he  (Mr. 
Moss)  would,  on  their  part,  take  this 
opportunity  of  thanking  the  officers  of 
the  Excise  for  the  able  and  courteous 
manner  in  which  they  had  performed 
their  part  of  the  duty.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  said  that  the 
Beer  Tax  had  not  realized  the  amount 
he  had  anticipated.  Well,  one  could 
scarcely  be  surprised  at  that,  because, 
up  to  this  moment,  they  had  not  been 
told  how  much  of  the  duty  had  been 
thrown  away  by  permitting  private  per- 
sons to  brew  without  taking  note  of 
the  quantity  they  consumed.  It  could 
be  shown,  he  thought,  that  the  private 
licences,  amounting  to  £46,000,  repre- 
sented from  160,000  to  200,000  quarters 
of  malt.  The  gain  to  the  Exchequer, 
through  substituting  a  Beer  for  a  Malt 
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Duty,  had  been  something  like£800y000, 
but  that  had  not  come  from  the  pockets 
of  the  brewers.  The  brewers  were 
merely  the  collectors  of  the  tax — they 
collected  it  from  those  who  consumed 
the  beer.  The  consumers  of  the  beer 
were  the  wage-earning  class,  and  it  was 
£rom  their  pockets  that  this  £800,000 
came.  This  sum  took  the  place  of  an 
Income  Tax  of  \d.  in  the  pound  on  the 
wage-earning  class.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  introducing  his  Bill 
for  the  change  of  the  Malt  Duty  into 
a  Beer  Duty,  said  that  the  result  of 
the  change  would  leave  a  simple  balance 
— ^just  a  turn — in  favour  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  now  said  that  he  had 
obtained  an  additional  duty  of  2«.  per 
quarter.  He  (Mr.  Moss)  said  that  he 
held  in  his  hand  a  statement  of  the 
actual  duty  paid  by  a  large  maltster, 
showing  that,  during  a  period  of  five 
years,  he  had  actually  paid  20«.  bd,  per 
quarter,  so  that,  as  the  duty  now  charged 
was  equal  to  24«.  2d,  per  quarter, 
that  was  an  increase  of  d«.  %d.  per 
quarter.  It  had  been  said  that  takmg 
the  duty  off  malt  would  bring  about  a 
change  which  had  been  very  much 
sought  after  by  the  agricultural  in- 
terests of  the  country.  Well,  it  was 
true  the  agriculturists  were  always 
anxious  for  relief  in  this  matter,  not 
that  they  wished  the  change  to  be  from 
the  Malt  to  the  Beer  Duty,  but  they 
desired  that  the  burden  on  their  trade 
should  be  lightened  and  placed  some- 
where else,  to  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  conducting  their  business  suc- 
cessfully. The  agriculturists  had  been 
deceived  into  the  belief  that  the  effect 
of  the  change  would  be  to  lead  to  the 
consumption  of  a  greater  amount  of 
home-grown  barley,  of  a  superior  and 
medium  quality,  whereas  it  had  simply 
led  to  a  larger  consumption  of  low- 
class  foreign- grown  barley.  It  was  a 
matter  of  no  consequence  to  the  brewer 
what  he  used.  Ho  might  as  well  use 
foreign  barley,  or  a  worse  class  of  bar- 
ley, as  he  now  paid  on  the  result  of 
the  operation,  and  not  on  the  quality  of 
the  niaterial.  Of  course,  the  pale  ale 
brewers  used  the  best  barley ;  but  the 
lower  class  was  used  in  enormous  quan- 
tities by  ordinary  brewers  who  now  paid 
duty  on  result.  And  foreign  barleys  had 
not  yet  been  introduced  into  the  country 
quite  to  the  extent  he  believed  they  would 
be.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that,  in  the 


future,  very  large  quantitiefl  would  be 
imported.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  congratulated  the  county 
upon  the  advance  of  temperanoe.  u 
they  would  turn  to  the  Blue  Book  oon- 
containing  the  result  of  the  labours  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  in  that  Hoose^ 
to  consider  the  subject  of  Temperance, 
some  time  ago,  they  would  aee  it  stated  in 
evidence  by  one  of  the  principal  London 
brewers,  that  so  far  from  the  London 
brewers  desiring  the  spread  of  intem- 
perance, it  was  tiie  greatest  obstacle  to 
the  increase  of  their  trade;  and  that 
there  were  no  greater  advocates  of  tem- 
perance than  the  brewers  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  (Mr.  Moss)  fully  en- 
dorsed the  view  of  this  genUeman,  and 
congratulated  the  country  on  the  spnsd 
of  temperance.  He  trusted  the  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  do  all 
that  lay  in  his  power  to  cause  it  to 
spread  further.  It  benefited  the  ooontiy, 
and  he  was  sure  the  brewers  would  be 
found  as  strong  advocates  of  that  whidi 
advanced  the  interests  of  the  oountiy 
as  anyone  outside  their  particular  trade. 
It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  have  been 
able  to  make  a  change  in  the  Beer 
Duty  this  year,  looking  at  the  state  of 
the  Bevenue ;  still  he  thought  the  dntj 
had  been  heavier  than  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  could  have  anticipated.  Am 
time  went  on,  and  we  had  good  seasoni, 
and  the  quality  of  the  barley  improTod, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  charge  of 
duty  per  quarter  would  be  much  larger 
than  when  seasons  and  the  quality  of  the 
barley  were  bad.  In  conclusion,  as  he 
had  said  before,  the  increased  taxation, 
in  consequence  of  the  change  which  had 
been  made  in  the  duty,  fell  not  upon  the 
brewers,  but  upon  the  consumers. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  would  not  detain  the  Committee  more 
than  two  or  three  moments,  his  object 
being  to  support,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  contention  of  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Coventry  (Mr.  Wills)  in  regard  to  the 
Tobacco  Duties.  He  had  more  than 
once  endeavoured  to  bring  this  subject 
before  the  House,  but  had  not  been  soo* 
cessful ;  and  now  that  he  had  an  oppo^ 
tunity  he  would  remind  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  how  hardly  these  duties 
pressed  on  the  working  classes,  and  hov 
desirable  it  was  that  they  should  be 
lightened.  The  first  step  towards  light- 
ening them,  he  thought,  ought  to  be  the 
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)olition  of  the  additional  duty  imposed 
I  tobacco  in  1878  by  the  right  hon. 
BTonet  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
lir  Stafford  Northcote).  The  result  of 
e  addition  to  the  tax  in  that  year  was 
)ry  slightly  to  increase  the  Hevenue, 
it  to  cause  a  much  more  inferior  article 

be  supplied  to  the  working  classes. 

was  perfectly  plain  that  the  article 
ust  be  worse  considering  that  the  duty 
id  been  raised,  although  not  to  a  very 
rge  extent,  without  the  price  to  the 
»n8umer  having  been  enhanced.    Up 
<  the  year  1878  the  Hevenue  had  in- 
eased  by  large  jumps.     In    1871    it 
icreased  £174,000  over  the  preceding 
H&r,  in  1872  the  increase  was  £209,000, 
I  1873  £223,000,  and  so  on,  until  in 
177  the  increase  was  £243,000  over  the 
receding  year.    The  increase  in  the 
aty  was  £388,000  in  1878,  owing  to 
le  additional  id.  imposed  by  the  Chan- 
dlor   of  the  Exchequer.     The   actual 
aportation  of  tobacco  diminished.     In 
le  following  year  the   duty  increased 
ightly,  and  there  was  a  similar  de- 
-ease  of  imports;  so  that  at  present, 
hilat  we  have  an  advance  of  £47,000 
I  the  duty  on  last  year,  the  consump- 
on  of  tobacco  was  about  500,000lbs.  less 
lan  it  was  in  1877,  the  year  before  the 
ew  duty  was    imposed.    It   was  not 
enerally  known  how  far  the  working 
lasses  suffered  from    these  enormous 
uties  on  tobacco.    For  every  Sd,  the 
rorking  man  spent  in  tobacco  about  2d. 
rent  to  the  Eevenue.    When  the  To- 
aoco  Duty  was  increased  in  1878,  it  was 
he  custom  of  the  tobacconists  to  sell 
obacco  to  the  working  classes  at  the 
ate  of  3d.  an  oz.,  which  made  48  pence, 
r  4«.  per  lb.     How  did  the  tobacconists 
btain  their  profit?    They  had  to  pay 
if.  2d.  to  the  Kevenue,  they  paid  about 
\d.  for  the  tobacco,  and  their  profit  was 
id,,  that  being  increased  10  per  cent  by 
Qoisture  added  to  the  tobacco.     After 
878   it  was  found  that  the  working 
lasses  would  not  stand  an  advance  on 
he  price  of  their  tobacco,  and  a  simple 
)roceM  had  to  be  resorted  to.     Ten  per 
sent  of  water  was  added  to  the  tobacco, 
hus  enabling  the  increased  duty  to  be 
>aid,  and  keeping  the  price  of  the  tobacco 
it  its  original  amount.  He  hoped  that  the 
loble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish), 
irho  was  listening  for  the  Chancellor  of 
^e  Exchequer,  would  reflect  on  the  great 
bardship  to  the  working  classes  of  this 
BQctra  4d.  on  tobacco,  which,  while  it  did 


not  add  much  to  the  Hevenue,  deterio- 
rated so  seriously  that  which  was  almost 
the  only  luxury  of  these  people.  On 
another  point  he  wished  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  they 
had  come  to  any  arrangement  with  the 
Turkish  Government  for  the  remission 
of  the  Bevenue  of  Cyprus,  which  we  had 
impounded  on  behalf  of  France  ?  Unless 
Turkey  agreed  to  it  the  transaction  was 
one  of  doubtful  character,  and  scarcely 
consistent  with  the  undertaking  upon 
which  we  took  over  the  government  of 
Cyprus.  We  took  it  on  the  understand- 
ing that  we  were  to  pay  over  to  the 
Porte  so  much  a  year ;  but  we  did  not 
take  power  to  impound  money  belong- 
ing to  Turkey.  We  might  have  a  right 
to  impound  revenues  on  account  of  what 
was  owing  to  ourselves ;  but  it  was  rather 
remarkable  that  we  should  act  as  the 
assignees  of  France,  unless  Turkey  had 
agreed  that  we  should  do  so. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  was 
sure  the  Committee  had  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  very  lucid  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.     He  had  taken 
his  Estimates  verv  judiciously,  and  the 
Committee  must  reel  that  he  had  acted 
wisely.     At    the  same  time,   he  (Mr. 
Fowler)  was  anxious  to  say  this — and  in 
12  months'  time  hon.  Members  would 
know  whether  he  was  right  or  not — that 
he  believed,  and  hoped,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Estimate  of  the  Ke- 
venue  of  the  country  would  be  very 
much  exceeded  by  the  actual  receipts. 
It  was  a  remarkable  thing  that  during 
the  period  to  which  reference  had  been 
made—say,  from  1872  to  1878  or  1879 
— while  it  was  notorious  that  the  trade 
of  the  country  was  not  in  a  prosperous 
condition,  the  Revenue  kept  up  much 
better  than  could  have  been  expected. 
Well,  now   everyone  was  agreed  that 
the  trade  of  the  country  was  reviving ; 
nevertheless,  they  did  not  see  those  evi- 
dences of  it  in  the  Revenue  of  the  coun- 
try which  they  might  have   expected. 
His   explanation   of    it  was  this — that 
either  when  trade  declined  or  revived 
the  last  thing  to  be  affected  was  the 
Revenue.     They  knew  that  one  great 
item  of  Revenue  was  Excise,  and  par- 
ticularly those  duties  which  the  nght 
hon.    Gentleman    had    called    **  Drink 
duties."     The  circumstances,   he  took 
it,   were  these.       When  the  working 
dasses  got  good  wages  a  good  deal  of 
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it  went  in  drink.    It  was  unfortunate ; 
but  it  was,  nevertheless,  the  fact.    They 
might  all  lament  it ;  but  it  was  a  fact 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Members  of  the  House  had  to 
boar  in  mind.    On  the  other  hand,  when 
times  were  bad  the  working  classes  be- 
came economical,  and  retrenched  their 
consumption  of  drink.     They  did   not 
begin  again  to  drink  largely  when  times 
improved  and  their  wages    increased. 
Therefore,   the  right    hon.   Gentleman 
might  possibly  find  his  Estimates  ex- 
ceeded during  the  coming  year.     He 
threw  this  out,  because  he  thought  it 
well  that  it  should  be  remembered  that 
this  question  of  Kevenue  and  Kevenue 
facilities  was  guided  by  given  laws.    He 
thought  the  Prime  Minister  would  come 
down  next  year  and  tell  the  House  that 
the  Estimates  of  Bevenue  had  been  very 
much  exceeded.     He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  right  in 
taking  cautious  Estimates;  but  neither 
he  nor  the  noble  Lord  could  claim  next 
year  that  it  was  owing  to  their  good 
management  that  the    Estimates    had 
been  exceeded,  because  he  thought  it 
was  a  thing  the  House  might  legiti- 
mately look  forward  to.    He  thoroughly 
agreed  with  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  great  import- 
ance, under  all  circumstances,  of  havine 
a  Surplus.     He  only  wished  they  could 
do  more  in  the  way  of  making  a  Surplus 
for  the  purpose  of  reducing  the  National 
Debt.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
drawn  a  picture  of  what  had  been  done 
in  America  and  in  the  different  countries 
of  Europe,  particularly  France ;  and  it 
was  gratifying  to  see  that  he  adhered  to 
the  policy  of  always  having  a  Surplus ; 
and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  Estimates 
— barring  accidents,  such  as  wars  and 
famines,    and    events  which  were   not 
anticipated — would  produce  more  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  expected.    He 
should  like  to  make  a  remark  with  re-  ! 
gard  to  the  Wine  Duties.     It  was  true 
they  were  not  going  to  deal  with  them 
this  year ;  but  they  had  been  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
speech.     During  a  visit  he  had  recently 
made  to  the  Cape,  he  had  found  a  very  I 
strong  feeling  existing  there  to  the  effect  i 
that  the   manner  in  which  the  Wine  ] 
Duties  were  levied  was  very  unfair  to-  ; 
wards  the  wine-g^wers  of  the  Colony.  | 
It  was  declared  that  the  alcoholic  test . 
was  such  that  it  prevented  them  from  ', 


Mr.  R.  N.  FewUr 


sendinff  their  wines  to  Europe.    He 
made  this  remark  and  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  to  the  sabjeot 
because,  whenever  the  Government  de- 
termined upon  dealing  with  the  queitlon 
of  the  Wine  Duties — and  there  was  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  it  was  under  their 
consideration — and  there  was  a  great 
change  in  the  taxation  of  the  countiy, 
the  views  of  the  Cape  Colonists  miut 
not  be  lost  sight  of.     He  hojped  some- 
thing would  be  done  to  enable  this  im- 
X>ortant  Colony  to  send  their  wines  into 
this  country.    The  only  change  intro- 
duced by  the  Budget — and  it  was  an 
important  one — was  with  regard  to  the 
duty  on  carriages.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  rather  see  a  duty  on  wheels  thsa 
on  carriages.    He  did  not  represent  aa 
agricultural  constituency,  therefore  he 
must  apologize  to  the  House  for  aUadinc 
to  the  subject;  but  it  oertaudy  seemed 
to  him  that  tiie  roads  in  the  oountiy 
districts  were  out  up,  not  by  carriages, 
but  by  waggons.   In  the  parish  in  which 
he  lived  in  the  country  the  roads  were 
very  much  cut  up  by  the  passage  of 
heavy,  powerful  stone-waggons.  He  and 
others  like  him  had  to  pay  for  this— 
had  to  pay  for  the  damage  done  to  the 
roads  by  those  who  were  carrying  on  an 
important  business  in  the  conveyance  of 
stone.   No  doubt,  the  Government  conld 
not  this  Session  devote  attention  to  more 
subjects  than  they  had  dealt  with— the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unable,  in 
consequence  of  having  only  a  small  Sur- 
plus, to  make  more  change  than  that 
which  was  necessary  in  consequence  of 
the  promise  he  had  held  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire.     He  (Mr.B. 
N.  Fowler)  trusted  the  Government  would 
elaborate  the  idea  thrown  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  in  the 
future  they  would  be  able  to  see  their 
way  to    setting   a   duty  upon  wheeli 
ratner  than  upon  carriages.     No  one 
could  deny  that  the  statement  in  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  introduced 
his  Budget  was  a  most  lucid  one.    It 
was,  of  course,  natural  for  Gentlemen 
whose  interests  had  been  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  speechi 
but  not  dealt  with  in  his  Budget,  to 
take  this  opportunity  of  speaking  df 
them ;  but  the  only  new  proposal  in  the 
Budget — that  with  regard  to  carriages 
— was  one  which  he  did  not  expect  would 
lead  to  much  discussion.     The  Budget 
was  not  a  very  ambitious  one,  and,  no 
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loubti  it  would  reoeiye  the  general  sup- 
port of  the  HouBe. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  said,  that  when  the 
preseat  GK>T6mment  came  into   Office 
the  oonntiy  was  led  to  expect   great 
relief  from  local  taxation ;  but  he  could 
not  Bay  at  present  that  their  expectations 
had  been  realized.  Although  they  grate- 
folly  accepted  the  instalments  they  had 
leceiTed,  they  looked  forward  to  a  great 
deal  more — although  he,  of  course,  ad- 
mitted that  the  state  of  the  Hevenue  did 
not  allow  of  their  having  more  at  pre- 
sent.    As  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposal  affecting  coffee,  no  doubt  it  was 
a  very  good  thing  to  protect  the  public 
from  the  adulteration  of  that  article ; 
but  he  failed  to  see  why  the  same  con- 
sideration should  not  be  extended  to  the 
public  in  regard  to  beer.    They  had  al- 
ways thought  that  genuine  beer  should 
be  made  of  malt  and  hops.     They  found 
it  made  of  all  manner  of  things,   as 
there  was  no  protection  against  adulte- 
ration.    The  Government,  in  protecting 
ooffee,  had  given  them  good  reason  to 
hope  that  the  protection  of  beer  would 
follow.  The  arguments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
on  that  point  were  strong.     It  was  hard 
on  the  brewer  who  sold  the  genuine 
article  made  of  malt  and   hops,  that 
other    brewers    who    manufactured    a 
fporious  article  Jshould  not  be  compelled 
to  declare  its  true  character  to  the  pur- 
ohaser.    As  to  the  relief  given  in  the 
case  of  highways,  he  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  altogether 
understood  the  complaints  of  the  farming 
community.    If  highways  were  opened, 
those  who  used  to  pay  hundreds  and 
thousands  a-year  in  passing  the  turn- 
pikes— brewers  and  the  like — would  pay 
nothing.    People  of  this  kind  had   a 
great  deal  of  very  heavy  traffic  on  the 
roads.     It  was  not  the  light  traffic  that 
wore  the  roads,  but  the  heavy  traffic — 
such  as  brewers'  drays,  which  were  con- 
stantly on  the  road  heavily  laden.      He 
should  have  liked  to  have  seen  some 
scheme  prepared  which  would  compel 
traffic  of  this  sort  to  contribute  to  the 

maintenance  of  the  roads.     There  was  a 

Sint  he  had  noticed  the  other  day  in  a 
lestion  he  had  put  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  which  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  this  opportu- 
nity of  explaining.  He  had  pointed  out 
-—and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  ad- 
Butted  the  accuracy  of  his  figures— that 


the  farming  constituency  in  Mid  Lothian 
paid  less  income  tax  than  people  simi- 
larly situated  in  England.  Some  expla- 
nation should  be  given  of  the  in- 
equality. He  failed  to  see  that  anything 
could  be  said  in  defence  of  the  existing 
principle,  and  he  should  look  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
necessary  relief  in  the  matter.  The 
Scotch  farmers  were  quite  as  well  able 
to  pay  the  income  tax  as  the  English 
farmers.  The  latter  had,  during  recent 
years,  been  paying  on  an  income  they 
had  never  received  ;  and  it  was  only  fair 
that  the  people  of  both  countries  should 
be  treated  alike. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'<(2.)  That,  on  and  after  the  first  day  of 
Janiiary,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty-three,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  imposed 
upon  Carriages  by  the  Act  of  the  thirty-second 
and  thirty-third  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  fourteen,  save  as  hereinafter  provided 
with  respect  to  Hackney  Carriages,  there  shall 
be  granted  and  paid  to  Her  Majesty,  Her  heirs 
and  successors,  in  and  throughout  Great  Bri- 
tain, the  Duties  foUowing  (tli^t  is  to  say) : 
For  every  Carriage — 

£  «.  d. 
If  such  Carriage  shall  have  four 
or  more  wheels,  and  shall  be  of 
the  weight  of  four  hundred 
weight  and  upwards  .  .  .330 
If  such  Carriage  shall  have  less 
than  four  wheels,  or,  having 
four  or  more  wheels,  shall  be  of 
a  less  weight  them  four  hundred 

weight 110 

Provided,  That  Excise  Licences  for  a  Carriage 
deemed  to  be  a  Hackney  Carriage,  by  virtue  of 
« The  Town  Police  Clauses  Act,  1847  '  or  •  The 
General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Act,  1862,'  and  a  Hackney  Carriage,  as  defined 
by  *The  Metropolitan  Stage  Carriage  Act, 
1869,'  shall  continue  to  be  charged  with  the 
existing  Duties." 

8iB  R.  ASSHBTON  CROSS :  I  wish 
to  have  this  matter  made  quite  clear. 
The  Resolution  will  only  apply  to  car- 
riage licences  taken  out  after  the  1st  of 
January  next  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  quite 
correctly  understood  the  intention  of  the 
Resolution. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

(3.)  Eesolvedf  That  the  Duty  of  Excise  on 
vegetable  matter  grown  in  the  United  Kingdom 
applicable  to  the  uses  of  Chicory  or  Coffee 
(other  than  Chicory)  shall  cease  to  be  payable, 
and  the  sale  or  exposure  for  sale  of  any  sudi 
Tegetable  matter  in  imitation  of,  or  mixed  with. 
Chicory  or  Coffee  shall  be  rendered  illegal. 

(4.)  EnoUid,  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  the  Duties  of  Custozoa 
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now  charged  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  of 
August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
two,  until  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-three,  on  importation 
into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  to  say ):  on 

Tea         .        ;        .    the  lb.    0    0    6 

(6.)  Resolved,  That  the  Duties  of  Customs  on 
Vegetable  Matter  applicable  to  the  uses  of 
Chicory  or  Coflfee  (other  than  Chicory)  shall 
cease  to  be  payable,  and  the  Importation  as 
Merchandise  of  any  such  Vegetable  Matter 
mixed  with  Coflfee  or  Chicory  shall  bo  pro- 
hibited. 

(6.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Inland  Revenue  and 
the  Customs. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow^ 
at  Two  of  the  clock ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day. 

PAllLIA^lENTARY  ELECTIONS 

(CORRUPT  AND  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES) 

BILL.— [Bill  21.] 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Secretary  Sir  William 
Hareotirt,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Sir  Charlet  W. 
Dilke,  Mr.  Solicitor  Genial.) 

SECOND   EEADIWO.        [fIBST  WIQIIT.] 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (i/r.  Attorney  General.) 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
Bill  was  one  the  importance  of  which 
could  not  be  too  much  exaggerated. 
He  regretted,  however,  that  the  At- 
torney General  had  not,  after  further 
consideration,  introduced  more  altera- 
tions into  the  Bill,  but  had  presented  it 
again  in  much  the  same  shape  which  it 
assumed  when  it  was  originally  brought 
in  last  Session.  He  entirely  approved 
of  that  House  taking  steps  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  bribery  of  which  they  had  recently 
had  such  startling  revelations  in  the 
Heport  of  the  Commissioners.  The  Act 
of  18-54  did  a  good  deal  at  first  in  the 
way  of  checking  bribery  and  corruption  ; 
but  the  ingenuity  of  lawyers  and  of 
others  concerned  in  elections  subse- 
quently enabled  them  to  evade  many 
of  its  extremely  beneficial  provisions. 
Therefore,  he  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  perfectly  right 
in  bringing  in  another  Bill  to  do  away 
with  the  scandal  which  undoubtedly 
existed.  He  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
Baying  that  if  hon.  Qentitemen  on  his 


side  of  the  House  would  be  guided  hj 
his  advice,  and  that  of  those  who  sat 
with  him,   they  would  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  in  order  to 
take  a  step  in  the  right  direotion  tod 
stop  bribery.     He  thought  the  bribery 
which  went  on  was  a  disgrace  to  tlie 
age ;  and  anything  that  he  could  do  to 
put  a  stop  to  it  he  would  do  to  assiBt  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.    HsTing 
said  this,  he  should  best  dischargee  hii 
duty  by  pointing  out,  in  no  oaptiou 
spirit,  what  he  considered  to  be  Beriooi 
defects  in  the  measure.     He  quite  oob- 
curred  in  the  propriety  of  the  profi- 
sion  which  made  treating  an  offence  on 
the  part,  not  of  the  candidate  only,  bat 
of  all  persons  who  resorted  to  it   Nor 
had  he  any  objection  to  that  part  of  the 
Bill  relating  to  corrupt  practices,  exeept 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  penalties  enacted 
were  far  too  severe.    Indeed,  he  feared 
that  by  their  severity  the  Govemmeat 
would  defeat  the  very  object  they  had 
in  view.    Where  a  candidate  was  gidl^ 
of  corrupt  practices  in  any  shape— whe- 
ther of  bribery,  treating,  undue  mflueiiM, 
or  of  intimidation — no  punishment  ooold 
be  too  severe  for  him ;  but  the  case  wM 
di£ferent  with  regard  to  acts  done  hf 
agents  and  other  persons,  over  whom 
the  candidate  had  practically  little  or  no 
control.    When  they  came  to  the  4th 
section,  where  they  were  dealing  with  a 
candidate  who  had  been  euilty  by  his 
agents,  what  was  the  penalty  they  were 
going  to  impose  upon  him  ?    He  shonU 
never  be  capable  of  again  sitting  in  the 
House  of  Commons  for  such  a  county  or 
borough,  and  if  elected  such  election 
shoula  be  void.    That  was  a  terrible 
penalty.    The  candidate  might  have  no 
knowledge  whatever,  morally  or  practi- 
cally, of  the  corruption.    He  might  be  a 
man  who  had  represented  the  place  for 
many  years,  and  who  had  an  excellent 
character.  He  thought  it  would  be  going 
a  great  deal  too  far  to  impose  such  a 
severe  penalty  as  that.     He  thought 
that  the  tendency  of  the  present  age  in 
all  Criminal  Law  was  rather  to  dimmiah 
than  to  increase  the  penalty.     He  did 
not  want  to  lessen  the  liability  of  the 
candidate,  or  his  agent,  as  it  at  present 
stood ;  but  he  was  strongly  ag^amst  in- 
creasing it  as  proposed.    The  other  can- 
didate might  be  as  guilty,  and  yet  get 
off  scot-free.     He  thought  that  imdne 
severity  would  defeat  its  own  object 
Treachery  might  be  introduced  into  Ike 
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opposite  oamp  j  and  lie  did  not  see  how  | 
a  man  oould  possibly  be  safe  against 
treaohery.  When  they  came  to  the 
^neetion  of  illegal  practices,  they  were 
introducing  quite  a  new  element  into 
the  Law  of  Elections.  These  illegal 
practices,  although  they  rendered  per- 
sons liable  to  a  penalty — and,  very  pro- 
perly, a  heavy  penalty — had  not  the 
same  effect  as  corrupt  practices,  so  far 
as  the  seat  was  concerned.  There  was 
a  great  deal  which  he  would  like  to  see 
stopped  very  much.  It  would  be  well 
to  do  away  absolutely  and  entirely  with 
paid  oanyassers.  There  was  the  ques- 
tion of  conyeyance  of  Toters  to  the  polls. 
He  was  prepared  to  discuss  that  when 
he  came  to  it.  Then  there  was  the 
question  of  placards;  but  he  did  not 
(now  how,  in  the  case  of  a  constituency 
like  Westminster,  a  man  was  to  bring 
his  yiews  before  the  electors,  except  by 
placard,  in  certain  cases.  But,  under 
tills  BUI,  if  a  man  paid  for  the  posting 
of  placards,  he  would  come  under  the 
penalties.  The  next  head  related  to 
dection  expenses.  He  approved  of  the 
attempt  which  the  Attorney  General  had 
made  to  limit  the  expense  of  an  elec- 
tion, because  there  was  no  doubt  that  if 
thej  allowed  extravagant  expenditure, 
somehow  or  other  it  ended  in  bribery  or 
conuption,  or  that  something  was  wrong. 
He  had  always  appreciated  the  great 
difficulty  of  the  House  with  regard  to 
tiiat  question.  It  was  impossible  to 
lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  line  on  the 
subject  of  expenditure.  The  General 
Election  in  1868  did  not  take  place 
until  December.  What  was  the  result  ? 
During  the  whole  of  the  Eecess,  from 
the  time  that  Parliament  was  prorogued 
to  December,  electioneering  work  went 
on.  He  addressed  the  people  of  Lan- 
easter;  but  his  friends  came,  he  thought, 
to  a  very  wise  determination.  They  had 
one  meeting  immediately  after  Parlia- 
ment broke  up,  and  they  agreed  not  to 
speak  for  three  months.  But  he  did  not 
think  everybody  else  took  that  course ; 
and  the  expenses  went  on  increasing 
during  the  whole  of  the  three  months. 
In  1874  the  Election  was  wanted  as  soon 
as  possible.  It  could  not  be  said  that  the 
Electionsof  1868  and  1874  were  conducted 
with  the  same  expenditure.  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  all  the  expenditure,  from 
the  time  of  a  Dissolution  till  the  time  of 
Election,  which  might  be  some  months 
afterwazds,  was  to  he  allowed  ?    There 


was,  of  course,  a  very  great  difference 
on  the  question  of  election  expenditure 
between  the  case  of  a  large  straggling 
county  and  that  of  a  small  borough.   In 
fact,  the  circumstances  of  the  two  were 
as  different  as  they  could  possibly  be. 
He  wanted  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  defi- 
nition in  Clause  55  of  the  time  at  which 
the  expenses  were  to  begin.     He  could 
not  make  out  from  the  Bill  the  time 
when  the  expenditure  was  to  begin. 
That  time  should  be  made  absolutely 
clear.  There  never  had  been  a  rule  that 
a  candidate  must  not  spend  beyond  a  cer- 
tain sum.  But  the  moment  they  laid  down 
a  scale  beyond  which  a  candidate  mi^ht 
not  go,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
they  should  state  in  the  Bill  itself  at 
what  time  the  expenditure  was  to  begin 
and  when  it  was  to  end.     The  Bill  pro- 
vided that  no  payment  or  deposit  was  to 
be  made  by  a  candidate  except  through 
an  election  agent ;  but  the  election  agent 
was  not  to  be  appointed  until  just  be- 
fore the  election.    A  person  might  be  a 
candidate  months  or  years  before  an 
election  took  place.     As  to  the  question 
of  expenses  he  was  referred  to  the  Sche- 
dules. As  he  read  it,  all  the  expenditure 
which  might  legally  take  place  was  con- 
tained in  the  Schedules — tnat  was  to  say, 
the  expenses  you  incurred  under  the 
1st  Schedule  must  be  included  in  the 
2nd.     The   1st  Schedule  showed  how 
many  persons  you  might  employ ;   and 
as  he  read  the  2nd  Schedule,  it  showed 
how  much  money  you  might  spend.  The 
Bill  provided  that  there  should  be  only 
one  election  agent.     He  himself  would 
not  like  to  pay  for  more  than  one.   But 
take  the  case  of  a  large  county.     How 
could  one  agent  have  control  over  what 
was  going  on  in  different  parts  of  the 
county  unless  he  was  allowed  to  appoint 
throughout  the    county  some    persons 
whom  he  could  trust  ?    The  Bill  should 
provide  that  the  agent  should  be  entitled 
to  appoint  a  sub-agent  for  each  polling 
district,  in  order  that  his  instructions 
might  be  carried  out.  The  Bill  provided 
that  the  agent  might  not  vote ;  but  if 
you  employed  your  own  solicitor  to  act 
as  agent,  why  he  could  not  vote  he  (Sir 
E.  Assheton  Cross)  could  not  understand. 
The  Bill  would  prevent  you  from  em- 
ploying as  agent  those  who  were  most 
conversant  with  the  subject  simply  be- 
cause they  were  voters.     He  coula  not 
help  thinking  that  the  Schedules  were 
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drawn  up  by  some  person  who  had  had 
nothing  to  do  with  large  boroughs  or 
counties.  With  regard  to  the  clerks  and 
messengers  that  might  be  employed,  he 
contended  that,  under  the  Bill,  very 
great  inequalities  would  arise;  so  that 
while  in  Westminster,  for  instance,  40 
clerks  and  the  same  number  of  messen- 
gers would  be  employed,  in  East  Surrey 
only  nine  clerks  and  nine  messengers ; 
and  in  Herefordshire,  with  a  consti- 
tuency of  10,000  electors,  there  would 
be  34  clerks  and  34  messengers.  [The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  several 
other  comparisons  between  the  number 
of  clerks  and  messengers  to  be  allowed 
in  boroughs  and  in  counties  to  enforce 
his  objection  to  the  provision  of  the  Bill 
on  the  subject.]  Again,  the  election 
agent  had  to  make  a  return  of  expenses 
within  40  days  from  the  day  of  election, 
according  to  the  very  proper  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  But  what  would  be  the  conse- 
quence ?  A  newly-elected  Member  might 
not  sit  or  vote  until  that  return  had  been 
made  under  penalty  of  £100  for  every 
occasion  on  which  he  sat  or  voted;  and  the 
result  would  surely  be  that  no  Member 
would  take  his  seat  within  a  period  of 
40  days  from  his  election,  unless  he  felt 
absolutely  certain  that  his  agent  had 
complied  with  the  law.  He  submitted 
that  in  the  case  of  a  new  Minister  taking 
Office  after  a  General  Election,  this  part 
of  the  Act  would  have  an  absurd  and 
unintended  effect.  With  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  by  which  an  agent  was  com- 
pelled to  make  up  his  accounts  within  a 
certain  time,  he  cordially  agreed ;  and 
he  held  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  that  the  concealment  of 
election  expenses  was  a  serious  offence. 
But  while  there  was  in  the  Bill  much 
that  he  approved,  there  were  matters  of 
detail,  such  as  the  25th  clause,  to  which 
ho  entertained  a  decided  objection.  That 
clause  provided — 

*^  That  any  elector  letting  a  committee-room 
for  the  purposes  of  an  election,  or  beneficially 
interested  in  the  proceeds  of  such  letting,  is 
prohibited  from  voting  at  the  election." 

There  was  a  great  snare  in  that  clause, 
because,  in  many  cases,  no  meeting  rooms 
could  be  hired  for  the  purposes  of  elec- 
tions, except  public  halls,  which  were 
usually  the  property  of  Companies ;  and 
surely  it  could  not  be  intended  by  the 
framersofthe  Bill  that  the  shareholders  in 
such  Companies  should  be  disqualified  for 
voting  if  meetings  were  held  in  the  build- 
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ings  owned  by  them.    These  and  similar 
details  showed  the  impexf eotions  of  the 
Bill,  but,  were,  after  all,  minor  matten. 
The  measure  had  a  far  more  oonsiderabld 
defect,  to  which  he  felt  bound  to  call  tt- 
tention.  The  authors  of  the  Bill  propooed 
to  inflict  penalties  hitherto  unheard  o( 
which,  he  hoped,  would  not  be  allowed 
to  be  enacted  in  their  present  shape; 
and  the  worst  of  it  all  was  that  the  Bill, 
while  diminishing  the  control  of  a  can- 
didate over  his  ag^nt,  left  the  political 
character  and  Parliamentary  prospect! 
of  the  candidate  to  the  decision  of  a 
single  Judge.     To  such  a  principle  he 
absolutely  and  entirely  demurred.    He 
was  sure  the  House  would  never  pan 
that.    Other  offences  were  dealt  with 
by  Courts,   from  which  appeab  were 
allowed ;  but  the  class  of  malpractices 
against  which  the  Bill  was  directed  were 
left  to  the  decision  of  a  Judge  who  eat 
without  a  jury,  and  from  whose  dedsion 
there  was  no  appeal.   He  would  give  all 
the  help  he  could  to  the  passing  of  tiie 
Bill  through  Parliament ;  but,  as  at  pre- 
sent framed,  two  effects  would  happen. 
It  was  a  great  snare  for  the  innocent 
candidate ;  while  the  man  who  contested 
a  seat,  and  did  not  happen  to  get  it, 
might  get  off  scot-free,  unless  a  rablie 
Prosecutor  was  introduced.  He  was  very 
much  afraid  it  would  lead  to  poUticd 
clubs,  not  in  burghs,  not  in  countiea, 
but  organizations  elsewhere  who  had 
their    own    particular    crotchets — anti- 
vaccinators     and    anti-vivisectiomsts^ 
who  would  send  down  their  agents  to 
particular  towns  at  election  times.   The^ 
would  greatly  increase  the  strength  w 
those    political    aeenoies    which    some 
people    were    wicked    enough    to  call 
Caucus,  and  the  elections  would  not  be 
conducted  by  the  best  men.   Theywoold 
also  leave  the  candidate  much  more  help- 
less than  at  present,  unless  they  pot 
some  safeguards  in  this  direction. 

Mb.  E.  N.  EOWLEB  pointed  out 
that  the  chief  expenses  at  elections  were 
those  of  advertisins^,  supplying  com- 
mittee-rooms, and  of  agents.  £i  Lon- 
don, for  instance,  it  was  necessary  to 
advertise  in  the  daily  papers,  and  such 
a  paper  as  The  Time$  could  not,  of 
course,  publish  an  election  address  on 
the  same  terms  as  those  of  The  LitiU 
Pedlingtan  N$W8,  He  did  not  see  how 
an  election  could  take  place  in  a  large 
constituency  if  this  Bill  were  passed  into 
law.  In  the  City  the  rent  of  committer- 
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rooms,  as  his  hon.  Friend — a  late  oppo- 
Dent — ^the  Member  for  Tewkesbury  (Mr. 
ICartin)  would  bear  him  out,  was  enor- 
IIIOU0.  In  the  Oily  of  London,  which 
retamed  four  Members,  with  a  Uni- 
fermty  vote,  and  had  a  constituenoj 
of  22,000,  the  cost  allowed  under  the 
Bill  would  be  £2,940,  or  £980  for  each 
eandidate.  He  wished  to  know,  in  the 
erent  of  a  bye-eleotion,  which  was 
almost  as  oostlj  as  a  General  Election, 
whether  this  £980  was  all  that  the  can- 
didate in  the  great  constituency  of  the 
(Hty  of  London  would  be  allowed  to 
inoor  ?  It  was  proposed  in  this  measure 
to  prohibit  the  use  of  rooms  in  public- 
hoiues  as  committee-rooms.  Although 
he  approved  of  this  provision,  it  was 
a  step  which  was  calculated  to  increase 
the  expenses  of  an  election,  as  publicans 
granted  the  use  of  their  premises  at  a 
cheaper  rate  than  that  at  which  they 
ooola  be  obtained  from  any  other  trades- 
man. Another  cause  of  expense  was 
the  employment  of  agents.  In  the  City 
there  were  19  polling  districts,  and  where 
there  were  a  large  number  of  districts 
an  election  could  not  be  conducted  with- 
out oonriderable  expense.  The  defects 
of  the  BUI  seemed  to  him  to  be  those 
parte  of  it  which  dealt  with  the  points 
at  which  he  had  glanced.  He  should 
be  as  glad  as  any  hon.  Member  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  to  see  an  end 
pat  to  those  improper  and  illegal  prac- 
tieee  at  some  elections,  which,  wherever 
they  prevailed,  caused  disgrace.  At 
the  same  time,  he  recognized  the  fact 
that  it  was  a  fi;Teat  mistake  to  go  in  ad- 
vance of  pubuc  opinion  in  this  matter. 
Certain  questionable  acts  public  opinion 
did  not  brand  as  corrupt,  and  to  punish 
persons  who  committed  them  would  be 
to  enlist  the  sympathy  of  the  House 
in  their  behalf.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  seriously  consider  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  and  when  they  got  into  Oom- 
mittee  would  materially  iuter  and  modify 
them.  The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving — 

"That,  considering  no  corruption  has  been 
proved  to  eziat  in  the  larger  town  constituen- 
ciee,  or  in  any  county  constituency,  it  ia  inex- 
pediflnt  to  adopt  such  uniform  restrictionB  and 
psniahmente  as  will  render  the  fair  conduct  of 
an  election  in  a  great  constituency  perilous  and 
pensL" 

Mb.  WABTON,  who  seconded  the 
Amendment,  criticized  the  drafting  of 
the  Sohedide  of  the  Bill.     There  were, 


he  said,  some  proposals  in  the  Bill 
which,  in  his  opinion,  were  quite  im- 
practicable. How  was  it  possible,  for 
instance,  to  pay  the  expenses  of  public 
meetings  witn  such  a  sum  as  £20,  or  to 
defray  the  charge  of  postage  and  tele- 
grams with  £  1 0  per  1 ,  000  ?  He  felt  quite 
sure  that,  in  the  large  constituencies 
particularly,  the  Bill  would  prove  useless. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  considering  no  corruption  has  been  proved  to 
exist  m  the  larger  town  constituencies,  or  in  any 
county  constituency,  it  is  inexpedient  to  adopt 
such  uniform  restrictions  and  punishments  as 
will  render  the  fair  conduct  of  an  election  in  a 
great  constituency  perilous  and  penal," — {Mr, 
Bobert  Finder^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Mb.  HINDE  palmer  approved  of 
the  spirit  in  which  the  proposed  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  had  been  met  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Gross).  He  regarded  the  Bill  as  a  g^at 
and  useful  attempt  to  remove  a  scandal 
that  had  for  too  long  a  period  existed 
among  the  electoral  body,  bearing  on 
its  face  an  evident  sense  of  political 
immorality.  He  believed  the  Bill  would 
be  open  to  considerable  criticism  when 
it  g^t  into  Gommittee;  but  he  could 
hardly  believe  the  worthy  Alderman 
hoped  to  carry  his  Amendment,  which 
did  not  go  to  the  root  of  the  mischief. 
He  had  always  thought  the  right  prin- 
ciple was  to  lay  down  a  distinct  law, 
setting  forth  what  were  to  be  illegal  and 
corrupt  practices,  and  then  prohibit  any- 
thing like  an  indulgence,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  those  corrupt  and  illegal 
practices.  The  difficult  he  felt  in  Sie 
Bill  was  to  be  found  in  the  Schedule, 
which  established  a  maximum  for  the 
expenses  of  all  elections,  according  to  a 
graduated  scale.  He  feared  it  was  impos- 
sible to  do  this.  At  the  same  time,  other 
parts  of  the  Bill — as,  for  instance,  the 
6th  section — struck  a  blow  at  many 
things  in  detail  which  rendered  expenses 
in  frequent  cases  enormous.  Again,  he 
had  an  objection  to  that  part  which  dealt 
with  the  solemn  declaration  to  be  made 
by  the  candidate,  and  filed  with  the 
election  agent's  account.  In  addition 
to  the  affidavit  so  provided  by  the  Bill, 
he  would  propose  that  the  candidate, 
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on  taking  his  seat,  should  present  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  a  duplicate  of  such 
declaration,  verifying  a  true  statement 
as  to  the  total  amount  of  expenses.  He 
believed  that  a  provision  to  that  effect 
would  work  very  satisfaetorily.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  would  take  into  con- 
deration  the  suggestions  which  had  been 
made  from  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Captain  AYLMER  regarded  the  Bill 
as  unworkable,  owing  to  the  attempt  of 
its  authors  to  apply  it  to  constituencies 
wholly  diverse  in  their  character.  For 
example,  the  maximum  expenditure  al- 
lowed for  constituencies  of  20,000  was 
£920 ;  but  a  candidate  who  contested 
Westminster,  observing  a  reasonable  cal- 
culation for  the  employments  allowed  for 
in  the  Bill,  would  incur  an  expenditure 
of  £1,377,  while  in  East  Surrey  his  ex- 
penses would  not  exceed  £769.  In  other 
matters  of  detail  the  Bill  appeared 
equally  impracticable.  For  instance,  a 
man  who  gave  a  dinner  to  two  or  three 
friends  six  months  before  the  election 
would,  if  he  were  known  to  be  a  candi- 
date, be  disqualified.  It  seemed  unfair, 
also,  that  disqualification  should  result 
from  the  mere  act  of  an  agent  for  so 
great  a  length  of  time  as  the  Bill  pro- 
vided; and  that  the  same  number  of 
agents,  messengers,  and  clerks  should 
be  provided  for  constituencies  extending 
over  large  and  small  areas.     He  was  not 

Particularly  interested  in  protecting  the 
icensed  Victualler ;  but  he  thought  that 
in  this  Bill  he  was  extremely  hardly 
treated.  He  would  give  one  instance. 
Clause  87  stated  that—- 

"  The  holder  of  a  liccnco  for  the  sole  by  retail 
of  any  intoxicating  liquor  (whether  for  con- 
sumption on  or  off  the  premises),  who  permits 
any  act  which  constitutes  bribery,  treating,  or 
undue  influence  within  the  meaning  of  the  Cor- 
rupt Practices  Prevention  Acts  as  amended  by 
this  Act,  to  take  place  upon  his  licensed  pre- 
mises, shall  be  guilty  of  bribery,  treating,  or 
undue  influence,  as  the  case  may  be/' 

How  could  he  x>ossibly  prevent  these 
acts  in  some  cases?  If  the  words 
''knowingly  permits"  had  been  inserted 
it  would  have  been  right ;  but  only  the 
word  ''permits"  was  contained  in  the 
clause.  In  short,  the  Bill  was  full  of 
pitfalls  for  candidate,  agent,  and  voter, 
and  made  them  liable  to  severe  pun- 
ishment. It  would  be  unworkable 
owing  to  its  stringency.  He  thought 
the  wisest  course  uie  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  Qeneral  could 

Mr.  Sinde  POimt 


adopt  would  be  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  with  orders  to  report 
to  the  House  in  three  or  four  weeks;  and 
it  might  get  through  this  Bearion,  aftor 
being  carefully  amended  in  Committee. 

Mr.  CAHBUTT  considered  that  no 
Bill  would  meet  the  wants  of  this  ooun- 
try  unless  it  had  a  clause  in  it  to  the 
effect  that  public-houses  should  be  dosed 
on  the  day  of  election.    He  had  intended 
to  move  that  as  an  Amendment,  but  wy 
informed  that  if  he  were  suocessfol  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  throwing  oat 
the  Attorney  General's  Bill,  and,  as  that 
was  not  his  wish,  he  did  not  intend  to 
move  his  Amendment ;   still,  he  hoped 
the  Attorney  General  would  consent  to 
a  clause  to  that  effect  being  inserted  in 
the  Bill  in  Committee.     Liast  year  he 
had  a  Bill  for  the  purpose,  and  a  Wed- 
nesday's Sitting  was  set  apart  for  it 
They  did  not  go  to  a  division ;  bat  he 
believed  they  would  have  carried  it  if 
they  had.    This  year  he  wished  to  re- 
introduce the  same  measure ;  but  the 
Motion  was  blocked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Wa^ 
ton),   who  stated  that  his  reason  for 
doing  so  was  because  he  preferred  pore 
beer  to  pure  elections.    It  was  the  be- 
lief of  many  persons  that  if  they  dosed 
public- houses  on  election  days,  elections 
would  be  conducted  in  comfort  and  there 
would  be  much  less  bribery,  because  it 
was  whenpeoplegot  "fuddled"  with  beet 
they  committed  acts  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption, for  which  they  were  punished. 
He  had  again  gone  through  the  evidence 
which  bore  upon  the  x>oint,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  be  conclusive  as  to  the  de- 
moralizing   effects  resulting   from  the 
practice  of  giving  away  refreshments 
irom    public-houses    during    elections. 
The  closing  of  public-houses  at  Newport 
had  a  marked  effect  in  putting  a  stop  to 
the  riot  and  disorder  which  formeriy 
prevailed  there. 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  a  few  points 
which  had  not  been  touched  upon  by  the 
previous  speakers ;  and,  in  doing  so,  he 
was  sure  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  would  acquit  him 
of  all  hostile  intention  towards  the  BilL 
In  his  opinion,  the  immediate  duty  of 
the  House  of  Commons  was  to  apply 
some  remedy  to  the  mischiefs  which  were 
growing  to  an  enormous  extent  at  elec- 
tions. He  only  envied  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  his  great  opportunity 
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tot  applying  •ome  real  remedy  to  this 
pesent  state  of  things.  He  was  afraid, 
noirever,  that  the  House  was  attaching 
more  importance  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which  referred  to  the  amount  of  election 
ttrpenses,  than  to  that  part  of  it  which 
dealt  wi^  corrupt  and  illegal  practices. 
The  Bill  ought,  in  fact,  to  be  called,  not 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt 
and  Illegal  Practices)  Bill,  but  the  Par- 
liamentary Elections  (Limitation  of  Ex- 
penses) Bill,  for  that  was  much  the 
moreprominent  portion  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  House  was  Hkely  to  lose  sight  of  the 
main  and  most  important  portion  of  the 
measure,  which  was  the  suppression  of 
oorrupt  practices.  He  did  not  wish,  on 
the  present  occasion,  to  say  anything 
upon  the  closing  of  public-houses  on  the 
day  of  election ;  but  when  that  proposal 
was  made  he  should  certainly  oppose  it. 
He  thought  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  was 
unfair  to  the  Licensed  Victuallers,  who 
would  be  affected  by  that  proposition, 
and  did  not  see  any  defence  for  two  sec- 
tions of  it  in  particular — namely,  the  8th 
and  the  38th,  which  affected  licensed 
houses.  He  could  not  see  why  there 
should  be  a  legislative  prohibition  against 
the  holding  of  committee-rooms  at  public- 
houses.  He  sat  for  a  constituency  among 
whom,  at  the  election,  there  were  no 
committee-rooms  held  at  public-houses ; 
but  he  had  also  been  concerned  in  two 
other  elections,  iu  which  committee- 
rooms  were  held  at  public-houses,  and 
his  experience  had  been  that  there  was 
no  connection  between  the  work  of  the 
oommittee-room  and  the  business  carried 
on  in  the  public-house  in  which  the  com- 
mittee-room was  held.  [''Oh,  oh!''] 
Well,  he  could  only  say  that  had  been 
his  experience;  and  the  House  should 
bear  in  mind  that  there  were  many 
places  in  which  it  was  impossible  to 
obtain  committee-rooms  except  at  public- 
houses.  He  was  entirely  disinterested, 
as  far  as  his  constituency  was  concerned ; 
but  he  did  not  see  any  reason  for  impos- 
ing a  special  disqualification  upon  a  par- 
ticular trade,  when  it  had  not  been  ren- 
dered necessary  by  anything  which  had 
occurred  in  the  course  of  election  pro- 
oeedings.  But  there  was  a  still  more  in- 
defensible proceeding  proposed  in  the 
Bill.     The  3ttth  section  provided  that — 

''Where  a  holder  of  a  license  for  the  sale  by 
retail  of  any  intoxicating  liquor  on  any  pre- 
miaea  (whether  the  licenso  be  for  consumption 
on  or  off  the  premines)  is  found  guilty  of  any 


corrupt  practice,  either  on  conviction  or  by  the 
report  of  an  election  court,  such  holder  shall,  in 
addition  to  any  other  punishment  or  incapacity, 
and  if  in  the  case  ox  a  report  by  an  election 
court  he  has  obtained  a  certificate  of  indemnity 
notwithstanding  that  certificate,  be  liable  to 
forfeit  his  license  and  to  be  disqualified  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  three  yean  urom  holding  a 
license  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  on 
those  premises." 

That  was  making  a  special  penalty  for 
one  trade;  but  let  them  see  what  the 
penalty  was  for  those  who  were  found 
guilty.  In  Section  30  there  was  a  pro- 
vision to  which  the  attention  of  the 
House  had  not  been  called,  and  which, 
in  his  opinion,  ought  certainly  to  be 
struck  out  of  the  Bill.  It  was  to  the 
effect  that  one  Judge  should  have  the 
power  of  giving  judgment  on  an  Election 
Petition.  The  position  of  a  Judge  was 
already  invidious  enough ;  but  this  would 
be  throwing  on  him  a  burden  too  heavy. 
Section  32  made  an  entire  change  in  the 
duties  which  the  Judges  had  to  perform, 
and  the  altered  position  of  the  Judges 
deserved  the  serious  attention  of  the 
House.  He  believed  that  that  provision 
would  unduly  enlarge  the  duty  of  the 
Judge.  Again,  in  the  12th  section  of 
the  Bill,  there  was  an  unjust  distinc- 
tion instituted  between  those  who  were 
charged  with  illegal  and  those  who 
were  charged  with  corrupt  practices. 
Those  who  were  accused  of  illegal  prac- 
tices might  demand  to  have  their  cases 
tried  before  the  ordinary  tribunal  of 
Judge  and  Jury ;  while  those  charged 
with  corrupt  practices  had  no  option 
priven  to  them  whatever,  but  might, 
without  having  any  legal  advice,  be  then 
and  there  summarily  convicted,  and  on 
conviction  fined  a  sum  not  exceeding 
£100,  and  be  declared  incapable  for  five 
years  of  voting,  or  of  being  put  upon 
any  registry  in  the  United  ^j^ingdom. 
That  was  a  power  too  large  to  give  to 
any  tribunal  whatever,  and  certainly  too 
large  to  be  given  to  a  sioo^le  Judge. 
Again,  the  42nd  section  provided  that — 

**  Where  an  indictment  for  any  ofience  under 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Prevention  Acts  or  this 
Act  is  removed  into  the  High  Court  by  a  writ  of 
certiorari  issued  at  the  instance  of  the  Attorney 
General,  and  the  Attorney  General  suggests  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown  that  it  is  expedient  for 
the  purposes  of  justice  that  the  indictment 
should  be  tried  in  the  Central  Criminal  Court, 
the  order  that  such  indictment  shall  be  so  tried 
shall  be  made  as  of  course  by  the  High  Court." 

A  case    occurred  within   the  last  few 
months  in  which  the  Attorney  General 
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made  an  application  to  the  High  Court 
to  change  the  venue  in  a  case  like  that ; 
but  the  Court  declined  to  do  bo,  as  no 
gpround  had  been  shown  to  inducQ  it  to 
think  that  the  case  could  not  be  fairly 
tried  within  the  local  jurisdiction.  The 
proposal,  however,  here  was  that  the 
Attorney  General,  who  must  always  be 
more  or  less  a  political  parfizan,  should 
suo  motu  remove  the  trial  of  a  case  from 
one  Court  to  another.  The  d6th  clause 
contained  a  remarkable  provision.  It 
was  to  this  effect — that  if,  within  six 
months  after  an  election,  the  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions,  or  any  number  of 
the  residents  in  any  borough  or  county, 
not  fewer  than  10,  should  apply  to  the 
High  Court,  stating  they  had  evidence 
to  show  that  a  considerable  x><>rtion  of 
the  electors  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices,  the  Court  might  then  appoint 
a  barrister,  being  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Counsel,  as  a  Special  Commissioner  to 
inquire  into  the  matter,  and  on  proof, 
fine  or  imprison  the  persons  so  charged. 
If  the  applicants  failed  to  substantiate 
their  allegation,  they  should  then  pay 
the  costs  of  the  procedure.  It  was  hardly 
likely,  however,  that  electors  would  put 
themselves  in  such  peril,  when  they 
could,  without  incurring  any  risk  in 
regard  to  costs,  go  to  the  ordinary 
tribunals  of  the  country.  The  expres- 
sion *'  a  considerable  number  "  was  too 
vag^e,  and  the  power  given  to  the 
Special  Commissioner,  whom  he  hoped 
to  see  swept  from  the  Bill,  was  too 
large.  A  speedy  and  effectual  means 
of  putting  an  end  to  corrupt  practices 
was  that  suggested  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field  in  proposing  the  Heform  Bill  in 
1867.  The  suggestion  was  that  after 
an  election  a  certain  number  of  electors 
should,  upon  finding  a  security  for  £250, 
be  allowed  to  present  a  Petition  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  stating  that  they  had 
reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
had  taken  place.  Thereupon  two  Com- 
missioners were  to  go  down,  not  to  try 
the  case  as  between  two  parties,  but 
with  power  to  examine  witnesses  and  to 
report  to  the  House  whether  corrupt 
practices  had  been  resorted  to  or  not, 
and  their  Eeport  was  to  be  conclusive, 
unless  it  were  challenged  within  80  days 
it  was  laid  upon  the  Table.  If  such  a 
scheme  were  adopted  a  speedy  stop 
would  be  put  to  corrupt  practices.  The 
real  mischief  at  present  was  that  the 
hearing  of  an  Election  Petition  was  the 
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trial  of  a  cause  between  two  parties.  Two 
things  were  a  great  scandal  under  the 
present  system  of  dealing  with  cormpt 
practices.  In  a  good  many  boroughs, 
especially  those  in  which  the  representa- 
tion was  divided  between  one  Liberal  and 
one  Conservative,  inquiry  was  avoided 
because  of  the  risk  of  disfranchisement 
There  were  at  least  a  dozen  boroag^ 
in  the  country  which,  if  brought  to 
the  test  of  an  Election  Inquiry,  would 
share  the  fate  of  those  corrapt  consti- 
tuencies with  which  the  House  wonld, 
he  hoped,  shortly  deal.  The  otiier 
matter  was,  that  when  a  seat  was 
attacked,  and  a  particular  case  of  oo^ 
rupt  practices  was  proved,  the  advisen 
of  the  sitting  Member  confessed  that  the 
election  was  void.  By  confessing  that  si 
an  early  period,  in  most  cases,  thongli 
not  at  Gloucester,  the  Judges  had  been 
prevented  from  making  a  Iteport  whioh 
would  lead  to  the  discovery  of  extensin 
corrupt  practices.  In  many  cases  the 
prevsdence  of  corrupt  practices  was  sap- 
pressed  by  both  sides.  If  the  House 
would  only  send  down  within  a  month 
of  an  election  a  couple  of  barristers, 
with  power  to  examine  witnesses  and 
call  for  documents,  their  Beport  would 
seldom  be  challenged.  He  wished  to 
make  one  observation  with  regard  to 
canvassers.  In  the  Schedule  of  the  Bill 
he  found  that  one  election  agent  might 
be  employed  who  might  be  an  elector, 
but  who  could  not  vote.  But  the  clerks 
and  messengers  could  not  be  electors. 
He  did  not  see  any  reason  for  that 
Now  that  the  electoral  body  was  so 
greatly  increased,  it  would  be  most  diffi- 
cult to  find  men  who  could  be  depended 
upon  and  who  knew  the  place,  and  yet 
were  not  voters.  It  would  be  much 
better  to  deal  with  the  question  in  a 
straightforward  way.  In  one  cathedrsl 
city  he  believed  that  as  many  as  800 
persons  were  employed  on  one  side  as 
canvassers  or  poll  clerks.  The  straight- 
forward course  would  be  to  provide  thai 
40  or  24  hours  before  the  opening  of  the 
X>oll  the  agent  of  each  candidate  should 
send  a  list  of  the  persons  he  had  em* 
ployed  forrewardtotheBetumingOfficer, 
and  that  that  officer  should  be  bound  to 
refuse  the  vote  of  every  person  so  em- 
ployed. At  present  the  Betuming  Officer 
could  not  refuse  the  vote  of  such  persons, 
although  the  votes  would  be  stxiick  out 
on  a  scrutiny.  He  hoped  that  some  of 
I  the  matters  he  had  indicated  might  be 
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inoorporated  into  the  Bill.  It  was  his 
desire,  and  that  of  other  hon.  Members 
tm  that  aide  of  the  House,  to  assist,  by 
srezy  means  in  their  x)ower,  the  passage 
of  a  anbstantial  measure  for  the  preven- 
laon  of  oomipt  practices. 

Td  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
HsHBT  James),  after  expressing  a  hope 
that  the  House  would  allow  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  to  be  taken  that  night, 
said,  it  would,  perhaps,  be  convenient  if 
he  were  now  to  reply  to  some  of  the 
obienrations  which  had  been  made  by 
Uie  hon.  Members  who  had  taken  part 
in  the  debate.  He  felt  it  his  duty, 
in  the  first  place,  to  acknowledge  the 
birneaa  of  the  tone  in  which  the  debate 
had  been  conducted,  and  also  of  the 
way  in  which  the  attempt  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  to  deal  with  the 
qnestion  of  corrupt  practices  had  been 
received.  Above  all,  he  must  express 
his  gratification  at  the  courtesy  which 
had  been  shown  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  H.  Assheton  Cross),  and 
the  value  of  the  criticisms  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  applied  to  the 
claiises  of  the  Bill.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  no  Member  who  had 
taken  any  interest  in  the  subject  could 
be  more  sensible  than  he  (the  Attorney 
Gkneral)  was  of  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  the  matter.  To  adopt  a  general 
measure  dealing  with  the  interests  of 
different  constituencies,  entirely  distinct 
in  size,  differing  in  the  density  of  their 
population,  and  varying  in  their  circum- 
sUuices,  would  be,  under  the  most  favour- 
able circumstances,  no  easy  task.  He 
was  sure  that  neither  the  experience  nor 
the  ability  of  any  one  Member  would 
enable  him  to  carry  such  a  measure ; 
and,  therefore,  every  suggestion  and 
every  amendment  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers representing  different  constituencies 
with  different  interests  might  wish  to 
make  would  be  at  least  accepted  for  the 
purpose  of  being  fairly  considered,  aud 
woidd  not  be  objected  to  simply  because 
it  was  an  amendment  of  the  Bill. 
There  was,  no  doubt,  very  much  in  the 
Bill  which  was  deserving  of  discussion 
and  consideration  ;  and  if,  after  conside- 
ration and  discussion  by  the  House,  it 
should  be  found  that  any  clause  either 
required  alteration  or  should  be  struck 
out  of  the  Bill  altogether,  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  find  him  at  least  ready  to 
accept  to  the  extent  of  fully  considering 


any  suggestion  they  might  make.  He 
trusted  that,  having  said  so  much,  the 
House  would  now  allow  him  to  make 
one  or  two  general  observations.  The 
Bill  proceeded  upon  two  distinct  lines, 
and  had  two  distinct  objects  in  view. 
As  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Edward 
Clarke)  had  said,  one  object  was  to 
lessen  the  expenses  of  elections,  and 
the  other  was  to  deal  vigorously,  and 
he  hoped  successfully,  with  corrupt 
practices.  He  believed  that  the  Bill 
satisfactorily  dealt  with  the  growing 
evil  of  unnecessary  expenditure  at  elec- 
tions, and  that  it  would  do  a  great  deal 
in  the  direction  of  putting  an  end  to 
corrupt  practices,  ^s  objection  to  the 
great  expenditure  which  it  was  now 
necessary  to  incur  proceeded  from  three 
distinct  grounds.  In  the  first  place,  this 
large  expenditure  deprived  the  House 
of  the  services  of  many  men  who  would 
be  useful  in  the  House;  secondly,  it 
threw  an  unnecessary  burden  upon  those 
who  were  there;  and,  thirdly,  the  ex- 
penditure itself  led  to  corrupt  practices. 
It  was  almost  impossible  to  draw  a  line 
between  the  expenditure  that  was  lavish 
and  extravagant  in  a  great  degree,  and 
that  which  involved  the  commission  of 
corrupt  practices.  One  kind  of  expendi- 
ture led  to  another ;  and  by  paying  a 
man  highly  and  extravagantly  for  ser- 
vices rendered  at  elections,  and  by  that 
means  making  it  a  source  of  great  profit 
to  him,  they  enlisted  the  services  of  a 
class  of  men  whose  minds  naturally  had 
a  tendency  towards  corrupt  practices.  If 
they  could  enlist  the  services  of  volun- 
teers, instead  of  these  paid  agents,  they 
would  get  rid  of  the  class  who  now  set 
an  example  of  corruption,  and  were  the 
means  of  corrupting  others;  while,  at 
the  same  time,  they  would  obtain  a  much 
juster  representation.  Then,  thirdly,  he 
attached  considerable  importance  to  the 
changing  of  paid  agents  into  voluntary 
services ;  because  he  entertaiued  a  great 
hope  that  if  they  could  get  rid  of  the 
influence  of  wealth,  if  they  could  dimi- 
nish the  chances  of  the  success  of  a  rich 
man  as  against  a  poor  man,  if  they 
could  enlist  the  services  of  volunteers, 
who  would  be  actuated  less  by  the  hope 
of  personal  advantage  and  gain  than  by 
the  enthusiasm  of  their  political  convic- 
tions, they  would  obtain  a  much  truer 
representation  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  would  return  to  the  House 
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those  who  would  represent  the  majority 
of  the  people,   and  not  so  much  the 
weidth  of  the  country.     Dealing  with 
the  subject  of  the  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture, he  knew  there  were  many  who  felt 
that  it  was  impossible  to  reduce  the  ex- 
penditure— at  least,  to  the  extent  that 
was  attempted  by  the  present  Bill.     He 
admitted  that  if  they  were  to  continue 
to  conduct  elections  on  the  system  upon 
which  they  were  conducted  at  present, 
there  would  be  great  force  in  that  idea ; 
but  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  alter 
the  system  on  which  elections  were  now 
conducted.    If  they  were  to  pursue  the 
old  system  of  paid  agents  and  paid  can- 
vassers, of  circulating  addresses  in  three 
or  four  different  ways ;  if  they  were  to 
continue  in  the  large  constituencies  to 
issue  50,000  or  60,000  circulars,  and  to 
employ  small  armies    to    carry  about 
printed  addresses  and  notices,  he  was 
prepared  to  admit  that  no  result  could 
be  produced  in  diminishing  the  expense 
of  elections.     But  it  was  to  get  rid  of 
this  system  that  the  present  Bill  had 
been  introduced.     He  was  a&aid  that 
the  provisions  of  the  measure  would  not 
meet  with  universal   favour ;    but    he 
trusted    that    the   experience    of   hon. 
Members  would  induce  them  to  admit 
that  the  worst  evil  of  the  present  laree 
expenditure  was  that  it  did  not  enable 
the  country  to  obtain  a  true  expression 
of  the  political  opinion  of  the  constituen- 
cies. Some  assistance  in  considering  this 
question  would  be  derived  from  a  perusal 
of  the  Eeturn  which  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  of  the  Expenses  incurred 
at  the  last  General  Election.     He  be- 
lieved that  those  expenses  in  the  last 
Election  reached  a  larger  sum  than  they 
had  ever  reached  in  any  previous  Gene- 
ral Election.     In  looking  over  the  Re- 
turn,   hon.    Members    could    not  help 
seeing  that  the  expenditure  was  not  a 
matter  of  necessity,  but  rather  a  matter 
of  fashion  and  custom.     At  present,  it 
was  a  matter  of  habit  to  platfe  upon  the 
candidate   many  expenses  which  were 
altogether  unnecessary.     He  would  take 
two  cases.     First,  the  Welsh  county  of 
Montgomery.     In  that  county  there  was 
a  constituency  representing  5,291  elec- 
tors,  and  of  those  4,273  polled.     The 
unsuccessful  candidate  polled  2,04 1  votes, 
and  expended  £13,053 — that  was  to  say, 
he  expended  the  sum  of  about  £6  5«. 
per  vote.     This  was  the  published  ex- 
penditure, returned  by  the  agents  of  the 


oandidate ;  and  he  altogether  failed  to 
see  what  necessity  there  oould  be  for 
such  an  expenditure.  Turning  to  an- 
other county — Herefordshire— the  con- 
trast was  most  remarkable,  and  it  showed 
what  the  necessary  expenditure  reaUj 
ought  to  be.  He  found  that  in  Hereford- 
shu«  the  lowest  of  the  aaooessful  can- 
didates polled  2,726  votes,  and  hia 
expenses  came  to  £296,  or  2«.  IJ.  per 
head.  How  was  it  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Herefordshire  (Mr.  Duckham)  was 
successful  with  so  small  an  expenditure, 
when  the  candidate  for  Montgomeryahire 
was  unsuccessful,  notwithstanding  the 
enormous  expenditure  to  which  he  was 

Sut  ?    The  real  reason  was  that  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Herefordshire  worked  with 
a  voluntary  force.    He  represented  the 
tenant  farmers  of  the  county,  who  set  to 
work  with  willing  enthusiasm.    They 
brought  their  gigs  and  their  dog-carts, 
and  carried  the  voters  to  the  pdl,  and 
they  carried  the  election  for  the  smidleit 
conceivable     amount    of    expenditure. 
They  carried  it  simply  by  the  force  of 
public  opinion.     That  was  not  the  case 
with  regard  to  the  candidate  for  Mont- 
gomeryshire.   He  had  paid  agents  all 
round  him,  who  were  not  animated  by 
enthusiasm  for  his  cause,  and  who  im* 
posed  black  mail  upon  him  at  every 
st€ige  of  the  contest.     He  had  no  doubt 
that   that  gentleman  most  reluctantly 
yielded  to  the  demands  made  upon  him, 
and  his  opponent,  who  was  successful, 
also   spent  a  very  large   sum  indeed, 
showing  that  the  excessive  expenditure 
was  simply  the  habit  of  those  who  con- 
ducted the  election  on  both  sides.     It 
was  quite  possible  to  keep  the  expendi- 
ture within  the  amount  provided  by  the 
Bill.     In  35  of  the  borough  constituen- 
cies, the  expenditure  that  was  returned 
was  less  than  that  which  had  been  sug- 
gested  by  the  Bill.     In  some  cases  all 
the  candidates  spent  less ;  in  some  the 
successful  candidates  spent  considerably 
less ;  but  in  35  constituencies  candidate 
were  able  to  conduct  their  elections  for 
an  expenditure    much    less  than  that 
specified  in  the  Bill.     In  the  Metro- 

Eolis  itself  —  in  Hackney  and  Fins- 
ury  —  the  successful  candidates  in- 
curred expenses  within  the  limit  fixed 
by  the  Bill ;  and  he  would  ask  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  H.  N.  Fowler)  to  the  fact,  that 
while  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
impossible  to  contest  the  Cify  of  Loa* 
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don  on  the  scale  of  expenditure  sug- 
gested by  the  Bill,  it  was  nevertheless 
possible  for  two  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment now  sitting  on  the  Bench  with  him 
(Mr.  Fswcett  and  Mr.  J.  Holms)  to  be 
retained  for  Hackney  for  a  sum  consider- 
ably within  the  limit.  How  was  it  they 
were  able  to  do  so  ?  It  was  because  they 
appealed  to  voluntary  support.  They 
had  no  paid  agencies,  and  no  commit- 
tee rooms.  They  told  the  electors  that 
they  were  not  going  to  spend  money ; 
but  that,  if  they  were  returned,  it  would 
be  because  the  electurs  agreed  with  them 
in  political  opinion,  and  would  be  pre- 
pared to  return  them  free  from  all  ex- 
pense, except  that  which  was  strictly 
Witimate.  How  was  it  that  one  of  the 
lumbers  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M. 
Torrens)  was  able  to  win  his  election, 
and  to  poll  more  than  15,000  votes  for 
an  expenditure  far  below  the  sum  men- 
tioned in  the  Bill.  He  was  a  totally  in- 
dependent candidate,  and  he  appealed 
as  an  old  Member  to  the  electors  for 
their  support.  His  success  was  entirely 
due  to  voluntary  effort.  Then,  again,  his 
right  hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright  and  Mr. 
Chamberlain)  had  been  enabled,  by 
means  of  an  organization,  to  which  re- 
ference had  frequently  been  made — 
\jDrie9  q/"  *'  Oh !  "J — an  organization  per- 
I(BctIy  voluntary,  and  without  any  paid 
agency,  to  become  successful  candidates, 
and  to  carry  their  elections  at  a  moderate 
expense,  quite  within  the  limit  fixed  by 
the  Bill.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fat  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert)  had  not  spent 
one-half  the  sum  which  would  be  al- 
lowed iinder  the  Bill,  and  yet  he  was 
snooessful.  He  might  go  through  many 
other  constituencies  of  different  sizes. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  opposite,  who  sat 
for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke),  conducted 
hb  candidature  on  the  same  principle, 
and  was  equally  successful.  There  were 
many  other  Members  in  the  House  who 
had  been  returned  the  same  way, 
and  without  unnecessary  expense.  He 
oonld  mention,  at  least,  35  cases,  which 
proved  that,  with  voluntary  effort,  this 
very  large  expenditure  was  altogether 
unnecessary.  Some  hon.  Members 
thought  there  would  be  considerable 
difficulty  in  reducing  their  expenditure 
to  the  figure  mentioned  in  the  Bill.  But 
the  inconvenience  suggested  would  apply 
to  every  candidate  alike.  The  Bill  dealt 
with  no  one  unfairly,  but  left  the  same 
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and  equal  weapons  to  all  parties.  If  they 
found  that  they  had  to  reduce  the  amount 
of  their  printer's  bill  they  would  find 
that  their  opponent  would  also  find  it 
necessary  to  reduce  his.  They  would 
find  it  essential  to  keep  the  amount  ex- 
pended for  paid  agency  on  both  sides  to 
the  same  figure ;  and  if  they  found  it 
requisite  to  measure  the  length  of  their 
weapons  they  might  depend  upon  it 
that  their  opponents  would  be  placed 
under  a  similar  disadvantage.  They 
would  simply  be  required  to  collect  their 
forces  with  care  and  caution,  and  to  rely 
upon  voluntary  effort  and  the  strength 
of  their  political  convictions,  instead  of 
trusting,  as  was  the  case  in  too  many 
instances,  upon  the  length  of  the  purse 
of  one  candidate  or  the  other.  It  was 
impossible  to  press  this  point  too  strongly 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House — 
namely,  the  necessity  of  establishing  an 
entirely  new  order  of  things.  It  had 
become  absolutely  essential  that  the 
present  vast  and  useless  expenditure  in- 
curred in  election  contests  should  be  got 
rid  of,  and  that  corrupt  practices  should 
be  put  an  end  to ;  but,  of  course,  the 
details  of  the  Bill  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee.  He  desired  now 
to  refer  to  the  criticisms  which  had  been 
passed  upon  the  Bill,  and  especially  to 
those  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir 
R.  Asshoton  Cross).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  pointed  out  one  matter, 
which  he  would  assure  his  riffht  hon. 
Friend  had  already  engaged  his  atten- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
pointed  out  the  existence  of  an  in- 
equality in  respect  of  a  borough  con- 
stituency and  a  county  constituency, 
which  proceeded  from  one  or  two  causes. 
The  principle  he  (the  Attorney  General) 
had  gone  upon  was  to  make  a  paid  agent 
applicable  to  500  electors  in  one  con- 
stituency, and  to  a  polling  district  iu 
another.  rX^ow^  he  thought  there  was  a 
reason  why  a  county,  in  this  respect, 
should  be  treated  differently  from  a 
borough.  It  had  occurred  to  him  that 
if  the  House  of  Commons  preferred 
to  have  two  Schedules  instead  of 
one,  the  principle  might  be  met  by 
adhering  to  the  principle  of  restrain- 
ing the  agencies,  and  by  acknowledg- 
ing the  application  of  a  pnnciple  of 
difference  in  the  case  of  a  borough  and 
of  a  county  constituency.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  proposal  ho  had  intro- 
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duced  into  the  Bill  would  meet  the 
views  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Qontleman  had  also  expressed  a  fear 
lest  treacherous  agents  might  be  in- 
troduced from  the  camp  of  the  enemy. 
He  had  heard  a  similar  objection  raised 
before ;  but  he  was  of  opinion  that  a 
treacherous  agent  existed  only  in  theory, 
and  never  in  fact.  He  derived  his  ex- 
perience from  the  evidence  given  in  the 
trial  of  Election  Petitions ;  and  he  was 
prepared  to  say  that  it  was  next  to  im- 
possible for  a  treacherous  agent  to  go 
through  an  election  contest  without 
being  detected,  and  his  treachery  being 
proved.  And  he  ceased  to  be  an  agent 
directly  his  treachery  was  proved.  At 
the  present  moment  a  treacherous  agent, 
if  undetected,  could  cause  a  Member  to 
lose  his  seat ;  and,  therefore,  he  had  the 
candidate  at  his  mercy,  and  every  man 
who  desired  to  become  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  must  run  this  risk. 
It  was,  however,  a  risk  which  was  more 
nominal  than  real,  and  was  a  matter 
which,  among  other  things,  must  be  left 
to  the  Judge.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  he  wanted  an  absolute  defi- 
nition of  the  time  when  a  person  could 
be  said  to  have  become  a  candidate. 
Now,  he  (the  Attorney  General)  con- 
tended that  that  was  an  impossibility. 
They  might  define  who  was  a  candidate ; 
but  it  was  an  impossibility  to  define 
when  the  expenses  connected  with  an 
election  should  have  commenced.  Of 
course,  the  expenses  must  be  connected 
with  the  election  ;  but  they  might  com- 
mence several  years  before  a  contest 
became  probable  or  imminent.  Expenses 
might  be  incurred  long  prior  to  the  ac- 
tual contest  in  inducing  the  electors  to 
look  favourably  upon  a  particular  can- 
didate ;  but  they  would  not  be  expenses 
"  in  and  about  the  election."  The  same 
difficulty  existed  at  the  present  moment 
as  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
predicted  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  But  by  practice  they  knew  what 
were  election  expenses,  and  what  were 
not  election  expenses  ;  and  if  they  found 
that  a  candidate  did  not  return  what 
really  formed  part  of  his  election  ex- 
penses, then  a  heavy  penalty  was  im- 
posed upon  him,  which  wotUd  not  be 
imposed  if  the  Judge  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  they  were  legitimate  elec- 
tion expenses.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  a  dis- 
tinction should  be  drawn  in  the  expenses 


inonrred  in  an  election  campaign  tlui 
was  long,  and  another  that  was  only 
short.    Now,  personally,  he    (the  At- 
torney General)  thought  that  the  cam- 
paign of  1874  was  quite  long  enougb. 
What  advantage  could  there  be  in  hs?- 
ing  a  six  months'  campaign  ?  What  ad- 
vantage could  there  be  in  prolonging  an 
election  contest,  with  all  its  difficoitiei 
and  animosities,   for  a  period  of  six 
months  ?    The  sharper  and  shorter  the 
contest  was  the  better,  and  there  wai 
no  satisfactory  result  to  be  attained  bj 
disturbing  a  constituency  for  six  or  eight 
months  by  commencing  the  campaign  at 
an   unnecessarily  early  period.    There 
might  be  some  justice  in  the  remarb 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
maximum  expenditure  allowed  bj  the 
Bill;    but  he    (the  Attorney  General) 
felt  that  there  would  be  considerable 
advantage  in  fixing   a    mazimnm  ex- 
penditure, and  that  the  principle  could 
not  be  abandoned  by  the  Government 
It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  thej  had 
a  very  skilful  class  of  persons  to  deal 
with  when  they  found  it  necessary  to 
engage  electioneering  agents,  who  had 
always  been  in  the  habit  of  making 
money  out  of  an  election.    And  when 
they  said,   as  they  did  by  the  Bill-' 
'*  You  shall    only    employ    a    certain 
limited   number  of  people,"   there  was 
a  possibility  that  their  directions  would 
only  be  nominally  obeyed,  because  the 

Eersons  who  had  always  been  in  the 
abit  of  making  money  out  of  the  can- 
didates would  still  be  on  the  look-ont 
for  it.  He  would  give  an  instance  to 
explain  what  he  meant.  Suppose  the 
candidate  were  to  say — "  I  will  only  em- 
ploy one  agent  and  one  clerk  or  mes- 
senger ;"  the  agent  would  reply — **  Well, 
if  I  am  bound  to  employ  only  one  person 
to  assist  me,  I  can  only  say  that  1  will 
only  employ  one  derk  or  one  messenger ; 
but  I  will  enter  into  a  contract  widi  a 
printer,  and  will  issue  5,000  circulan» 
paying  men  for  distributing  them."  In 
that  way  the  money  would  be  spent  all 
the  same  in  employing  voters  to  deliver 
the  circulars,  and  the  difficulty  would 
still  exist  unless  Parliament  fixed  a 
maximum  expenditure  in  the  Bill. 
Therefore,  while  he  was  willing  and 
anxious  to  meet  the  evils  that  had  been 
X>ointed  out,  and  to  accept  any  practical 
suggestion  that  might  be  offered  for 
meeting  those  evils  —  especially  that 
which  related  to  the  unequality  of  fixing 
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the  samd  maximum  for  constituencies 
diflbrently    placed — ^he    must    ask    the 
House  to  support  him  in  laying  down 
the  principle   of   a  maximum    expen- 
diture.    He  made  these  observations  in 
reply  to  the  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
friend    the  Member  for    South- West 
Laaoaehire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross),  who 
had  criticized  the  maximum  principle, 
«nd  had  pointed  out  the  effects  which 
it  was  likely  to  produce;  but  he  was 
■atiflAed  that  if  the  Gt)vemment  were 
oompelled  to  g^ve  up  that  clause  the 
greatest  benefit  of  the  Bill  would  be 
Kot  rid  of.    At  the  same  time  he  hoped 
uie  House  would  not  suppose  that  he 
■ag^ested  that  there  should  not  be  a 
perfectly  free  discussion  of  the  matter. 
All  he  aesired  to  point  out  was  that  un- 
less they  wished  to  maketheBillcompara- 
tiTely  useless  in  its  operation  the  principle 
of  a  maximum  expenditure  must  be  re- 
tained.     Then,   again,   the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  said  that  the  penalties 
imposed  by  the  Bill  were  too  severe ;  and 
lie  nad  given  as  an  instance,  that  a  can- 
didate who  had  all  his  life  represented 
a  particular  constituency  would,  in  the 
•rent  of  losing  his  seat,  in  consequence 
of  the  improper  practices  of  an  agent, 
be  disqualified  for  ever  afterwards  from 
representing  the  constituency  in  which 
the  offence  was  committed.     He  quite 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  would  be  a  very  great  hardship 
that  a  corrupt  agent  should  be  the  means 
of  inflicting  great    hardship   upon   an 
innocent  candidate,  and  that  the  inno- 
cent candidate  should  have  to  bear  the 
burden  of  his  agent's  malpractices.    But 
it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  penalties 
for  this  offence  already  existed ;  but  that 
iik&j  had  proved  ineffective,  and  after 
an  absence  of  a  year  or  two  the  same 
eandidate  had  been  returned,  and  the 
same  agent  had  been  guilty  of  similar 
illeg^  practices.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   complained    that    a    candidate 
shonld  lose  his  seat  for  the  acts  of  an- 
other person ;  but  the  law  already  said 
that,  and  the  reason  why  it  was  now  pro- 
posed to  make  the  penalty  more  severe 
was  that  while  in  some  cases  an  un- 
doubted hardship  was  iuflicted  upon  an 
innocent  candidate,  in  other  cases  a  can- 
didate who  had  lost  his  seat  for  corrupt 
practices  immediately  set  his  agents  to 
work  to  regain  it ;  and  although  with- 
out  hope  of  regaining  it  in  that  par- 
ticular Varliament,  as  soon  as  a  new 


Parliament  was  summoned  he  was  re- 
turned for  the  old  constituencnr.  The 
reason  why  it  was  now  proposed  that  a 
candidate  should  be  disqualified  for  life 
for  sitting  for  a  constituency  which  had 
been  corrupted  by  his  agent  was  be- 
cause it  was  felt  that  if  an  agent  knew 
that  in  the  event  of  his  being  guilty  of 
corrupt  practices  he  would  lose  his  can- 
didate, he  would  be  much  less  likely  to 
resort  to  corrupt  practices  than  he  was 
now.  The  fact  was  that  the  inadequacy 
of  the  existing  penalties  had  led  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill ;  and  this  provi- 
sion was  to  be  defended,  like  the  others, 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  make  both 
candidates  and  agents  more  careful  in 
future.  The  consciousness  that  the  can- 
didate would  lose  the  seat  for  ever,  if 
corrupt  practices  were  established,  would 
make  the  agent  much  more  careful  than 
he  was  now.  He  had  very  little  more  to 
say.  He  quite  admitted  that  this  was 
one  of  the  matters  of  the' very  highest 
importance,  and  it  ought  to  be  discussed 
by  the  House  without  Party  feeling,  in 
the  desire  to  arrive  at  the  best  pos- 
sible conclusion.  If  it  was  considered 
that  the  penalty  proposed  by  the  Bill 
was  too  severe,  it  was  open  to  the 
revision  of  the  House;  but  he  should 
certainly  adhere  to  the  opinion  which  he 
had  expressed.  There  were  many  other 
minor  matters  dealt  with  in  the  Bill ; 
but  he  hoped  he  had  satisfied  the  House 
that  the  Government  were  anxious  to 
change  the  present  system  of  elections, 
and  to  cause  them  to  be  conducted  in  a 
more  satisfactory  manner  in  future.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  R.  N. 
Fowler)  spoke  of  the  difficulty  connected 
with  the  sending  out  of  circulars.  He 
(the  Attorney  General)  wished  to  get  rid 
of  the  system  altogether ;  but  it  was  not 
convenient,  neither  would  it  be  proper, 
that  he  should  enter  into  a  criticism  of 
the  details  of  the  Bill  upon  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Hinde  Palmer)  said  that  a  Mem- 
ber should  be  required  to  make  a  decla- 
ration, when  he  came  to  the  Table  to  be 
sworn,  that  he  had  complied  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act.  There  was,  how- 
ever, a  practical  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
the  adoption  of  such  a  provision.  Forty 
days  were  allowed  for  the  return  of  the 
election  expenses;  but  the  candidate 
who  had  been  returned  was  allowed  to 
take  the  Oath  and  his  seat  as  soon  as  the 
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Betum  to  the  Writ  had  been  made.  It 
would,  therefore,  not  be  in  the  power  of 
a  Member  to  make  such  a  declaration 
until  after  the  40  days  had  expired ;  and 
he  might  have  been  sitting  and  voting 
in  the  House  for  many  days  before  that 
period  arrived.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  K.  Assheton  Gross)  had  pointed 
out  a  difficulty  in  regard  to  one  par- 
ticular clause,  and  had  stated  that  it 
would  require  alteration.  The  difficulty 
was  this — that  a  Member  might  have 
taken  his  seat,  and  at  the  last  moment 
find  that  an  improper  expenditure  had 
been  incurred  through  inadvertence, 
which  incapacitated  him  from  legally 
discharging  his  duties  as  a  Member.  He 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  been  under 
the  impression  that  the  clause  had  been 
drawn  so  as  to  meet  that  difficulty.  It 
had  been  drawn,  at  any  rate,  with  that 
intention,  and  he  would  see  that  it  was 
framed  in  that  sense.  By  the  14th 
clause,  protection  was  extended  to  Mem- 
bers in  all  cases  where  the  expenditure 
had  been  incurred  inadvertently,  or 
through  miscalculation;  and  where  it 
was  plain  that  there  had  been  no  in- 
tention of  breaking  through  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  no  penalty  would  be 
incurred.  Any  person  placed  in  such 
circumstances  would  be  at  liberty  to 
make  an  application  to  the  Judge ;  and 
a  discretion  was  allowed  to  the  Judge 
which  he  could  exercise  in  giving  relief 
to  any  candidate  or  agent  who  might  be 
innocent.  He  should  have  no  objection 
to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  even 
more  generously  than  he  had  attempted 
to  frame  them  in  behalf  of  persons  who 
might  have  offended  innocently.  Sug- 
gestions had  also  been  made  of  an 
alternative  character.  It  had  been 
pointed  out,  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, that  there  were  other  courses 
that  might  be  taken  as  well  as  those 
which  were  provided  in  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  aud  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ed- 
ward Clarke)  had  referred  to  a  sugges- 
tion made  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  1^57 
that,  apart  from  the  Election  Petition, 
there  should  be  power  to  obtain  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  into  the  existence  of 
corruption  at  previous  elections.  For 
some  reason  or  other,  a  Bill  upon  that 
subject  was  not  introduced  until  long 
after  the  suggestion  was  originally  made, 
in  1868,  when  the  Government  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  brought  forward  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  corrupt  practices 
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at  elections.  By  the  57th  section,  the 
view  which  Lora  Beaconsfield  had  put 
forward  was  carried  into  effect,  and 
provision  was  made  that,  in  the  event  of 
the  electors  petitioning,  there  should  be 
power  to  issue  a  Oommission.  That 
power  had  existed  since  1868,  and  in 
introducing  the  present  Bill  he  had  con* 
sidered  it  advisable  to  carry  that  prin- 
ciple still  further,  and  to  give  the  Elec- 
tion Judges  and  Commissions  power  to 
deal  with  a  much  wider  range  of  ques- 
tions than  was  at  present  submitted 
to  them.  There  was  one  other  point 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South-West  Lancashire  (Sir 
H.  Assheton  Cross)  had  referred  to,  and 
that  was  the  proposal  to  allow  one  Judge 
instead  of  two  to  inquire  into  an  Elec- 
tion Petition.  Originally  the  investiga- 
tion was  intrusted  to  a  single  Judge; 
but  in  1879  a  change  was  made,  and 
it  was  directed  that  the  inquiry  into 
Election  Petitions  should  in  future  be 
conducted  by  two  Judges.  The  prin- 
cipal reason  for  the  determination  to 
revert  to  a  system  of  single  Judges  was 
that  it  was  proposed  by  me  present  Bill 
to  cast  a  great  many  duties  upon  the 
Election  Judges  in  investigating  cor- 
rupt practices,  from  which  they  were 
altogether  free  now.  As  a  matter  of 
necessity,  this  would  tend  to  prolong 
the  inquiry  before  the  Judges ;  and  if 
two  Judges  were  insisted  upon  he 
doubted  whether  the  judicial  strength 
of  the  country  would  be  sufficient  to  meet 
the  demands  upon  it.  It  was  there- 
fore proposed  that  they  should  go  back 
to  the  system  which  prevailed  previously 
to  1879,  and  which  past  experience 
proved  to  have  worked  very  well.  He 
had  not  succeeded  in  discovering  that 
the  decisions  given  by  two  Judges  had 
been  any  more  satisfactory  than  those 
which  were  given  formerly  by  one,  and 
there  was  certainly  a  greater  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility in  one  Judge  than  existed 
in  the  case  of  two.  Not  only  the  neces- 
sity of  economizing  the  judicial  strength 
of  the  country,  but  also  the  result  of 
past  experience,  justified  the  proposal  to 
return  to  the  system  of  trying  Election 
Petitions  by  one  Judge  only.  But  here, 
again,  although  he  was  personally  in 
favour  of  a  single  Judge,  he  had  no  wish 
to  press  his  view  too  strongly,  if  he 
found  that  the  feeling  of  the  House  was 
against  him.  He  thought  he  had  now 
touched  upon  almost  every  subject,  ez« 


1353 


Parltaminiary 


(Afbil  24,  1882}         Eieeiions,  ffe.  Dill  1354 


eept  one,  and  that  was  one  which  had 
1>een    referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Youghal  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna).    His  hon.  Friend  had  spoken 
Btrongly  upon  the  necessity  of  closing 
the   public-houses  on  the  polling  day. 
That  was  a  matter  which  certainly  re- 
quired very  grave  consideration  indeed, 
and  in  respect  of  which  there  was  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  on  both  sides.     No  one 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  way  in 
which   elections    were    now   conducted 
could  fail  to  see  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  force  in  the  arguments  of  his 
hon.  Friend.      The  great  mass  of  the 
corrupt  practices  now  resorted  to  took 
place  in  the  public-houses.     Not  only 
did  treating  take  place  in  the  public- 
houses,  or  in  some  room  adjoining,  or 
connected  with  it,  but  bribery  as  well ; 
and  he  was  certainly  of  opinion  that  if 
it  were  practicable  to  compel  the  public- 
houses  to  close  on  the  polling-day  that 
ihey  would  get  rid  of  a  vast  amount  of 
the  corrupt  practices  which  took  place 
under  the  roof  of  these  houses.     When 
the  argument  was  used  that  such  a  pro- 
vision would  penalize  the  Licensed  Yic> 
toallers,   he  did  not  believe  that  that 
view  would  be  accepted  hj  the  Licensed 
Yictuallers  themselves — at  any  rate,  by 
the  respectable  portion  of  them,  who 
wished  to  conduct   their   business   re- 
putably.    He  had  received  a  deputation 
from  the  Licensed  Yictuallers,  and  they 
had  expressed  themselves  most  reason- 
ably  and    sensibly   upon   the    subject. 
There  was,  undoubtedly,  a  great  deal  to 
be  said   on  both  sides;   and  they  had 
mentioned,  as  a  matter  worthy  of  consi- 
deration, whether,  rather  than  be  placed 
under  restrictive  legislation,  which  would 
make  them  incur  the  risk  of  losing  their 
licences  in  the  event  of  any  breach  of  the 
Act  being  committed  on  their  premises, 
they  would  not  prefer  to  have  their  pre- 
mises closed  altogether  on  the  polling 
day.  But  there  were  other  considerations 
which  affected  the  question.  For  instance, 
if  they  were  to  close  the  public-houses  on 
the  polling  day  were  they  to  close  them 
absolutely  ?  Was  there  to  be  no  opening 
of  the  door  to  the  hond  fide  traveller  ? 
On  the  other  hand,  was  the  restriction 
to  be  applied  only  to  borough  elections, 
because  in  county  elections  a  voter  fre- 
quently had  to  travel  seven  or  eight 
miles  before  he  reached  the  polling- 
place,    and    was  he    to  be  prohibited 
from  putting  up  his  horse  at  a  public- 


house,  or  from  obtaining  anything  to 
eat  for  himself  ?  Was  it  intended  that 
the  operation  of  public-house  closing 
should  only  be  partial,  and  not  general — 
that  it  should  be  confined  to  borough 
constituencies,  and  should  not  include 
the  county  constituencies  ?  Then,  again, 
another  question  would  arise — Was  the 
clause  to  be  confined  to  Parliamentary 
elections,  or  must  they  have  the  necessity 
pleiced  before  them  of  extending  the 
legislation  to  municipal  contests  also  ? 
If,  for  instance,  there  was  a  municipal 
election  in  Birmingham,  and  it  was  con- 
fined to  a  single  ward,  were  they  to  close 
the  whole  of  the  public-houses  in  the 
municipality  ?  If  that  were  not  done, 
there  would  be  no  advantage  in  closing 
them  in  one  ward  and  in  aUowing  them 
to  remain  open  in  all  the  others.  He 
wished  to  point  out  these  considerations 
to  hon.  Members;  but  he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  saying  that  if  such  a  clause 
were  proposed  me  Government  would 
be  quite  ready  to  consider  it,  and  the 
objections  to  it  would  not  come  from 
that  Bench.  He  had  only  one  observa- 
tion more  to  add.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Mr.  Edward  Clarke),  who  had  often 
bravely  fought  the  battle  of  the  Licensed 
Yictuallers,  no  doubt  from  a  feeling  of 
gratitude  towards  them  for  their  efforts 
on  his  own  behalf,  said  that  the  legis- 
lation proposed  by  the  Bill  with  regard 
to  the  Licensed  Yictuallers  was  excep- 
tional legislation.  He  (the  Attorney 
General)  altogether  dissented  from  that 
view.  At  the  same  time,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  admit  that  they  had  to  deal 
with  the  Licensed  Yictuallers,  in  one 
sense,  exceptionally,  because  it  became 
their  duty  to  deal  with  a  particular  class 
of  corruption,  which  consisted  of  treat- 
ing ;  and  treating  was  only  carried  out 
at  public-houses,  because  liquor  was  the 
article  by  which  it  was  carried  out.  If 
treating  took  place  with  other  commo- 
dities, restrictions  would  have  to  be  placed 
on  those  who  sold  those  commodities. 
They  dealt  with  the  evil  of  corruption 
wherever  they  had  reason  to  believe  that 
it  existed.  They  dealt  with  it  as  far  as 
the  agents  were  concerned,  and  they 
dealt  with  it  where  members  of  his  own 
Profession  were  concerned.  It  was  the 
desire  of  the  Government  to  deal  with 
it  wherever  it  was  likely  to  be  found. 
Why,  then,  were  they  bound  to  deal 
with  the  Licensed  Yictuallers  and  to 
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have  the  appearance  of  dealing  with 
them  exceptionally  ?  It  was  because 
treating  took  place  in  the  Licensed  Vic- 
tuallers' houses.  As  he  had  already 
pointed  out,  if  treating  took  place  by 
giving  a  penny  bun  to  the  voter,  it  would 
be  their  duty  to  go  to  the  confectioner's 
shop  and  to  lay  down  the  same  restric- 
tion. But  those  who  committed  the  cor- 
rupt practices  never  attempted  to  treat 
with  anything  but  the  liquor  sold  at  the 
Licensed  Victuallers'  houses.  There  the 
evil  was ;  and  they  went  to  the  fountain 
head,  and  endeavoured  to  destroy  it 
wherever  they  found  it  to  exist.  It  was 
even  to  the  interest  of  the  Licensed  Vic- 
tualler himself  that  the  evil  should  be 
dealt  with;  and  the  matter  was  very 
much  in  his  own  hands,  because  he  could 
speedily  put  a  stop  to  it  if  he  thought 
proper.  He  was  certain  there  was  no 
honest  man  in  the  country,  who  knew 
what  had  taken  place  in  certain  con- 
stituencies, but  must  admit  the  necessity 
for  passing  a  Bill  to  deal  with  the  evil 
of  corruption ;  and  he  hoped  and  believed 
that  the  House  would  see  that  the  time 
had  come  when  they  must  take  upon 
themselves  the  duly  of  aiding  the  honest 
and  thwarting  the  dishonest  man.  In 
that  case,  he  felt  sure  it  would  not  be 
long  before  the  Bill  which  he  now  asked 
should  be  read  a  second  time  would  pass 
into  law. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  was  very 
much  in  favour  of  a  measure  for  the  pre- 
vention of  corrupt  and  illegal  practices 
at  elections;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  some  portions  of  the  present  Bill 
were  too  Draconian  in  their  severity. 
The  first  provision  to  which  he  applied 
that  remark  was  that  which  proposed  to 
keep  a  candidate  out  of  his  constituency 
for  ever  on  account  of  acts  committed  by 
his  agent,  of  which  he  might  know  ab- 
solutely nothing,  except  in  the  legal 
meaning  of  the  term.  His  agent  might, 
for  instance,  have  made  a  speech  which 
he  had  not  had  the  opportunity  of  re- 
pudiating. Surely,  such  an  offence  was 
too  severely  dealt  with  by  excluding  him 
for  ever  from  the  representation  of  his 
constituency.  The  next  fault  he  found 
in  the  Bill  was  that  it  proposed  to  keep 
a  candidate  out  of  Parliament  for  10  years 
who  was  found  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. The  House  should  bear  m  mind 
that  these  clauses  not  only  included 
bribery,  but  treating,  amongst  the  cor- 
rupt practices  on  account  of  which  a 


man  would  be  precluded  from  sitting  in 
Parliament,     bribery,  of  course,  stood 
in  a  different  position  to  other  acts,  be- 
cause it  was  an  offence  which  could, 
hardly  be  committed  without  the  cogai-- 
zance  of  the  candidate ;  but  with  reganl. 
to  treating  and  other  trifling  acts  of  th^ 
kind,  he  defied  the  most  careful  candi — 
date  to  prevent  them.     The  Bill,  there — 

fore,  in  his  opinion,  was  too  severe  iik 

dealing  with  these  matters.     The  sam^^ 

remark    applied    to    what   was    called 

"  undue  influence,"  a  term  which  raised 

a  question  of  great  importance  in  con 

nection  with  Irish  elections,  because  iW 
was  well  known  that  it  would  be  con^ 
strued  by  the  Irish  Judges  in  a  very^ 
different  manner  to  that  in  which  it. 
would  be  construed  by  the  Judges  in 
England.  He  was  confident  that  for 
every  case  of  undue  influence  recorded 
against  an  English  candidate  there  would 
be  five  or  six  against  Irish  candidates ; 
and,  therefore,  for  the  reasons  he  had 
assigned,  he  was  compelled  to  drop  the 
defence  of  the  x>ortions  of  the  Bill  to 
which  he  had  referred.  It  would  seem 
that  the  Attorney  General  believed  that, 
in  all  cases  of  corrupt  practice,  he  would 
be  dealing  with  a  dishonest  candidate 
and  a  dishonest  constituency,  but  not  a 
dishonest  Judge.  The  latter,  however, 
was  not  an  impossibility ;  and  he  con- 
tended that  some  protection  against  the 
action  of  a  dishonest  Judge  should  be 
afforded  by  the  Bill ;  and,  for  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  know  of  any  more  effec- 
tual means  of  keeping  Election  Judges 
in  order  than  by  allowing  the  re-election 
of  candidates.  The  clauses  in  question 
certainly  appeared  to  him  to  require 
alteration, and,  unless  they  were  modified, 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the 
Bill  very  strongly.  He  woula  go  far- 
ther, and  say  that  Irish  Members  would 
act  very  unwisely  if  they  allowed  the 
clauses  to  remain  in  the  Bill  in  their 
present  form,  because  there  was  nothing 
whatever  to  prevent  a  Judge  keeping  a 
leader  of  the  Irish  Party  out  of  ParUa- 
ment  on  the  plea  of  undue  influence.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  most  of  the 
Judges  on  the  Irish  Bench  were  by  no 
means  unscrupulous ;  and  it  would  be  a 
very  easy  matter  to  effect  the  exclusion 
of  a  candidate,  because,  as  he  had  already 
pointed  out,  the  term  **  undue  influence 
would  be  differently  construed  in  Ireland 
to  what  it  would  be  in  England.  It 
was,  therefore,  incumbent  upon  Irish 
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Members  to  sonitiiiize  the  clauses  of  a 
Bill  which  gave  power  to  any  Judge  to 
keep  a  candidate  out  of  Parliament 
daring  a  period  of  10  years.  For  his 
own  part,  he  hoped  the  clauses  would 
be  modified  by  the  Attorney  General  in 
the  direction  indicated ;  if  not,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  would  find  that 
he  should  take  a  very  keen  interest  in 
Bvery  line  of  the  Bill  when  it  went  into 
Committee. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  trusted  the 
Gkiremment  did  not  propose  to  insist 
apon  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  at 
Uiat  Sitting.  It  was  difficult  to  over- 
estimate the  importance  of  a  measure 
that  was  to  alter  the  whole  system  under 
which  Members  were  elected  to  that 
House.  But  what  was  the  occasion  on 
vrhich  they  were  expected  to  accept  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  ?  He  would 
not  say  it  had  taken  the  House  by  sur- 
prise, because  he  supposed  hon.  Mem- 
bers ought  to  have  known  that  it  was 
Doming  on  that  evening ;  but  his  own 
impression  was  that  it  was  part  of  the 
arrangement  of  last  week  that  it  should 
be  taken,  not  on  Monday,  but  on  Tues- 
day. That  might  have  been  a  mistake 
for  which  he  alone  was  to  blame ;  but, 
however  it  might  be,  it  was  a  mistake 
very  largely  shared  by  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and,  that  being  so, 
he  thought  the  Government  ought  not 
to  press  the  Motion  for  the  second  read- 
ing to  a  division  on  the  present  occasion. 
But  that  was  not  the  only  reason.  How 
much  time  had  been  given  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill  ?  The  second  read- 
ing, he  believed,  was  only  moved  at 
hidf-past  9  o'clock  that  evening,  and 
hon.  Members  would  know  very  well 
that  the  hours  after  that  time  were  of 
much  less  value  for  the  purpose  of  a 
debate  of  this  kind  than  the  hours  that 
preceded  it,  and  this  was  especially  true 
on  the  day  when  the  Prime  Minister 
made  his  Financial  Statement.  Was  it 
possible  that  the  House,  after  listening 
with  the  closest  attention  to  a  speech  by 
the  Prime  Minister  of  two  hours  in 
length,  presenting  arguments  which  it 
required  the  utmost  stretch  of  the  mind 
to  follow,  lucidly  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman unfolded  them,  should  be  in  a 
condition  to  give  the  present  most  im- 
portant Bill  the  attention  which  it  re- 
quired? Since  the  conclusion  of  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman's  Statement,  the 
£buse  had  been  addressed  by  some  of 


the  foremost  and  ablest  Members,  and 
yet  no  one  who  had  listened  to  them 
could  doubt  how  flat  their  speeches  fell 
upon  the  ears  of  hon.  Members,  and 
how  feeble  was  the  attention  given  to 
arguments  even  such  as  those  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke). 
They  had  also  been  addressed  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill  (the  Attorney  General),  and 
even  that  speech  had  fallen  upon  a 
wearied  and  inattentive  House.  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  trusted  the  dis- 
cussion would  be  allowed  to  extend  to 
another  day,  when  the  House  would  be 
able  to  approach  it  unfatigued  by  any 
previous  question,  and,  doubtless,  con- 
tinue the  favourable  criticism  which  had 
up  to  that  time  been  extended  to  the 
well-meaning  measure  under  discussion. 
For  these  reasons,  and  in  order  to  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  further  dis- 
cussion, he  begged  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--(^Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hexby  James)  said,  he  hoped  the  second 
reading  would  be  allowed  to  be  taken 
that  evening.  He  appealed  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  consider  whether 
it  was  desirable  to  spend  another  day  in 
debating  matters  which  could  be  per- 
fectly well  discussed  upon  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  in  Committee.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  think  there  would  be 
any  injustice  to  Members  of  the  House 
in  asking  them  to  continue  the  discus- 
sion upon  the  present  Motion ;  and  he 
was,  therefore,  compelled  to  express  a 
hope  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hert- 
ford would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  could  but  ex- 
press  his  astonishment  at  the  course 
taken  that  evening  by  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  because  it  was 
within  his  recollection  that  Tuesday  next 
was  the  day  appointed  for  the  express 
purpose  of  the  £scussion  on  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading.  Private  Mem- 
bers had  been  asked  to  eive  up  their 
rights  for  the  purpose  of  taking  this 
stage  of  the  Bill  on  Tuesday,  and  the 
day  was  named  after  a  debate  in  which 
the  subject  was  thoroughly  discussed. 
The  Bill  before  them  was  of  the  greatest 
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interest  to  hon.  Members,  and  the  dis- 
cnflsion  which  had  taken  place  was  by 
no  means  proportioned  to  its  importance. 
It  had  certainly  been  a  very  short  one, 
and  he  appealed  to  hon.  Members  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  as  to  whether  they 
would  not  like  a  further  opportunity  of 
discussing    subjects  upon   which    they 
could  bring  their  own  personal  experi- 
ences to  bear.   For  his  own  part,  he  was 
sure  that  if  the  Government  would  con- 
sent to  adjourn  the  debate  until  termor: 
row  morning  they  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  listening  to  many  interesting 
experiences  from  Members  of  the  House, 
who  had  not  been  able  to  take  part  in 
the  discussion  ;    and  he  believed  also 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  would  receive  sugges- 
tions from  various  parts  of  the  House 
which  could  not  but  be  of  use  when  it 
went  into  Committee.     His  approval  of 
the  Motion  of  the   hon.   Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  was  given 
from  no  feeling  of  hostility  to  the  Bill, 
because  he  had  already  promised  his 
active  support  to  a  measure  of  this  kind. 
He  thought  it  well  that  Members  who 
desired  to   address  the  House  on  the 
principle  of   the    Bill   should    not   be 
denied  the    opportunity   of   doing   so. 
He    believed, '''for  Tinstance,    that    the 
observations  which  his  ri^hthon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid   Kent  (Sir  Wil- 
liam  Hart  Dyke)   might  make   would 
be    listened    to    by    the    House    with 
great  attention ;  and  although  he  did 
not  desire  to  enter  into  his  own  ex- 
periences of   elections,   he  very   much 
wished  to  offer  some  observations  upon 
the  principles  involved  in  the  Bill.     If 
the  debate   were  adjourned    until   to- 
morrow he  should  ask  permission  to  do 
this.     It  was  hardly  possible  that  the 
debate  of  that  evening  could  be  prolonged 
to  any  great  extent,  seeing  that  it  was 
then  half-past  12  o'clock,  and  bearing 
in  mind  the  speech  to  which  they  had 
listened  at  the  beginning  of  the  even- 
ing.    For  these  reasons  he  hoped  the 
Government  would,  out  of  consistency 
with  their  own  desire  to  obtain  Tuesday 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill,  consent  to 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  no  hostile 
feeling  towards  the  Bill.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  only  regretted  that  it  was  not 
retrospective  in  its  character,  because,  if 
it  were,  it  would  clear  the  House  of 
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nearly  half  its  Members.    He  agned 
with    the  hon.   and    learned   Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  that  the  Bill 
would  be  better  taken  ag^n  to-monow, 
because  it  related  to  Ireland  as  well  ai 
to  England,   and  the  columns  both  of 
English  and  Irish  newspapers  would  be 
filled  up  with  the  debate  on  the  Budget, 
and  only  a  very  small  portion  of  spaoe 
would  be  allotted  to  the  debate  on  the 
present  Bill.      If  the  debate  were  ad- 
journed   until    Tuesday    the   question 
would  be  better  ventilated  in  the  public 
Press,  and  the  experience  of  many  Ifon. 
Gentlemen  in  regfard  to  elections  wonld 
be  added  to  the  information  alretdy 
possessed  by  the  House.  While  he  held 
that  the  Bill  was  very  much  desired  by 
the  country,  and  was  in  an  especial  man- 
ner necessary  for    some  English   and 
Welsh  constituencies,  he  considered  that 
the  principles  of  the  measure  required 
to  be  narrowly  scanned.     He  had  been 
struck    by  the  altogether    insuffideni, 
and  he  might  almost   say  the  absurd 
reason  given  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  reverting  to  the  practice  of  trying 
Election  Petitions  with  one  Judge  only 
— a  practice  which  had  been  oondenmed 
by  the  House  so  recently  as  in  the  year 
1 879.     This  was  a  question  upon  which 
he  desired  to  address  the  House,  and 
he  accordingly  appealed  to  the  noble 
Marquess   opposite    (the   Marquess  of 
Hartington)  to  consent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment  of  the    debate,   the  Motion  for 
which,  he  was  quite  sure,  was  made 
without    any    intention    to    delay   the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  which  he  was  aa 
anxious  as  any  Member  of  the  House  to 
see  passed,  amongst  other  reasons,  he- 
cause  it  struck  at  the  rich  parvenus  who 
spent  money  corruptly  in  order  to  obtain 
seats  in  the  House.     Feeling  that  the 
question  ought  to  be  fully  discussed  and 
ventilated,  he  suggested  that  the  debate 
might  be  adjourned  with  advantage  until 
to-morrow. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  re- 
consider their  objection  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  because  he  had  un- 
derstood that  a  Morning  Sitting  was  to 
be  taken  to-morrow  for  the  especial  pnr- 
pose  of  discussing  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  havinff 
courteously  invited  Members  who  had 
experience  in  electioneering  matters  to 
suggest  to  him  Amendments  by  which 
the  Bill  might  be  improved,  he  would 
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ik  him  how  it  was  possible  that  those 
mendments  oould  be  properly  con- 
lered  bj  him  unless  he  allowed  hon. 
embers  an  opportunity  of  giving  rea- 
ns  in  support  of  them  on  the  second 
adine?  As  he  understood  that  the 
»ble  Marquess  in  moving  that  the 
ouae  should  meet  to-morrow  at  2 
dock  indicated  that  it  was  for  the 
izpose  of  discussing  this  Bill,  he  hoped 
e  noble  Marquess  would  adhere  to  the 
Tang^ment  he  then  made. 
The  Makqxtess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
niainly  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
irnment  that  the  Morning  Sitting  shall 
)  deYoted  to  the  discussion  of  the  Muni- 
pal  Corporations  Bill,  and  there  is  not 
le  slightest  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
[ovemment  to  shorten  the  debate  if  it 
ppears  to  be  the  desire  of  a  consider- 
Ue  number  of  Members  to  take  part 
1  the  further  discussion.  What  we 
ave  asked  the  House  to  do  is  to  con- 
iiue  this  debate  a  short  time  longer — 
iy  for  an  hour — and  if  there  then  ap- 
ears  to  be  a  still  unsatisfied  desire  on 
le  part  of  a  considerable  number  of 
[embers  to  take  part  in  it  we  should 
at  feel  justified  in  our  opposition  to  the 
djoumment  of  the  debate.  All  that  we 
ave  asked  the  House  to  do  is  not  at 
lis  somewhat  early  hour  to  adjourn  the 
ebate,  but  to  continue  to  a  reasonable 
me,  and  then,  if  it  seems  desirable,  to 
djoum  the  debate. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  thought  the 
oble  Marquess,  in  speaking  of  this  as 
Q  early  hour,  had  forgotten  that  the 
[ouse  was  bound  by  his  Besolution  to 
leet  at  2  o'clock.  He  did  not  think  the 
"ovemment  would  gain  any  advantage 
y  continuing  this  debate  any  further 
lis  evening.  The  Budget  speech  had 
een  able,  as  it  always  was ;  but  it  pro- 
osed  very  few  changes,  and  there  was 
0  reason  for  discussing  it  further 
ow. 

8iB  8TAFF0ED  NORTHCOTE: 
here  is  nothing  more  difficult  than  to 
eeide  whether  a  debate  should  close  or 
ot ;  but  I  think,  on  the  present  occasion, 
'e  should  save  time  by  agreeing  to  an 
djoumment  for  one  or  two  reasons.  In 
le  first  place,  considering  the  under- 
anding  there  undoubtedly  was  that  to- 
lorrow  was  the  day  on  which  there 
'oold  be  a  continuation  of  this  dis- 
union, we  must  bear  in  mind  that  those 
rbo  are  now  present  may  be  ready  to 
p  to  a  division ;  but  there  may  be  other 


hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  expected  that 
the  debate  would  be  further  continued. 
I  must  point  out  also  that  there  is  a 
general  opinion  throughout  the  House 
that  not  only  should  some  measure  be 
passed  this  Session  for  the  restraint  of 
corrupt  and  illegal  practices,  but  also 
that  tne  Bill  of  the  Government  furnishes 
a  basis  upon  which  such  legislation 
should  be  founded ;  although,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  mav  be  some  Amend- 
ments which  it  would  be  desirable  to 
discuss.  Those  may,  of  course,  be  dis- 
cussed in  Committee ;  but  I  always  find 
that  a  discussion  on  a  second  reading 
gives  a  good  opportunity  for  bringing 
forward  points  that  have  to  be  con- 
sidered, and  I  think  that  if  there  is  any 
considerable  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  wish  to  bring  forward  such  x>oint8, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  it  was  the 
expectation  of  the  Government,  when 
they  first  proposed  a  Morning  Sitting 
for  to-morrow,  that  this  Bill  would  not 
have  made  such  progress,  and  it  would 
be  necessary  to  go  on  with  it  to-morrow ; 
and  many  Members  have  taken  it  for 
granted  that  the  Business  for  to-morrow 
will  be  the  discussion  of  this  Bill.  I 
think  some  who  are  not  present  might 
have  reason  to  complain  that  they  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  making  speeches 
and  suggestions  which  they  wished  to 
offer  if  that  is  not  so.  But  the  noble 
Marquess  fairly  says  that  if  after  another 
hour's  discussion  the  House  wishes  to 
adjourn  the  debate  he  would  have  no 
objection  to  adjourning.  According  to 
my  experience  of  the  conduct  of  Business, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  we  should  save 
time  by  adjourning  now  and  seeing  if 
we  could  get  on  with  other  Business.  At 
the  same  time,  I  think  the  House  will 
do  well  if  it  can  come  to  a  decision  on 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  because 
I  feel  that  it  is  a  Bill  drawn  with  con- 
siderable care,  and  one  which  furnishes 
ground  for  legislation  of  an  important 
character;  and  it  is  in  no  spirit  of 
hostility  to  that  Bill  that  I  make  this 
suggestion. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  consent  to  an 
adjournment.  Much  had  been  heard  this 
Session  about  the  extraordinary  waste  of 
time  and  the  amount  of  Business  to  be 
got  through.  No  argument  had  yet 
been  brought  forward  which  might  not 
have  been  equally  well  advanced  in 
Committee ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
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now  was  tlie  time  for  taking  tlie  se- 
cond  reading.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  had  expressed  some  surprise  at 
the  opposition  to  the  second  reading,  and 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  H. 
Assheton  Cross)  had  given  his  support 
generally  to  the  principles  of  the  Bill, 
and  the  points  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  raised  referred  entirely 
to  matters  which  might  be  brought  for- 
ward in  Committee.  Many  of  those 
points  were  of  considerable  importance, 
and  it  might  be  well  for  the  Government 
to  consider  them ;  but  they  were  not 
directed  against  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  the  Gt>vemment 
would  press  for  a  division. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  stated  that  undoubtedly  a 
Morning  Sitting  was  asked  for  for  Tues- 
day to  take  this  Bill,  and  it  was  on  that 
understanding  that  hon.  Members  con- 
sented to  the  proposal.  If  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  acceiie  to  the  adjournment 
of  this  debate  he  wished  to  know  whether, 
if  the  second  reading  was  carried  to- 
night— though  he  did  not  suppose  it 
would  be — the  noble  Marquess  would 
agree  to  the  House  meeting  at  the  usual 
hour  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  hoped 
the  Gt)vemment  would  consent  to  what 
was  really  inevitable — namely,  to  put  off 
the  further  discussion  on  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  until  to-morrow.  A 
fair  discussion  on  the  second  reading 
really  shortened  and  facilitated  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  clauses  in  Committee ; 
and  in  a  Bill  of  this  character,  with  so 
many  clauses,  it  was  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult when  in  Committee  to  discuss  some 
of  the  clauses  and,  in'  the  light  of  other 
clauses,  keep  within  the  limits  of  Order. 
It  might  continually  happen  in  discuss- 
ing the  clauses  that  it  was  necessary  to 
refer  to  other  clauses,  and  in  that  way 
Members  mieht  run  themselves  against 
the  Hules  of  Order,  which  were  drawn 
somewhat  tightly  on  some  occasions.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  discuss  those 
clauses  when  there  had  been  no  prelimi- 
nary discussion  on  the  joint  working  of 
the  clauses.  He  was  certain  the  Gt)- 
vernment  would  lose  no  time  by  consent- 
ing to  adjourning  the  debate  until  to- 
morrow. On  the  contrary,  they  would 
very  likely  lose  time  if  they  tried  to 
force  on  the  Committee  stage  of  this 
Bill.      The  Irish  Members  took  very 

Mr.  Buxton 


great  interest  in  the  Bill  fur  the  repres- 
sion of  corrupt  practices,  because  cor- 
rupt practices  had  been  the  main  enemj 
of  nationality  in  the  Irish  elections;  and 
therefore  it  was  from  no  objection  to  the 
Bill  that  they  asked  for  further  time, 
not  only  for  the  discussion  of  thedaoees, 
but  for  the  consideration  of  the  geneitl 
scope  of  the  Bill,  taking  the  clauses  to- 
gether.   That  was  a  matter  upon  which 
they  claimed  to  have  a  right  of  speech; 
and  although  he  entirely  appreciated  the 
great  zeal  which  the  Attorney  General 
had  shown  in  this  matter,  and  though 
he  was  certain  that  it  would  be  much 
appreciated  in  the  borough  of  TauitoD, 
yet  he  hoped  that  out  of  consideration 
for  other  boroughs,  which,  perhaps,  did 
not  take  so  great  an  interest  in  the  pre- 
vention of  corrupt  and  illeg^  practices, 
the  Government  would  kindly  consent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  present  dis- 
cussion. 

TiiE  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  should  like  to  assure  the  House  that 
the  Gt>vemment  have  no  desire  to  pie- 
vent  the  fullest  discussion  of  this  mea- 
sure.    The  information  which  has  been 
given  to  the  House  is  rather  scanty,  and 
the  desire  to  prolong  the  debate  appears 
to  be  attributed  to  some  hon.  Members 
who  are  not  here  now.     But  enough  has 
been  said  to  convince  the  Government 
that  considerable    opposition    will  be 
offered  to  the  progress    of  the  Bill; 
and  as  we  do  not  wish  to  have  the 
appearance  of  desiring  to  limit  the  dis- 
cussion of  so  important  a  measure,  we 
shall  offer  no  opposition  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  this  debate.    The  Bill  will  be 
taken  at  the  Morning  Sitting  to-morroWi 
and  I  hope  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
occupy  the  whole  of  the  Sitting  with  xt» 
but  that,  after  the  second  reading,  we 
may  be  able  to  utilize  the  remainder  of 
the  Sitting.     The  second  Order  will  be 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill ;  but 
that  is  only  on  a  formal  stage,  and  I 
hope  we  smdl  be  able  to  proceed  with 
the  third  Order,  which  relates  to  the 
Ballot  Act. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  assent  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Marquess  that 
if  this  debate  was  adjourned  the  whole 
of  the  Sitting  to-morrow  would  not  bo 
taken  up  by  the  same  Bill.  He  should 
not  have  risen  except  to  thank  the  At- 
torney  General  for  the  way  in  which  he 
had  received  the  suggestion  he  himself 
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ade ;    and  he   should    give   his 
support  to  the  Bill.  ' 

W.  H.   SMITH  asked   if   the 
Besolutions  would  he  taken  to- 

FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
;  would  he  convenient  to  take 
^-morrow. 

don  put,  and  agreed  to, 

te  adjourned  till   To*morroWt    at 
the  clock. 


W  HARBOUR  {re-eotntnitted)  BILL. 
Herbert  Gladttonef  Lord  Fnderiek 
Cavendith.) 

[bill   137.]      COMMITTEE. 

considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

les  1  and  2  agreed  to.  . 

16  3  (Charge  upon  haronies.  Pay- 
>  Wicklow  Copper  Mine  Com- 
Transfer  of  Harhour  to  Board). 

idment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
)ave  out  the  words  ''and  other 

g8." 

idment  agreed  to, 

)e,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

16  4  agreed  to. 

16  5  (Special  meeting  to  consider 
larging  town  rates  with  expendl- 
excess  of  estimate). 

WILLIAMSON  said,  the  Bill 
ed  that  if,  from  any  unforeseen 
he  estimate  was  insufficient,  the 
ment  should  he  authorized  to  ad- 
>j  a  further  loan  whatever  might 
ted.  Clause  5  proposed  that  in 
L  emergency  a  special  meeting  of 
dow  Town  Commissioners  should 
)d  to  consider  it.  Suppose  they 
0  the  conclusion  that  the  whole 
was  thrown  away,  and  that  they 
not  charge  the  rates  with  any 

sum,  what  would  he  the  condi- 
affairs  then  ? 

»  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
is  provision  was  only  inserted  to 

contingency  of  which  it  was  he- 
here  was  no  danger.  The  esti- 
ad  been  most  carefully  considered ; 
om  experience  of  all  estimates, 
old  not  he  absolutely  certain  that 
ther  cost  could  possibly  be  in- 
If  there  was  such  a  necessityi 


it  was  intended  to  be  met  by  this  clause, 
which  had  been  framed  witih  every  pos- 
sible  care 

Mb.  wio^IAMSON  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  throw  any  obstade  in  the  way 
of  the  Bill;  but  he  was  satisfied  that 
more  consideration  ought  to  be  given  to 
the  subject  involved. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  agreed  with  the 
hon.  G-entleman  (Mr.  Williamson)  tha( 
there  was  a  real  danger  to  apprehend  : 
but  he  had  no  doubt  his  noole  Friend 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  had  taken 
great  pains  to  satisfy  himself  that  the 
estimates  were  correct  and  sufficient. 
He  believed  that  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
to  meet  the  House  two  or  three  years 
hence  he  would  have  to  propose  an 
additional  Vote,  and  that  it  would  not 
be  met  by  the  Town  Commissioners  of 
Arklow. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  estimates  were  made  by  their 
Predecessors,  and  the  Government  had 
taken  every  possible  care  to  guard 
against  the  risk  incurred  by  their  Pre- 
decessors. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To  -  morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

BANKRUPTCY  LAW  AMENDMEITr 
BILL.— [Bill  87.] 

{Mr.  Barran,  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Edward  Clarke^ 

Mr.  Monk.) 

SECOND    BBADIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  BARRAN,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  he 
did  not  forget  that  in  the  very  able 
speech  which  was  delivered  by  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  during  last 
Session  upon  Bankruptcy  Law  the  riffht 
hon.  G-entleman  foreshadowed  a  Sill 
which  was  of  very  great  national  im- 
portance; and  it  was  in  no  spirit  of  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  now  asked  the  House 
to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time.  The 
Bill  was  promoted  by  the  Associated 
Chambers  of  Commerce ;  it  was  ap- 
proved of  by  all  the  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce in  lingland ;  and  he  miffht  also 
state  that  the  Association  of  Bankersi 
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Merchants,  and  Traders  of  the  United 
Kingdom  had  passed  a  resolution  sup- 
porting almost  fully  the  Bill  which  he 
now  moved  should  be  read  a  second 
time.  This  was  a  question  which  affected 
the  whole  trading  community  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  and  it  was  one  which 
demanded  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
They  had  been  promised,  from  time  to 
time,  that  a  Bill  should  be  introduced 
meeting  the  requirements  of  the  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce ;  but  unfortunately  the 
state  of  the  Business  of  the  House  had 
been  such  as  to  preclude  the  possibility 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
introducing  his  Bill.  Those  hon.  Gentle- 
men whose  names  were  at  the  back 
of  the  Bill  now  under  consideration  were 
not  at  all  anxious  to  in  any  way  inter- 
cept the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
On  the  contrary,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  consent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  to-night,  they  would 
be  quite  disposed  to  postpone  the  Com- 
mittee stage  until  such  reasonable  time 
as  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
might  wish  to  be  allowed  him  for  the 
purpose  of  introducing  his  own  Bill. 
There  were  very  considerable  questions 
involved,  which  traders  deemed  of  the 
utmost  importance.  They  had  known 
in  the  past  what  had  been  the  very 
serious  objection  to  too  much  officialism. 
The  trading  community  generally  were 
anxious  to  avoid  undue  officialism,  and 
this  Bill  proposed  to  g^ve  to  the  creditors 
such  power  that  they  might  have  both 
the  responsibility  and  direction  in  mat- 
ters which  affected  very  largely  their 
own  interests.  At  that  late  hour  (1.10) 
he  did  not  think  it  right  to  go  into  any 
particulars  as  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill ; 
out  he  asked  the  House  to  read  the  Bill 
a  second  time,  in  order  that  they,  as 
Bepresentatives  of  large  commercial  in- 
terests, might  take  up  a  position  befit- 
ting them  when  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  should  see  fit,  and  have 
the  opportunity  of  bringing  forward 
the  measure  which  he  foreshadowed 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.*' — (Mr,  Barran.) 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  assent  to  the  proposi- 
tion  which  had  just  been  made  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Barran) ;  and  he  thought  that,  upon  con- 

J/r.  Barran 


^deration,  the  hon.  Member  would  feel 
it  was  hardly  fair  or  reasonable  to  ask 
the  House  of  Commons  to  commit  itwU 
to  the  principle  of  a  Bill  on  so  importaat 
a  subject  as  the  present  at  that  late  hour. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  lateness  of  the  boor,  he 
did  not  feel  justified  in  trespassing  upon 
the  House ;  and,  consequently,  the  Houte 
had  not  had  the  advantage  of  hearing 
any  explanation  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  or  of  the  general  principle  it  pro- 
posed to  carry  into  law.  If  tneypaoed 
the  second  reading  with  the  assent  of 
the  Government  they  would  be  oom- 
mitted  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  He 
oould  not  undertake  to  pledge  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  Bill.  It  was  an  ex- 
tremely inadequate  measure  for  dealing  | 
with  a  great  subject ;  and  if  he  thought  i 
the  present  a  fair  opportunity  he  should  i 
explain  to  the  House  that  there  wen  j 
many  objectionable  features  of  the  Bill 
which  would  tend  to  increase  the  scan- 
dals of  the  existing  system  rather  than 
remove  them.  His  hon.  Friend  talked 
about  the  importance  of  the  crediton 
possessing  the  power  to  prevent  anything 
like  extensive  officialism.  The  present 
Bill  would  tend  to  sustain  the  system  under 
which  there  had  been  a  qwui-oXS^ 
management ;  but  there  was  no  efficient 
supervision  to  prevent  abuse.  Officials  of 
the  Trade  Protection  Societies  had,  is 
many  cases,  had  the  management  of 
bankrupt  estates ;  and  the  control,  if 
properly  looked  after,  answered  well 
Of  course,  in  some  cases  there  had  been 
great  abuse.  He  supposed  it  was  of  no 
use  to  ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  withdrav 
the  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  his  dulT 
to  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 
If  his  hon.  Friend  would  take  another, 
and  a  fitting  opportunity,  ho  should  be 
glad  that  his  Bill  should  be  discussed* 
He  hoped  he  would  be  able,  at  a  later 
period  of  the  Session,  to  introduce  the 
Bill,  which  was  promised  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  for  dealing  with  the  subject  In 
that  case  he  supposed  it  might  be  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  to  relet  the  Bill 
to  a  Grand  Committee,  if  the  proposal 
for  Grand  Committees  on  Trade  and 
Commerce  should  meet  with  the  approval 
of  the  House;  and  he  should  not  see 
any  objection  to  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  as  well  as  any  other  BUI  dealing 
with  the  same  subject,  going  before  the 
same  Committee.  That,  however,  should 
only  be  done  after  the  House  had  hid  a 
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fldl  opportanity  of  disooBsiDg  the  prin: 
dple  of  the  Bill  on  the  second  reading. 
He  would  move  that  the  debate  be  now 
•djoamed. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
'  'fr.  Chamberlain,) 


Mb.  EDWABD  OLABKE  said,  there 
was  an  ominous  tone  in  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman's  yoice  when  he  spoke  of  the 
moepect  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Barran)  getting  another  opportunity  for 
diiousaing  the  Bill.  The  l^resident  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  said  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate;  but  if  his  hon.  Friend  could 
get  another  opportunity  of  bringing  for- 
ward the  Bill,  possibly  he  might  enter 
into  the  merits  of  the  measure.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  this  was  a  late  hour  to  discuss 
matters  of  this  kind ;  but  the  opportu- 
nities that  private  Members  had  of  bring- 
ing in  Bills  was  so  very  limited  that  they 
were  glad  to  avail  themselves  of  any  that 
presented  themselves.  The  President  of 
ike  Board  of  Trade  might  have  shown 
a  little  more  respect  to  the  opinions  of 
the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce, 
and  to  the  other  commercial  bodies  in 
the  country,  than  to  dismiss  in  so  cavalier 
a  foshion  a  Bill  which  had  their  unani- 
mona  support.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  the  Bill  contained  many  mis- 
chievous provisions,  not  one  of  which  he 
had  condescended  to  point  out  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  Bill  would  continue  the  present  offi- 
oialiam,  and  then  he  said  the  officialism 
was  that  of  the  Trade  Protection  Society. 
If  no  other  measure  could  be  passed  this 
year — and  there  was  very  little  hope 
that  the  ris^ht  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
would  be  able  to  pass  any  measure  this 
year  on  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy — if  no 
other  measure  than  this  were  passed, 
and  if  this  measure  contained  but  one  of 
its  clauses,  it  would  be  an  enormous  ad- 
vance and  improvement  in  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Law  of  the  country.  If  only  that 
section  of  the  present  Act  which  allowed 
liquidation  by  arrangement  could  be 
repealed,  it  would  be  of  great  service  to 
trade.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  persist  in  his  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  He  had  said  that  ulti- 
mately he  would  be  prepared  to  consent 
to  this  Bill  being  submitted  to  the  same 
Meet  or  Grand  Committee  as  the  Bill  he 


hoped  to  shortly  bring  forward.  The  Bill 
now  under  consideration  would,  before  it 
could  be  referred  to  a  Committee,  have  to 
be  read  a  second  time.  It  would  not  be 
fair  to  adjourn  this  debate  and  allow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  bring  in 
his  Bill,  with  all  the  advantage  of  the 
Government  authority  for  the  arrange- 
ment of  matters  in  the  House,  and  very 
probably  leave  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Barran),  and  the  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  acting  with  him,  in  the  position 
of  being  unable  to  bring  their  Bill  on 
again ;  and,  therefore,  precluded  from 
having  it  submitted  to  the  same  tribunal 
as  the  Government  measure.  He  hoped 
a  division  would  be  taken  on  the  ques- 
tion of  adjournment. 

Mb.  monk  regretted  to  hear  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  speak 
in  so  doubtful  a  manner  as  to  the  pro- 
bability of  his  being  able  to  introduce 
his  own  Bill  on  this  subject  this  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  as  well 
aware  as  they  were  that  the  commercial 
community  were  looking  anxiously  for 
some  move  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  and  he  (Mr.  Monk)  and 
others  had  heard  very  serious  complaints 
that  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  been  brought  in  before 
this,  and  circulated  in  the  country.  The 
Bill  which  had  been  brought  in  by  his 
hon.  Friend  had  been  carefully  consi- 
dered by  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce.  It  was  an  amending  Bill ; 
it  was  a  Bill  amending  the  Act  of  1869. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  intended  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  entirely  repealing  that  Act,  and 
altering  materially  the  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptcy ;  still,  as  that  Bill  was  in  embryo, 
and  as  they  did  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able  to 
introduce  it  at  all  this  Session,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  refuse  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds.  As  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Edward  Clarke) 
had  said,  the  Bill  must  be  read  a  second 
time  before  it  could  be  sent  to  a  Com- 
mittee. He  must  confess  he  had  very 
serious  doubts  whether  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
spoken  would  ever  come  to  anything.  At 
all  events,  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  would  not 
pass  into  law,  if  it  had  to  be  sent  to  a 
Grand  Committee,  this  Session.  Under 
the  circumstances,  his  hon.  Friend  was 
quite  entitled  to  go  to  a  division* 
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Qnestioii  put. 

The  House  iividei ;— Ayes  34 ;  Noes 
87  :  Majority  3.— (Dit.  LUt,  No.  71.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  »grwd  to. 

Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  To- 
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HTNUTB8.]— PiTBLic  Bills— Kri(  Staiin}— 
Army  Altenuitivs  Pamihmetit  *  <t8). 

Btcotid  Rtvdim—Stftrrti  le  BtUet  Committtt— 
Stolen  Qoodi  (64). 

Commilttt  —  Stporl  —  Metropolitan  Commoni 
Bapplemeatal  *  (38) ;  Army  (Atinaal)  (SS). 

Thiri  Riaiing — Oraeral  Police  and  ImproTS- 
ment  (tiooUand)  *  (48) ;  Drainage  [IrelandJ 
ProTinoul  Order*  (61),  aai.pauii, 

tfrOLEN  GOODS  BILL.— (No.  84.) 
{Th4  Lord  Chancttlor.) 
8SC0KD    KKASQIO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead* 
ing  read. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  it  contained  exactly  the  same 
provisions  ae  the  Bill  which  was  sent  to 
the  Commons  on  the  same  subject  laat 
year ;  and  he  would  move  the  re-appoiot- 
ment  of,  as  far  as  poasible,  the  same 
Committee  next  week,  to  whitji  he  would 
move  that  the  Bill  should  be  referred. 

Uovei,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
—(_2it£ord  C/ianeeUor.) 

Uotion  agrted  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly ;  and  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

AEMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  66.) 

{TluEarlaf  Morlty.) 

COmUTTKB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  da  now  re< 
•olve  itself  into  Committee,"— (Di«Jliri 
of  Horlty.^ 


YtBootTiiT  BUBT  aud,  it  WM  noiaik- 

able  that  in  a  year  which  was  diatin- 
guisbed  more  uian  any  other  fbr  Annj 
changes  there  had  been   no  adequta 
opportunity  afforded  for  diaouosing  thoN 
changes  in  either  Hoase  of  ParliamsBt 
The  exigencies  of  the  public  eerrics  in 
the   other  House   of    Parliament  bid 
obliged  the  Bedmates  to  be  taken  tti 
very  late  hour,  and  only  the  most  eat- 
eoiy  opportunity  had  since  been  giTtn 
for  touching  ou  the  few  important  pouts 
that  arose.  It  was  only  by  putting  CIum- 
tions  occasionally  that  any  informsta 
oould  be  obtained  in  regard  to  the  hnt], 
for  there  had  been  no  regular  dubita 
When  the  presentBill  was  read  asseond 
time  in  their  Lordships'  House,  th«n 
was  little  opportunity   for  diaoiusioo, 
although  there  were  a  great  nnmbsr  cd 
points  which  ought  to  be  considered  in 
regard  to  recentlegialation  in  theAmj. 
He  was  not  going  to  find  fault  withths 
ohangea  that  had  been  made,  for sa tot 
great  many,  a  consensus  of  military  opi- 
nion was  very  much   in  their  favmn; 
but  he  did  complain  of  this — that  linN 
1871  the  Army  had  been  in  a  penwtul 
state  of  change,  and  uoble  Lords  litd 
been  oonstanuy  told  that  the  Army  ni 
in  "  a  transition  state,"  and  that  "thsf 
must  not  expect  too  much."      Oalylul 
night  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Bui 
of  MorleyJ  had  repeated  what  had  oftn 
been  said  before— that  the  Army  wsaia 
a  transition  state,  and  that  the  full  vain* 
of  the  changes  could  not  be  yet  sppr*- 
ciated.  It  was  undeniable  that  the  niiB 
object  of  our  gr^at  Army  expenditm 
was  to  be  able  to  put  an  efficient  Amf 
in  the  field  on  a  few  days'  notice ;  thtf 
was  the  long  and  the  abort  of  the  wh<d* 
question,  and  so  long  as  they  stcppid 
short  of  that  they  had  not  got  that  fa 
which  they  paid   £15.500,000   a-yaai. 
Well,  were  they  in  that  position  nowT 
The  noble  and  gallant  Earl  who  apokt 
last  night  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  went 
BO   far  as  to  say  that  there  was  not  s 
regiment  in  the  Service  in  an  effidant 
condition.     He  (Yiecount  Bury)  woald 
not  go  that  length ;  but  he  must  say 
they  were  not  in  a  position  which  had 
been  so  long  promised.     They  were  not, 
in  the  case  of  a  small  war,  able  to  put 
an  Army  Corps  into  the  field.    In  ths 
event  of  a  large  war,  there  were  legisbk 
tive  provisions  which  they  could  put  into 
operation  to   enable  them   to  raise   ■ 
Fone;  but  in  regard  to  a  Btnall  war, 
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ihej  were  Tory  little  better  off  than  they 
were  in  1877.  They  were  still  in  a 
inmsition  state,  and  would  have,  in  case 
of  necessity,  to  resort  to  the  system  which 
had  been  denounced  by  the  late  Adju- 
tant General  Sir  Charles  Ellice  as  the 
moot  pernicious  system  which  had  ever 
t>een  invented  by  the  ingenuity  of  man 
^namely,  to  call  upon  men  to  volunteer 
rom  one  regiment  to  another,  and  thus 
o  leave  the  already  attenuated  home 
■egiments  still  further  emasculated.  The 
loble  Earl  opposite  would,  no  doubt, 
lay  that  a  great  deal  had  been  done 
dnce  Mr.  Childers  and  he  had  been  in 
Jffioe,  and  he  (Viscount  Bury)  was  not 
Toing  to  deny  it.  He  believed  they  had 
improved  the  condition  of  the  Army ; 
bat  he  would  go  so  far  as  to  say,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  there  was  not 
one  officer  in  100 — nay,  not  one  officer  in 
&e  whole  Army — who  thoroughly  under- 
itood  the  position  in  which  the  Army 
itood  at  the  present  moment,  so  much 
confusion  having  been  created  by  differ- 
ent Acts  of  Parliament,  Boyal  Warrants, 
Oeneral  Orders,  and  other  Regulations. 
Those  details  were  only  known  to  those 
within  the  War  Office,  and  he  doubted  if 
they  were  known  to  half-a-dozen  even  in 
that  Department.  They  had  now  a  new 
Army,  for  the  old  had  entirely  dis- 
^peared.  The  system,  too,  of  Indian 
reliefs  had  been  so  altered  that  they 
had  now  a  local  Army  in  India,  and  the 
system  of  promotion  had  been  altered  so 
as  to  fit  in  with  the  short  service.  He 
did  not  wish  to  put  a  definite  Besolution 
which  would  produce  a  debate ;  but  he 
wished  to  explain  to  his  noble  Friend 
the  difficulties  under  which  those  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  Army  laboured. 
The  public  also  took  an  interest  in  the 
Army;  but  that  interest  would  be  in- 
erea^ed  if  they  could  follow,  in  an  in- 
telligible manner,  the  changes  which 
had  been  made  during  the  last  10  years. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  whether  it 
wonld  not  be  possible  to  issue  a  Memo- 
randum, showing  the  various  changes 
which  had  been  made  since  Lord  Card- 
well  introduced  the  short  service  system, 
and  showing  the  effect  of  all  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  bearing  on  the  Army,  all  the 
recommendations  of  Committees  and 
Commissions,  and  the  suggestions  which 
had  been  made  in  their  Office  in  reference 
to  the  Army,  in  order  to  show,  at  a 
glance,  the  actual  condition  of  the  Army  ? 


No  doubt,  many  Ministerial  speeches 
had  been  made  on  the  subject  of  Army 
reform  ;  but  they  necessarily  lacked  the 
value  of  an  official  Paper  such  as  he 
suggested. 

The  Eabl  of  MOBLET  said,  he  was 
sure  their  Lordships  would  not  find  fault 
with  his  noble  Fnend  (Viscount  Bury) 
for  taking  that  opportunity  of  bringing 
those  matters  before  the  House.  He  quite 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  as  to  the 
desirability  of  making  the  changes  which 
had  been,  and  which  were  being  made 
in  the  Army  intelligible  alike  to  officers 
and  to  the  public.  As  to  the  importance 
of  being  able  on  brief  notice  to  place 
a  small  Army  in  the  field,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  about  it,  and  the  object  of 
the  War  Office  had  been  to  place  the 
battalions  not  at  the  strength  they  would 
be  at  in  time  of  war,  but  at  a  higher 
strength,  which  would  give  a  marg^, 
allowing  untrained  or  unfit  men  to  be 
left  at  home,  and  yet  having  a  full- 
strength  battalion  fit  for  foreign  service. 
It  had  been  the  wish  of  the  Government 
to  bring  about  such  a  state  of  things  as 
that ;  and  if  they  had  not  as  yet  succeeded 
it  would  be  admitted  that  the  battalions 
had  been  much  improved  in  strength, 
and  that  generally  they  were  in  a  state 
of  transition.  They  had  been  so  since 
1871,  and  it  was  inevitable  that  it  should 
be  so  until  the  short  service  system, 
and  the  changes  of  organization  which 
resulted  from  its  adoption,  had  come 
thoroughly  into  effect.  Steps  which 
had  recently  been  taken  had  been  in 
the  direction  pointed  out  by  the  Pre- 
decessors of  the  present  Oovemment, 
and  with  a  natursu  and  necessary  re- 
sult of  what  had  been  initiated  by 
Lord  Cardwell,  and  lately  developed  by 
Lord  Cranbrook  and  Colonel  Stanley. 
At  the  present  time  the  Oovemment 
were  endeavouring  to  carry  out  a  most 
important  change,  which  would  give 
them  a  certain  number  of  battalions 
ready  to  go  abroad  at  short  notice.  Lord 
Cardwell's  system,  it  was  said,  was  based 
on  the  assumption  that  when  one  bat- 
talion was  abroad  another  would  be  at 
home ;  but  it  also  embraced  the  suppo- 
sition that  the  battalions  at  the  top 
of  the  Eoster  should  be  of  a  certain 
strength ;  but  for  various  reasons — and 
he  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  did  not  blame 
one  Government  more  than  another — 
the  conditions  on  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  based  his  calculationi   no  dooht^ 
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had  not  been  rigidly  adhered  to.  The 
War  Office  saw  the  importance  of  keep- 
ing the  battalions  comprised  in  the  First 
Army  Corps  always  fit  for  service.  But 
those  battalions  could  not  be  brought  up 
to  their  new  establishments  and  ren- 
dered efficient  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen. 
To  increase  their  strength  it  was  neces- 
sary to  pour  recruits  into  them — that 
was  the  only  course  which  could  be  pur- 
sued ;  and  consequently  at  the  present 
time,  no  doubt,  the  proportion  of  young 
soldiers  in  the  high-strength  battalions 
at  home  was  greater  than  was  desirable, 
and  their  oonmtion  could  not  be  regarded 
as  quite  satisfactory.  That  difficulty 
had  been  aggravated  by  the  fact  that 
the  changes  of  organization  had  necessi- 
tated alterations  in  the'Koster,  bringing 
weaker  battalions  suddenly  higher  up 
on  the  Eoster.  It  could  only  be  reme- 
died by  time.  Soldiers  serving  in  the 
First  Army  Corps  would  not  be  sent  to 
the  Heserve  before  completing  seven 
years'  service,  and  by  degrees  the  bat- 
talions would  harden  into  efficiency; 
and  when  the  temporary  circumstances 
referred  to,  which  necessitated  rapid  re- 
cruiting, had  passed  away,  he  hoped 
and  believed  that  the  object  which  all 
parties  wished  to  attain  would  be  gained 
— namely,  they  would  have  a  number  of 
battalions  sufficient  to  constitute  a  small 
Army  for  sudden  emergencies,  or  for 
small  Colonial  wars,  fit  to  take  the  field 
at  very  short  notice.  As  to  there  having 
been  no  discussion  on  the  condition  of 
the  Army,  the  noble  Viscount  rather 
exaggerated  the  state  of  the  case.  Al- 
most all  the  great  changes  that  had  been 
carried  out  of  late  years  had  been  ably 
discussed  and  ably  criticized,  and  if  they 
had  not,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Go- 
vernment who  had  carried  them  into 
effect.  He  thought  that,  from  the  dis- 
cussions which  had  taken  place  with 
regard  to  recent  reforms,  they  met 
with  the  approval  of  the  public  gene- 
rally, and  it  was  only  fair  that  time 
should  be  given  for  the  development 
of  the  changes  which  they  had  al- 
ready effected.  How  far  it  would  be 
possible  to  carry  out  the  suggestion 
of  his  noble  Friend,  by  drawing  up  a 
Memorandum  showing  all  the  changes 
that  had  been  introduced  since  1871, 
and  collating  them  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  various  Committees 
and  Commissions  which  had  sat  upon 
the  subject,  he  could  not  at  present  say ; 


but  he  would  take  an  opportonitj  of 
talking  over  the  subject  with  him,  and 
would  see  what  could  be  done. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  aocordiDgly. 

EiLEL  FOBTESCUE  pointed  out  that 
last  Session  he  had  g^ven  Notioe  of  t 
Motion  for  a  Betum  as  to  the  imprau- 
ment  of  means  of    transport  for  sol- 
diers in  Ireland,  under  certain  ancient 
statutory  powers  empowering  the  Exe- 
cutive in  Ireland  to  authorize  the  im- 
pressment of  horses  and  animals  of  all 
kinds,  together  with  vehicles  and  boftti 
of  all  descriptions,   for  the  service  of 
Her  Majesty,  under  an  order  of  eme^ 
gency,    enabling    any   field  officer  to 
impress    any    of   these    at    a   reason* 
able  price.    To  his  surprise,  last  year 
he  (Earl  Fortescue)  was  requested  to 
abstain  from  so  moving  by  the  noble 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the 
Earl  of  Morley),  by  the  direction  of  tho 
Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Childers),  who 
considered  it  undesirable  for  the  PaUio 
Service  to  introduce  the  Motion  at  that 
time.    It  seemed  to  him  that  the  moral 
effect  produced  by  the  spectacle  of  a 
car  owner  being  allowed  suocessfully  to 
refuse  the  use  of  cars  to  troops,  with* 
out    recourse    being    instantly   had  to 
the  powers  conferred  by  statute  upon 
the  Executive  to  enable  the  officers  to 
impress  them,   could  not  fail  to  hate 
the  worst  influence,  by  encouraging  the 
spirit  of  defiance  to  the  law,  and  brings 
ing  contempt  upon  the  Executive  in  the 
minds  of  people  of  all  classes.    He  read 
with  shame  and  indignation  accounts  of 
soldiers  and  constabulary,   weary  and 
way-worn,   marching    along  the  road, 
while  jeering  Land  Leaguers  drove  be- 
side them  in  cars  which  had  been  le* 
fused  to  them.     He  wished  to  ask  who* 
ther,  during  the  past  year,  since  he  gate 
Notice  of  his  Motion,  the  powers  of  the 
Government  in  that  respect  had  been 
exercised  at  all?    Turning  to  another 
subject,  he  would  like  to  have  some  in- 
formation about  the  localization  scheme, 
as  to   how  it  was  likely  to  work  in 
Ireland.   Owing  to  the  influence  it  exer- 
cised in  encourag^g  recruiting,  it,  no 
doubt,  answered  admirably  in  loyal  dis- 
tricts— that  was,  he  was  glad  to  say, 
throughout  all    England,   Wales,  and 
Scotland  ;  but  it  might  not  be  as  safely 
applied  to  the  county  of  Tipperary  in 
Ireland.    He  desired  to  cast  no  impnt 
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tation  whaterer  on  the  regiment  in 
qoeetion,  long  recruited  from  different 
parts  of  Ireland,  which,  ever  since  the 
time  of  William  III.  had  been  con- 
ipionous  for  its  loyalty.  He  hoped, 
bowever,  that  the  Government  would 
act,  for  the  sake  of  symmetry  and  uni- 
Ebrmiiy,  commit  the  rash  act  of  exclu- 
nrely  recruitiog  for  an  Irish  regiment  in 
a  district  far  from  well  affected  to  the 
Rnglish  Crown  and  to  the  maintenance 
>f  law  and  order. 

LoBD  ORANMOEE  and  BROWNE 
laid,  he  fully  concurred  with  what  had 
>een  said  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
Earl  Fortescue).  When  the  new  sys- 
«m  of  recruiting  particular  regiments 
Tom  particular  districts  only  was  intro- 
laoed,  he  had  stated  that  in  parts  of 
[reland  it  would  result  in  forming 
i  rebel  army.  He  questioned,  in 
he  present  disturbed  state  of  Ireland, 
rhen  they  saw  the  people  so  disaf- 
Bcted  as  they  were  at  present,  whether 
\  would  not  be  a  most  unfortunate  thing 
hat  recruiting  should  be  carried  on  in 
jstriots  in  which  there  was  no  conceal- 
lent  of  the  disaffection  that  existed.  He 
riahed  to  call  attention  to  another  thing, 
.nd  that  was  to  the  fact  that  soldiers  were 
*eiDg  sent  about  in  Ireland  in  twos  and 
brees  to  give  protection  to  those  who 
fvre  in  danger,  and  there  was  much  fear 
f  their  being  altogether  demoralized.  If 
t  was  said  that  only  the  old  and  steady 
oen  were  taken  for  this  service,  and  not 
law  recruits,  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
toady  men  were  just  those  who  were 
raquired  with  their  regiments  to  set  the 
taeroits  a  good  example.  Policemen 
vsre  also  sent  with  the  soldiers ;  and  he 
vished  to  know  who  would  command  a 
party  consisting  of  two  policemen  and 
hro  soldiers?  Such  occurrences  could 
not  tend  to  increase  the  discipline  of  the 
&rmy  or  of  the  Police. 

House  resumed. 

BillrtporUd  without  amendment ;  and 
h>  be  read  3*  on  Thursday  next. 

HIGHWAY  RATES. 
OBSBEVATIONS.       QUESTION. 

Eakl  DE  la  WABH  said,  that,  in 

Ktting  the  Question  to  Her  Majesty's 
»vemment  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
kioe,  he  might,  perhaps,  be  lulowed  to 
refer  for  one  moment  to  a  statement 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  ''another 
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place,"  from  which  it  might  be  gathered 
that  the  only  advantage  which  rate- 
payers were  likely  to  gain  from  the  long- 
expected  amendment  of  the  Highway 
Acts  would  be  the  appropriation  of 
a  certain  sum,  amounting  to  about 
£247,000,  to  the  purposes  of  highways, 
to  be  raised  by  increasing  the  tax  upon 
private  carriages.  The  boon  would  be 
not  a  very  considerable  one,  especially 
as  a  large  proportion  of  the  increased 
tax  would  be  paid  by  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty who  were  already  the  overbur- 
aeued  class;  while  hired  carriages, 
which,  as  had  been  admitted  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  used  the  roads,  were  ex- 
empted. In  like  manner,  also,  brewers' 
drays  and  other  heavy  vehicles  engaged 
in  trade  would  escape  contribution  in 
any  shape  towards  the  maintenance  ef 
highways.  He  might,  therefore,  be 
allowed  to  ask  whether  the  proposed 
subvention  was  to  be  applied  to  all  high- 
ways, or  only  to  what  were  designated 
as  main  roads;  whether  highway  dis- 
tricts were  to  be  left  in  their  present 
unsatisfactory  state,  many  of  which  had 
been  dissolved,  or  were  in  process  of 
dissolution,  in  consequence  of  the  pre- 
vailing dissatisfaction  with  regard  to 
them  ;  or  whether  the  Act  of  1878  was 
to  remain  in  force  without  any  Amend- 
ment? If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
proposed  to  do  no  more  than  grant  the 
subvention  of  a  portion  of  the  Carriage 
Tax,  he  believed  it  would  be  more  satis- 
factory to  the  country  if  the  Highway 
Act  of  1878  were  repealed,  and  the 
management  of  highways  were  to  re- 
turn to  what  it  was  before  the  passing 
of  that  Act,  until  the  Government  were 
able  to  deal  more  effectually  with  the 
question.  He  would  conclude  by  ask- 
ing the  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice — namely,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
introduce  any  measure  this  Session  on 
the  subject  of  highways  ? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  would  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  had 
put  down  his  Question  before  the  Finan- 
cial Statement  of  Government  had  been 
made;  and,  therefore,  before  he  could 
possibly  have  known  what  would  be  said 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
' '  another  place."  He  believed  it  would 
be  necessary  for  a  measure  to  be  intro- 
duced in  *^  another  place  "  to  give  effect 
to  the  intentions  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
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and  then  the  noble  Earl  would  be  en- 
abled to  see  what  those  intentions  were. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881^ 
WORKING  OF  THE  ACT. 

PRESENTATION    OF    PETITION.      OBSERVA- 
TIONS. 

The  Eabl  op  LONGFORD,  according 
to  Notice,  presented  a  Petition  from 
owners  of  land  and  others  living  in  Ire- 
land, containing  the  three  following 
points: — 

•*  1.  Your  Petitioners  humbly  pray,  that  the 
principles  adopted  by  the  Land  Commissioners 
in  the  assessment  of  fair  rents  may  as  soon  as 
possible  be  made  public. 

"  2.  Your  Petitioners  respectfully  submit  that 
while  the  operation  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  is 
necessarily  of  an  arbitniry  character,  the  incon- 
Tenience  arising  from  suchinherent  defect  would 
be  minimized  by  a  declaration  of  the  principles 
adopted  in  its  administration. 

**  3.  That  the  speedy  and  ultimate  result  of 
such  a  declaration  would  be  great  acceleration 
in  the  application  of  the  Act,  lessening  the 
number  of  appeals,  multiplying  the  cases  settled 
out  of  court,'* 

and  said,  that  the  matter  had,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  heen  dealt  with  during  the 
discussion  of  a  kindred  subject  on  the 
previous  evening,  for  many  of  the  ob- 
servations made  to  their  Lordships  then 
would  apply  extremely  well  to  that 
Petition.  If  the  subject  were  not  so 
serious,  there  was  something  almost  par- 
taking of  the  nature  of  a  comedy  in  the 
notion  that  after  an  Act  had  occupied 
three  months  of  discussion  during  last 
Session,  and  had  been  several  months  in 
operation,  it  should  now  be  thought 
necessary  to  consider  upon  what  prin- 
ciples it  ought  to  be  administered;  but 
the  present  Petitioners,  of  whom  he  him- 
self was  one,  found  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  ask  for  some  information  upon 
the  subject,  though  he  was  afraid  they 
would  ask  in  vain.  The  Petitioners  in- 
cluded landed  proprietors  who  had  cases 
before  the  Land  Courts,  and  landed 
proprietors  who  were  likely  to  find  them- 
selves in  the  position  of  those  who  had 
charges  upon  lands  and  were  anxious 
about  their  security,  and  also  outsiders, 
who  were  astonished  at  the  new  system 
of  conveyancing  and  the  novel  proceed- 
ings sanctioned  by  the  Land  Act.  They 
had  closely  examined  the  Act,  but  were 
utterly  unable  to  discover  upon  what 
principle  it  was  supposed  to  work.  They 
had  followed  the  decisions  of  the  Land 
Court,  and  were  equally  unable  to  dis- 
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cover  a  principle.  The  leg^  points  were, 
indeed,  principally  almost  entirely  dis- 
posed  of  by  the  Superior  Commissioners ; 
but  the  instances  were  so  rare  in  which 
the  Superior  Commissioners  had  iQt6^ 
fered  with  the  judicial  rents  fixed  by 
the  Assistant  Commissioners,  that  prac- 
tically,   so   far    as  regards  the  fixing 
of  rent,   the  Assistant    Commissioners 
were  the  ruling  powers.     The  names  of 
the  Assistant  Commissioners  were  not 
inserted  in  the  Act ;  but  he  (the  Earl  of 
Longford)    was  satisfied  that  if  their 
names  had  been  before  Parliament  at 
the  time  the  Act  was  under  discussion, 
Parliament  would  have  hesitated  placing 
in  such  hands  the  extensive  powers  they 
now  exercised.     They  might,  perhaps, 
have  been  competent  to  deal  with  amall 
properties,  or  cases  of  extravagant  rents; 
but  their  jurisdiction  extended  over  pro* 
perties  of  large  value.     The  reasons  for 
some  of  their  decisions  were  of  an  extra- 
ordinary kind.  In  one  case  the  rent  was 
reduced  on  account  of  the  good  character 
of  the  tenant.    In  a  case  in  the  countj 
of  Eoscommon,   the  rent  was  reduced 
because  the  tenant  was  honest  and  in- 
dustrious. It  seemed  rather  a  caricatoie 
on  Irish  life  that  when  an  instance  was 
found  of  a  tenant  being  honest  and 
industrious  his  rent  should  be  at  once 
reduced.   Probably,  it  was  because  they 
thought  an  honest  and  industrious  man 
in  that  condition  of  Ireland  so  rare  a 
thing  that  it  justified  them   in  giving 
him  a  slice  of  somebody  else's  estate. 
One    Sub-Commissioner    had,    indeed, 
stated  that  he  acted  throughout  on  a 
consistent  principle,   but  he    kept  the 
secret  to  himself;  and  he  (the  Earl  of 
Longford)  was  not  aware  that  any  other 
Court  made  such  a  confession  as  that. 
He  admitted  that,  as  a  general  rule,  the 
proceedings  of  the  Land  Court   were 
conducted  with  patience  and  good  order, 
though  there  were  exceptions  where  the 
people  had  been  warmed    up   by  the 
approach  of  their  liberators,  and  then 
the  decisions  of  the  Court  were  racy  of 
the  soil.     If  Parliament  had  acceded  to 
the  view  that  a  general  reduction  of  rent 
was  desirable,   they  would  have  sub- 
mitted to  its  decision ;  but  the  Qovem- 
ment  and  Parliament  did  the  reverse. 
They  said  the  rents  were  not  generally 
extravagant,  and  that,  on  the  whole,  no 
general  reduction  of    rents    would  be 
effected  by  the  Act.   That,  however,  had 
not  been  found  to  be  the  case ;  for  wher- 
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ever  ttie  property  in  Ireland  was  situated, 
whether  it  was  rich  pasture  or  mountain 
moorland,  it  had  all  been  brought  into 
the  Land  Court,  and  the  result  was  uni- 
formly the  same — a  reduction  of  rent, 
notwithstanding  the  plainest  proofs  that 
it  was  already  of  the  fairest  possible 
character.  Again,  if  the  Government 
had  said  they  thought  it  desirable  to 
have  a  re-valuation  of  property,  that 
would  have  been  an  intelligible  prin- 
ciple, from  which  they  could  gather 
what  the  mind  of  Parliament  was ;  but 
they  had  no  g^ide  whatever.  The  Peti- 
tioners did  not  come  denouncing  the 
Land  Act ;  but  they  expressed  the  wish 
to  facilitate  the  working  of  the  Act  by 
coming  to  arrangements  out  of  Court, 
provided  they  could  understand  that 
rach  arrangements  were  necessary.  Their 
Petition  was  that,  as  Parliament  had 
imposed  that  Act  of  Parliament  upon 
them,  they  should  explain  to  them  what 
the  Act  was,  and  on  what  principle  it 
was  to  be  administered.  That  was  a 
request  which  no  one  could  regard  as 
unreasonable ;  and  he  trusted  that,  from 
some  quarter  or  other,  they  would  have 
some  explanation  given  them  that  would 
prove  satisfactory.  He  should  have 
been  very  glad  to  have  urged  further 
arguments  in  their  behalf ;  but  he  had 
been  really  forestalled  by  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place  on  the  subject 
last  night. 

Petition  for  a  speedy  declaration  of 
the  principles  adopted  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners in  Lreland ;  of  Owners  of  Land 
and  others  living  in  Ireland,  or  in- 
terested in  its  welfare  ;  read. 

LoBD  DUNSANY  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  nothing  could  be  more  reason- 
able than  for  the  land  proprietors,  or 
ez-land  proprietors  of  Ireland,  as  they 
might  be  more  properly  called,  to  ask  to 
be  informed  on  what  tenure  they  held 
the  small  shred  of  ownership,  as  re- 
garded their  property  in  land,  that  re- 
mained to  them.  He,  for  one,  would 
like  to  know  on  what  principle  the  Land 
Act  was  being  administered  ?  He  had 
not  the  slightest  notion,  at  the  present 
moment,  to  whom  the  land  belonged. 
It  used  to  be  called  **  real  property  ;  " 
but,  in  his  opinion,  it  constituted  at  pre- 
sent about  the  most  unreal  investment 
that  could  be  found.  What  was  to  be 
{he  new  title  for  it  ?    Lord  Dufferin  had 


written  that  in  no  other  country  but  Ire- 
land did  such  a  state  of  things  exist  as 
that  a  landlord,  who  had  let  his  land  on 
reasonable  conditions  to-day,  did  not 
know  to  whom  it  would  pass  to-morrow. 
No  one  could  doubt  that  the  Act  had 
proved  a  failure  ;  and  he  did  not  know 
that  it  would  be  more  consolatory,  if  it 
had  succeeded,  instead  of  having  failed, 
since  success  might  have  led  to  further 
experiments  in  bribing  the  many  with 
the  property  of  the  few,  and  then  the 
present  miserable  state  of  Ireland  would 
have  been  still  more  deplorable.  Last 
year  they  had  conceded  the  three  F's,  and 
now  they  had  received  in  return  for  them 
the  three  R's — roguery,  robbery,  and 
rapine.  But  the  policy  by  which  those 
three  B's  were  secured  to  Ireland  had 
not  even  the  recommendation  of  success. 
If  it  was  necessary  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords should  be  robbed,  it  was  onlv 
reasonable  they  should  know  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  they  were  to  be  so. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  the 
speech  which  they  had  just  heard,  with 
every  word  of  which  he  entirely  dis- 
agreed, and  the  panic  of  which  he 
hoped  would  soon  pass  away  from  men's 
minds,  though  he  could  not  undertake 
to  say  whether  or  not  it  would  pass 
away  from  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Dunsany) — that  speech 
was  just  nine  months  too  late.  It 
ought  to  have  been  delivered  before  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  passed  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  he  would  not  discuss 
it  at  the  present  time.  But  he  wished 
to  say  one  word  with  respect  to  the 
Petition  presented  by  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Longford).  It  was,  in  fact, 
a  Petition  to  Parliament  for  further 
legislation ;  it  was  a  Petition  which  re- 
quested Parliament  to  amend  and  alter 
the  Land  Act  of  last  year  in  a  most  im- 
portant respect — namely,  with  regard 
to  the  definition  of  fair  rent.  The  ques- 
tion whether  any  principles  for  the  as- 
certainment of  fair  rent  should  be  laid 
down  by  the  Legislature  was  considered 
by  both  Houses  of  Parliament  last  year ; 
and  it  was  deliberately  decided  by  Par- 
liament that  beyond  the  terms  of  the 
8  th  section  of  the  Act  no  attempt  should 
be  made  to  lay  down  any  such  principles. 
He  might  point  out  to  the  noble  Earl 
that  the  Government  had  not  given  any 
recommendation  to  the  Land  Commission 
as  to  the  adoption  or  renouncement  of 
any  principles.  If  the  Land  Commission 
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were  to  be  invited  to  declare  tlie  prin- 
ciples upon  whicli  they  proceeded,  they 
would  probably  point  to  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  would  say  that  they  were 
doing  their  best  under  the  terms  of  the 
Act  to  ascertain  in  each  case,  in  a  way 
very  closely  analogous  to  a  Court  of 
Arbitration,  what  was  a  fair  rent,  either 
by  inspection  by  the  Sub-Commissioners, 
or  by  the  employment  of  yaluators,  in 
addition  to  the  evidence  on  both  sides. 
They  would  also  say,  no  doubt,  that 
whenever  any  important  case  of  law 
arose,  that  case  was  decided  by  the 
Courts  of  Appeal,  and  that  all  the  in- 
ferior Land  Courts  were  absolutely 
bound  by  such  decision.  If,  however, 
thev  were  invited  to  go  beyond  some 
Buoh  statement  as  that,  and  to  declare 
what  they  considered  to  be  the  principle 
for  ascertaining  a  fair  rent,  they  would 
point  out  that  Parliament  itself  had  ab- 
solutely refused  to  lay  down  such  a  prin- 
ciple ;  and  they  would  say  that  until 
Parliament  had  further  legislated  and 
amended  the  Act  of  1881,  they  could 
hardly  be  expected  to  do  what  Par- 
liament had  not  done. 

Petition  ordered  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

CBIMINAL     LAW  — THE    CONDEMNED 
CONVICT  LAMSON. 

QUESTION.      MOTION   FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN,  in  rising 
to  ask  the  Government  the  Question  of 
which  he  had  g^ven  Notice  with  respect 
to  the  Lamson  case,  said,  after  a  long 
and  patient  trial,  George  Henry  Lamson 
was  convicted  of  a  most  deliberate  and 
cruel  murder  on  a  helpless,  crippled  boy  ; 
and  the  learned  Judge  who  passed  upon 
him  the  extreme  sentence  of  the  law  ex- 
pressed his  full  concurrence  with  the 
verdict  and  his  deep  abhorrence  of  the 
crime.  The  prisoner  bad  the  good  for- 
tune to  be  defended  most  fully  and  ably 
by  some  of  the  most  eminent  counsel  at 
the  Criminal  Bar,  and  they,  no  doubt, 
after  full  consideration  and  consultation 
with  the  prisoner's  friends,  resolved  not 
to  raise  the  plea  of  insanity,  probably 
thinking  it  hopeless ;  and  the  sole  question 
left  to  the  jury  was  whether  Percy  John 
was  murdered  by  George  Henry  Lamson, 
the  result  being  that  the  jury  declared 
their  firm  conviction  that  he  was.  After 
the  trial,  as  was  now  always  the  case 
on  such  occasions,  an  attempt  was  made 
by  the  friends  of  the  condemned  man  to 
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obtain  firom  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  a  remismon  of 
the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law  on  the 
ground  of  the  prisoner's  insanity;  bnt 
mat  functionary,  in  the  face  of  the  re- 
cent trial  and  sentence  by  the  learned 
Judge,  most  properly  declined  to  inter- 
fere. Such  was  the  state  of  affairs  with 
regard  to  this  matter,  until  some  two  or 
three  days  before  the  date  fixed  for  the 
execution  of  the  sentence,  when  the 
country  was  astounded  by  the  intelli- 
gence that  the  Secretary  of  State,  at  the 
request  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  conveyed  through  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  Foreign  Office  (Earl  Granville], 
had  determined  to  postpone  the  execu- 
tion of  the  sentence  for  10  days,  in  order 
to  obtain  some  further  evidence  from 
America  with  regard  to  the  prisoner's 
insanity.  Although  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  justice  and  propriety  of  the 
verdict,  the  Secretary  of  State  had  al- 
lowed a  foreign  Government  to  interfere 
in  this  absolutely  English  question  with 
the  due  course  of  the  Criminal  Lav. 
That  had  been  done  at  the  instance  of 
a  Government  which  prided  itself  upon 
its  Monroe  doctrine,  and  would  refnse  to 
permit  the  smallest  interference  on  the 
part  of  any  European  Government,  not 
only  with  its  own  internal  affairs,  but 
with  anything  affecting  the  two  vast 
Continents  of  North  and  South  America. 
He  (the  Earl  of  Milltown)  was  far  from 
wishing  to  say  anything  offensive  to  the 
citizens — for  the  most  part  their  kins- 
men— of  that  great  Transatlantic  Be- 
public,  for  which  he  felt  the  greatest 
respect  and  the  most  unbounded  admi- 
ration. No  other  country  more  strenu- 
ously resented  such  interference  than  the 
United  States;  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  if,  during  the  trial  of 
Guiteau,  the  Government  of  this  or  anj 
other  country  had  requested  that  a  triiu 
which  had  become,  in  his  (the  Earl  of 
Milltown's)  opinion,  and  in  the  opinion 
of  many  other  persons  as  well,  a  posi- 
tive scandal  to  civilization,  shoula  be 
conducted  with  some  regard  to  decency, 
they  would  have  been  most  properly 
met  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  telling  them  to  mind  their  own 
business.  It  was  true  that  our  Govern- 
ment never  thought  either  of  remon- 
strating or  interfering  in  the  slightest 
degree  in  that  trial ;  and,  therefore,  such 
was  the  answer  which  he  ventured  to 
submit  should  have  been  given  byth^ 
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noble  Earl  opposite,  thoagli  in  tlie  cour- 
teous language  of  diplomacy,  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  But 
eren  supposing  that  this  American  evi- 
dence as  to  the  insanity  of  Lamson  was 
of  the  strongest  possible  description,  it 
could,  he  submitted,  in  no  way  affect 
the  issue  tried  at  the  Old  Bailey.  Whe- 
ther he  or  his  ancestors  had  or  had  not 
shown  symptoms  of  insanity,  America 
could  not  affect  the  question  whether,  at 
the  time  he  committed  the  murder,  he 
was  responsible  for  his  own  acts.  Be- 
ference  was  made  by  the  Judge,  in 
the  trial  of  Maclean  for  the  atrocious 
crime  of  shooting  at  the  Queen,  to  the 
principles  laid  down  in  M'Naughten's 
trial,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  jury  to 
say  whether  the  person  charged  was 
insane  at  the  time  of  the  offence ;  and 
the  test  was  whether  he  could  then  dis- 
tinguish right  from  wrong ;  and  he  (the 
Earl  of  Milltown)  thought  it  equally  ap- 
plied to  this  case.  There  was  another 
dilemma.  If  the  Secretary  of  State  were 
to  set  aside  the  yerdiot  of  the  jury 
and  the  opinion  of  the  learned  Judge, 
was  he  to  send  the  murderer  forth 
into  the  world,  or  was  he  to  mitigate 
his  sentence  to  penal  servitude?  As 
to  confining  him  as  a  criminal  lunatic, 
he  did  not  believe  that  a  man  whom  a 
jury  had  found  guilty  of  murder,  and 
who  had  not  been  acquitted  on  the 
ground  of  insanity,  could  be  so  confined. 
Besides  that,  the  proceedings  in  this 
case  were  positively  cruel,  and  the  last 
respite  reminded  him  of  nothing  so 
much  as  of  a  cat  playing  with  a  mouse. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
vield  to  the  arrogant  and  presumptuous 
interference  of  the  United  States,  which 
was  inoonsistent  with  the  dignity  of  this 
country,  and  would,  if  submitted  to, 
create  a  dangerous  precedent  for  them 
and  their  successors.  He  would,  in 
conclusion,  ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  there  is  any  existing  precedent 
of  a  Foreign  Government  having  inter- 
fered to  arrest  a  judgment  pronounced 
on  a  British  subject  by  an  English 
court  of  justice  for  a  crime  committed 
in  England  of  which  he  had  been  found 
guilty  by  a  regularly  constituted  jury ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  inform  the  House  what  are 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  accede  to  such 
an  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Presi- 


dent of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of 
the  convict  Lamson  ?  and  would  also 
move  for  copies  of  all  the  correspond* 
ence  that  has  taken  place  with  the 
United  States  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Movedf  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  copies  of  all  the  oorre- 
spondence  that  has  taken  place  with  the  United 
States  Government  on  the  subject  of  the  post- 
ponement of  the  execution  of  the  sentence 
passed  upon  the  convict  Lamson." — {The  Earl 
of  MiUtoitm,) 

VisooTOT  MIDLETON  said,  he  did 
not  desire  to  enter  into  the  details  of 
the  question  before  the  House,  but 
wished  to  call  attention  to  a  state  of 
things  which  made  a  single  individual 
— though  that  individual  was  a  Secre- 
tary of  State — the  sole  quarter  whence 
remissions  of  sentence  in  cases  of  such 
magnitude  proceeded.  He  would  ask 
whether  what  had  happened  did  not 
form  the  strongest  possible  argument 
in  favour  of  a  Court  of  Appeal,  before 
which  such  cases  should  be  judicially 
decided?  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  be  induced  by  the  facts  of  the 
case  either  to  institute  some  inquiry 
into  the  present  system,  or  to  in- 
troduce some  measure  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  an  Appeal  Court  in  such 
cases  as  that  of  Lamson. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
do  not  think  I  am  called  upon  to  answer 
the  Question  which  has  been  put  to  me 
by  the  noble  Viscount  who  spoke  last 
(Viscount  Midleton).  It  most  certainly 
raises  a  very  important  issue ;  but,  for 
myself,  I  would  say  that  I  have  very 
great  doubt  whether  it  would  be  easy  to 
tind  a  practical  and  good  substitute  for 
the  present  arrangement.  V^ith  regard 
to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  ^the 
Earl  of  Milltown),  I  have  no  objection 
to  it  as  it  stands ;  but,  under  the  circum- 
stances, it  possibly  might  be  more  regu- 
lar that  I  should  postpone  any  discus- 
sion of  the  question  until  the  Papers  are 
in  your  Lordships'  hands.  But,  con- 
sidering the  courtesy  the  noble  Earl  has 
already  shown  me,  I  would  ask  your 
Lordships  to  be  allowed  to  give  a  very 
short  answer  to  the  Question  he  has  put 
to  me.  The  first  part  of  the  Question  is, 
whether  there  is  any  existing  precedent 
of  a  Foreign  Government  having  inter- 
fered to  arrest  a  judgment  pronounced 
on  a  British  subject  by  an  English  court 
of  justice  for  a  crime  committed  in  Eng* 
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land  of  whicli  lie  had  been  found  guilty 
by  a  regularly  constituted  jury?  The 
second  is  contingent  upon  my  answer — 
namely,  that,  if  there  is  no  precedent, 
-whether  I  will  state  the  reasons  for  the 
course  that  has  been  followed?  I  re- 
member the  late  Lord  John  Bussell  once 
telling  me  that  which  often  happened 
in  Parliament — that  you  gave  the  best 
possible  reasons  for  a  thing  without  pro- 
ducing any  effect ;  but  if  you  could  say 
that  a  thing  had  been  done  in  the  time  of 
Queen  Elizabeth,  the  thing  was  settled. 
With  regard  to  precedents,  all  I  have  to 
say  isj  that  it  is  a  thing  of  very  constant 
occurrence  that  foreign  Governments 
should  interfere  with  regard  to  persons 
under  the  sentence  of  a  Judicial  Court ; 
and  if  I  may  find  a  precedent  of  not 
only  what  a  foreign  Government  has 
done,  but  of  what  we  have  done  in 
foreign  countries,  I  take  as  a  type  what 
happened,  as  I  daresay  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) recollects,  in  1877,  when  the  Ger- 
man Ambassador  made  an  appeal  in 
behalf  of  two  Germans,  one  of  whom 
was  sentenced  to  imprisonment  for  un- 
lawfully wounding 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  :  It 
was  in  Lord  Derby's  time  that  this  oc- 
curred, not  in  mine. 

Eael  GRANVILLE :  The  other  was 
sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  forgery. 
The  noble  Lord  who  then  presided  at  the 
Foreign  Office  did  not  show  the  slightest 
resentment  at  the  interference,  though 
Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross  decided,  after  a 
full  investigation  of  the  circumstances, 
that  there  were  no  grounds  for  the  revi- 
sion of  the  sentences.  And  I  think  that 
is  really  the  thing  that  makes  the  whole 
difference.  Were  it  assumed,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  that  that  was  an  inter- 
ference, on  the  part  either  of  the  United 
States  or  of  Germany,  with  the  action  of 
our  Municipal  Law,  I  think  there  are  no 
words  too  strong  to  express  our  resent- 
ment at  such  interference.  In  this  case 
before  your  Lordships,  I  feel  there  is  no 
assumption  of  that  sort.  Formerly,  in 
this  country,  after  a  criminal  had  been 
condemned  to  death  the  execution  took 
place  almost  immediately.  In  later  times 
a  considerable  period  was  allowed  to 
elapse,  for  the  express  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  Secretary  of  State  to  consider 
any  circumstances  which  might  appear 
from  their  nature  to  be  desirable  to  lay 
before  the  Sovereign  with  regard  to  the 
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exercise  of  the  Prerogative  of  Mercj. 
Now,  this  term  of  a  fortnight  is  generally 
amply  sufficient  for  circumstances  con- 
fined to  this  country ;  but  in  cases  where 
a  person  has  been  in  Canada,  or  in  In- 
dia, or  in  one  of  our  large  Colonies,  and 
there  are  circumstances  connected  with 
those  places,  a  greater  time  has  been 
given ;  and  I  own  I  think  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  voold 
have  taken  a  grave  responsibility  on 
himself  if  he  had  entirely  refused  to 
consider  information  which  the  American 
Secretary  of  State  guaranteed  to  be  of  t 
bond  fids  and  important  character,  and 
on  which  he  had  been  advised  by  the 
highest  legal  authority  of  the  oountiy. 
In  reference  to  what  has  fallen  fix)m  the 
noble  Earl,  as  to  the  cruelty  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, I  think  the  argument  has  been 
pushed  a  little  too  far.     If  I  were  sen- 
tenced to  be  hanged  to-morrow,  and  thii 
alternative  had  been  offered  to  me,  I  do 
not  think  I  should  have  quarrelled  with 
it  on  the  score  of  humanity.     I  am  |lad 
to  have  had  the  opportunity  of  statinff, 
in  the  most  clear  manner,  that  we  should 
resent,  as  affecting  the  dignity  of  this 
country,  any  interference  on  the  part  of 
a  foreign  Government  with  the  coarse 
of  English  law.      But    here  we  have 
merely  the  fact  of  information  given  and 
stated  on  high  authority  to  be  of  an  im- 
portant character ;  and  I  should  hardly 
like  myself  to  refuse  to  foreign  Govern- 
ments the  same  power  with  reference  to 
their  subjects  in  this  country  which  we 
have  frequently  claimed  on  behalf  of 
our  own  subjects  abroad. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that,  in  his  opinion,  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him  (the  Earl  of  Milltown)  was 
justified  in  bringing  this  subject  before 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  The 
manner  in  which  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
for  the  Home  Department  had  exe^ 
cised  his  powers  in  respect  to  the  Prero- 
gative of  Mercy  was  not  a  matter  usually 
discussed  in  that  House ;  but  the  Qnet- 
tion  of  the  noble  Earl  raised  considera- 
tions affecting  our  national  independence. 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think  it 
was  possible  to  form  any  judgment  till 
the  Papers  were  before  their  Lordships 
which  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Eiurl 
Granville)  had  promised.  It  was  im- 
possible to  lay  down  a  rule  that  we 
would  not  listen  to  the  suggestions  of 
any  foreign  Government  in  xegBxd  to 
criminal  sentences,  especially  in  the  case 
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of  a  man  bom,  as  Lamson  was,  on 
American  soil.  We  could  not  do  so 
without  laying  down  a  rule  with  respect 
to  other  Goyemments  which  we  did  not 
obsenre  ourselves.  There  were  many 
eases  showing  that  this  country  was  not 
sparing  in  its  efforts  in  that  direction,  and 
sometimes  we  were  a  great  plague  to 
foreigpi  Governments  in  our  interferences 
on  behalf  of  British  subjects.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  was  perfectly  conceivable 
that  the  American  Government  might 
have  interfered  in  an  improper  manner, 
and  might  make  claims  which  could  not 
be  entertained  on  the  ground  of  their  in- 
adequacy. But,  as  he  had  already  ob- 
served, it  was  impossible  to  form  any 
judgment  on  that  point  till  they  had  the 
JPapers  before  them.  Perhaps  some 
prejudices  had  been  raised  upon  that 
matter,  and  a  greater  sensitiveness 
generated  by  two  circumstances.  One 
was  the  mere  synchronism  with  certain 
cases  of  American  interference  od  behalf 
of  other  persons  detained  in  another  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions,  with  respect 
to  whom  there  would  be  much  to  say 
when  the  question  came  before  their  Lord- 
ships. But,  besides,  there  was  the  objec- 
tion to  the  punishment  of  death  largely 
prevalent  in  some  countries,  and  espe- 
dallv  in  America ;  and  there  was  a  fear 
that  if  such  interference  were  to  become 
a  precedent,  it  might  be  used,  not  for 
purposes  which  ought  to  be  present  to 
the  mind  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  forwarding  the  particu- 
lar notion  that  the  punishment  of  death 
ought  not  to  be  inflicted.  Of  course, 
if  there  was  any  interference  on  the  part 
of  foreign  Governments,  such  as  that  of 
suggesting  to  this  country  the  kind  of 
punishment  by  which  we  ought  to  visit 
particular  offences,  it  would  very  pro- 
perly be  resented  as  unsuited  to  the  dig- 
nity and  independence  of  the  country. 
As,  however,  the  case  appeared  at  pre- 
sent, and  subject  to  any  considerations 
that  might  arise  out  of  the  Papers  to  be 
presented,  he  did  not  see  that  there  was 
any  ground  for  censuring  the  action  of 
the  Home  Secretary. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said. 
that  the  subject  of  a  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal  was  a  very  important  one  ;  and 
it  would,  no  doubt,  receive  from  Parlia- 
ment the  consideration  which  its  im- 
portance deserved,  whenever  it  might 
De  brought  forward.  But  the  noble 
Yisoount  (Viscount  Midleton)  was  mis- 


taken in  supposing  that  an  improvement 
in  such  cases  as  this  would  neces- 
sarily be  effected  by  the  establishment 
of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal.  It 
must  be  manifest  that  delay  and  sus- 
pense would  be  among  the  inevitable 
consequences^ — delay  probably  greater 
than  had  taken  place  in  the  present 
instance.  It  was  also  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  by  such  a  Court  you  would  get 
rid  of  the  Prerogative  of  Mercy  in  the 
Crown,  and  the  duty  of  the  responsible 
Minister  to  advise  the  Crown  as  to  the 
exercise  of  that  Prerogative.  It  was 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  advise  the  Crown  as  to  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  Prerogative  upon  grounds 
which  no  Court  of  Appeal,  or,  indeed, 
Court  of  Law  whatever,  could  entertain 
— namely,  upon  the  view  which  he  might 
take  of  the  moral  importance  of  circum- 
stances which  were  not,  and  could  not 
be  in  any  sense,  legal  evidence.  On 
the  other  hand,  to  establish  a  Court  to 
deal  with  matters  which  never  could 
form  the  subject-matter  of  legal  evi- 
dence would  be  contrary  to  all  sound 
principles  of  legislation.  If  a  Court  of 
Criminal  Appeal  were  established,  it 
must  proceed  upon  legal  evidence,  and 
upon  that  alone. 

Motion  agned  to. 

Resolved^  That  an  hamble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  copies  of  all  the  corre- 
spondence that  has  taken  place  with  the  United 
States  Government  on  the  subject  of  the  post- 
ponement of  the  execution  of  the  sentence 
passed  upon  the  convict  Lamson. 

STATE    OF    lEELAND— THEEATENINa 

LETTERS. 

OBSEBYATIOSS.      QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY,  in  rising 
to  ask  the  Question  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  said,  he  was  quite  well 
enough  aware  that  it  was  not  customary 
for  a  Member  of  their  Lordships'  House 
to  take  notice  of  an  expression  used  in 
debate  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament; 
but  he  thought  that  when  a  sentiment 
which  he  might  describe  as  of  a  novel 
and  unprecedented  character,  such  as  that 
given  effect  to  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
the  other  House  some  short  time  siuce, 
was  made,  he  should  be  pardoned  if  he 
brought  it  under  the  notice  of  their 
Lordships.  It  so  happened  that  a  few 
days  after  their  Lordships'  House  had 
adjourned  for  the  Easter   Secess,  he 
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was  in    a    somewhat    remote   part   of 
Scotland,  where  he  read  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister,   and  the  thought 
struck  him  at  once  that  the  speech  would 
be  also  read  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  Ireland,  and  that  it  must  ne- 
cessarily have  the  most  disastrous  effect. 
It  seemed  to  him  there  were  two  points 
specially  deserving  of  attention  in  this 
paragraph    of    the    Prime    Minister's 
speech.     The  first  was,  whether  it  was 
consistent  with  propriety  that  anyone, 
however  exalted  his  position,  should  ven- 
ture to  criticize  the  words  of  a  learned 
Judge  in  the  administration  of  the  law  ; 
and  the  second  was,  whether  the  senti- 
ment given  effect  to  was  one  of  itself  of 
propriety?     He  felt  much  inclined  to 
advert  to  such  observations  as  justifica- 
tion of  what  the  Prime  Minister  termed 
"land-hunger,"  or,  again,  the  special  line 
of  demarcation  between  "  social "  and 
"  political ''     revolution  ;    but    on    this 
occasion    he    would    limit  himself   to 
those  parts  of  the  speech  incorporated 
in    his    Question.     He  certainly    had 
hitherto    been    under    the    impression 
that  it  was  the  first  duty  of  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  to  uphold  the 
dignity  of  the  law.     He  was  further 
under  the  impression  that  it  was  also 
the  duty  of  the  First  Minister  of  the 
Crown  to  uphold  the  authority  of  the 
administrators  of  the  law ;  and,  further, 
he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  no  less  than  of  every  other  sub- 
ject of  the  Eealm,  to  accept — he  might 
almost  say   with  sanctity — every  word 
which  fell  from  the  lips  of  a  learned 
Judge  on  the  Bench.     It  was  on  that 
account  that  he  had  ventured  to  put 
this  Question  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  as  the  highest 
functionary    in    that    learned    Profes- 
sion  of    which  he    was   himself   such 
a  distinguished  ornament.     In  allusion 
to  his  Question,  he  was  not  going  to 
say  that  every  murder    or    attempted 
murder  in   Ireland  during  the  last  18 
months  had  been  preceded  by  a  threaten- 
ing letter.      Indeed,  his   (the  Earl  of 
Galloway's)    own    brother-in-law,   who 
had  the  management  of  the  Irish  pro- 
perty of  a  noble  Member  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  had  several  months  ago 
received  a  threatening  letter ;  but  he  was 
thankful  to  say  that,  at  present,  his  life 
had  not  been  taken,  nor,  as  far  as  he 
was  aware,  had  it  been  attempted.    But 
their  Lordships  were  aware  that  more 
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than  one   murder   had  been   actually 
perpetrated  as  well  as  attempted  in  Ire- 
Land,  which  had  been  preceded  by  a 
threatening  letter.  Therefore,  he  tbonghl 
it  was  a  matter  of  the  moat  serious  im- 
portance for  anyone  in  the  position  of 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Orown  to  vra- 
ture  to  give  expression  to  such  a  stati- 
ment  as  that  to  which  he  had  now  it- 
ferred.      He  did  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing unnecessarily  harsh  as  regarded 
Mr.  Gladstone ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  ventured  to  express  it  as  his  firm 
belief  that  if  anyone  else,  in  the  whok 
civilized  part  of  the  globe,  had  ventured 
to  utter  such  a  sentiment  he  would  haie 
been  stigmatized  by  the  whole  of  the 
public  Press  as  the  very  reverse  of  s 
human  being.    He  would  make  no  fil^ 
ther  comment  than  that  it  was  high 
time  to  stop  such  reprehensible  langmge. 
He  must,  however,  be  permitted  to  point 
out  that  the  statement  was  directly  con- 
trary to  the  fact ;  for,  by  two  recent  Sta- 
tutes— namely,   24  k  25    Viet.  c.  97, 
s.  50,  amended  by  27  ft  28  Viet.  c.  47, 
s.  2 — <<  Sending  letters,  threatening  to 
bum  or  destroy  houses,  or  kUl,  maim, 
or  wound  catUe,"   &c.,  was  stated  to 
be  felony,  punishable   by   penal  serri- 
tude  ''  not  exceeding  ten,  and  not  lees 
than  five  years."     And,  again,  24  ft  3^ 
Viet.  c.  100,  s.  16,  amended  by  27  ft  28 
Viet.  c.  47, 8. 2—*  *  Sending  letters,  threat- 
ening to  murder,  felony,  punishable  bj 
penal  servitude  not  exceeding  ten,  and 
not  less  than  five  years. ' '  It  was  a  ourioof 
thing  that  at  the  time  Uiese  Statntee 
were  passed — namely,  in  1861  and  1864 
— the  Prime  Minister  occupied  the  same 
position  as  he  did  now — that  of  Chan- 
cellor  of   the  Exchequer — and,  there- 
fore, he  might  be  quite  accurately  de- 
scribed   as    a   co-author    of  the  very 
Statutes  which  he  had  now  denounoed. 
He  felt  that  he    owed  some  apology 
to    the  noble    and    learned    Lord  rat 
having  framed  the  Question  so  as  to 
suggest  that  he  thought  it  possible  his 
Lordship  could  have  any  sympathy  what- 
ever with  this,  which  he  (the  karl  of 
Galloway)  considered  a  most  hideous 
sentiment  uttered  bv  the  Prime  Minister. 
It  would  hardly  be  necessary  for  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  disavow  that; 
but  he  hoped  his  Lordship  would  be  able 
to  inform  the  House  that  Mr.  Oladstone 
had  already  expressed  the  deepest  con- 
trition for  the  expression ;  and  had  fur- 
ther explained  that  it  was  only  one  more 
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of  those  innumerable  instances  of  that 
helter-skelter,  reckless  as  well  as  vili- 
fjing  Tolubility,  which  so  poisoned  the 
air  of  Mid  Lothian  in  the  month  of  De- 
cember, 1879,  and  again  in  the  month  of 
March,  1880,  the  natural — nay,  the  in- 
CTitable  fruits  of  which,  he  regretted  to 
think,  they  were  now  reaping  in  the  pre- 
sent distracted  and  semi- barbarous  state 
of  Ireland.  In  conclusion,  he  begged,  in 
the  terms  of  his  Notice,  to  ask  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack, 
Whether  he  is  prepared  to  endorse  the 
sentiment  reported  in  the  public  journals 
to  haye  been  expressed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  eve  of  the  Easter  Becess 
in  regard  to  the  state  of  Ireland ;  viz., 
that  "  threatening  letters"  .  .  .  <'  fall- 
ing into  the  category  of  serious 
onmee  "  (and  again)  .  .  .  '' falling  into 
the  class  of  serious  criminal  offences  " 
.  •  •  "is  an  overstatement  on  the  part 
of  the  judge " ;  who,  in  the  person  of 
Chief  Justice  Morris,  had  been  quoted 
to  have  made  a  statement  of  such  general 
import  in  a  court  of  justice  ? 

Tra  LOED  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Gallo- 
way) commenced  his  speech  by  admitting 
that  it  is  not  very  usual  in  this  House 
to  enter  upon  questions  as  to  what  may 
have  been  said  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  by  particular  Members  of 
that  House ;  but  I  am  afraid  that,  with 
the  example  of  last  night  and  of  to-night 
before  you,  your  Lordships  will  be  of 
opinion  that  that  practice  is  in  danger 
u  becoming  more  usual  than  it  has 
heretofore  been.  I  cannot  think  that  it 
is  a  very  convenient  practice  to  put  to  a 
Ifinister  in  this  House  Questions  as  to 
irhat  has  been  reported  in  the  news- 
papers to  have  been  said  by  another 
iCinister  in  the  other  House;  and  if  any- 
thing could  make  that  practice  more  in- 
3onvenient,  it  would  be  to  put  a  Question 
in  the  form  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl 
ipon  the  Paper,  and  then  to  follow  it 
ip  by  a  discursive  speech,  in  which 
reference  is  made  to  the  Mid  Lothian 
Campaign,  and  to  the  great  facilities  of 
>ratory  which  is  possessed  by  the  Prime 
ICinister,  and  a  great  many  other  mat- 
ers, as  to  which  no  Notice  had  been 
l^ven.  The  noble  Earl  said  he  would 
lot  allude  to  other  parts  of  the  same 
ipeech,  because  he  had  not  given  any 
Notioe  of  asking  a  Question  upon  them ; 
l>at»  while  disclaiming  that  intention, 
lie  hady  in  tact,  done  more  than  allude  to 


them.    With  regard  to  the  Question  ad- 
dressed to  me  by  the  noble  Earl,  I  am  not 
Prepared  to  inform  the  House  that  the 
^rime  Minister  has  expressed  the  deepest 
contrition  for  anything  which  he  has 
said,  neither  am  I  prepared  to  endorse 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Earl  that  the 
Prime  Minister  has  ever  given  utterance, 
or  intended  to  do  so,  to  anything  that 
can  be  described  as  most  hideous,  to  use 
the  words  of  the  noble  Earl.     In  truth, 
the  noble  Earl  has,   I  think,   misun- 
derstood what  the  Prime  Minister  really 
said.      Last    night    a    misconstruction 
was  put  upon  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister ;   but    to-night    his  language 
has  been  still  more  seriously  misinter- 
preted.    I  entirely  agree  that,  by  the 
two  Acts  of  Parliament  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  has  referred,  the  offence  of 
sending  letters  threatening  to  conmiit 
murder,  arson,  or  other  grave  offences 
are  not  only  made  crimes,  but  are  made 
crimes  of  a  very  serious  character ;  and 
these  crimes  and  offences,  in  the  present 
disturbed  state  of  Ireland,  should  be 
treated  as  being  very  serious,  and  liable 
to  be  visited,  according  to  the  difference 
in  particular  cases,  with  serious  punish- 
ment.    Therefore,  I  have  no  hesitation 
in   saying  that   no  exception   can  be 
taken   to  any    words    of  the    learned 
Judge,  in  which  he  may  have  spoken 
of  threatening  letters  as  fallinfi^  into  the 
category  of  serious  crimes,  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  Mr.  Gladstone  ever  intended 
to  take  any  such  exception.    I  will  take 
the  liberty  of  explaining  what  I  believe 
he  really  intended  by  what  he  said  on 
this  subject.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  most 
unhappUy,  offences  falling  within  this 
category  have  become  very  numerous  of 
late,  and  they  differ  very  much  among 
themselves  in  point  of  gravity.     Some — 
a  small  proportion— are  doubtless  con- 
nected with  heinous  offences,  either  ac- 
tually perpetrated,  or  of  which  the  perpe- 
tration is  really  meditated  by  the  writers ; 
but  the  great  majority  are  not,  in  truth, 
of  that  character ;  and  although  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland  make  it  necessary 
to  legislate  against  all  such  offences  as  a 
class,  yet  when  we  are  referring  to  them, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  administering  the 
Criminal  Law,  but  with  the  object  of  clas- 
sifying the  statistics  of  Irish  crime  in 
discussions  before    Parliament,    it  be- 
comes of  importance  to  distinguish  be- 
tween   them  and  outrages  against  life 
and  property  of  a  heinous  oharacter. 
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Accordingly,  wlien  in  this  House  and  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  in  order  to 
arrive  at  a  correct  view  of  the  com- 
parative state  of  Ireland  at  different 
periods,  the  statistics  of  crime  in  that 
country  are  referred  to,  it  has  always 
been  found  necesscuT*  to  separate  this 
class  of  offences  from  the  more  heinous 
offences  of  actual  outrage  and  violence 
against  person  and  property,  and  not  to 
bring  them  all  into  one  class ;  because 
the  value  of  those  statistics  for  Parlia- 
mentary purposes  would  be  greatly 
vitiated  if  the  whole  number  of  cases  in 
which  threatening  letters  had  been  sent 
were  included,  without  any  discrimina- 
tion, under  the  head  of  heinous  offences. 
Although  the  law  properly  treats  the 
sending  of  threatening  letters  as  a  serious 
offence,  it  is  not  to  be  put  upon  a  par 
with  actual  outrage,  such  as  murder, 
attempt  to  murder,  shooting  into  a 
dwelling-house,  and  destruction  of  pro- 
perty. Mr.  Gladstone,  when  he  used  the 
words  attributed  to  him,  was  speaking 
from  that  point  of  view;  and  it  was 
in  a  comparative,  and  not  in  a  positive 
sense,  that  he  took  exception  to  what  had 
fallen  from  some  other  Members  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  who  had  not 
made  that  distinction  between  the  most 
serious  criminal  offences  and  the  other 
class,  numerically  very  much  greater,  but 
a  large  proportion  of  which  was  not  of 
so  important  or  serious  a  character.  Mr. 
Gladstone  did  not  take  upon  himself  to 
criticize  the  language  of  the  learned 
Judge,  neither  did  he  go  out  of  his  way 
for  that  purpose  ;  but,  as  I  understand 
the  matter,  a  Member  of  the  other 
House,  in  referring  to  the  expressions 
of  the  learned  Judge,  interpreted  them 
in  a  manner  which  Mr.  Gladstone,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  considered  to  be  an  over- 
statement. I  do  not  believe  that  Mr. 
Gladstone  had  any  intention  whatever 
to  show  the  slightest  disrespect  to  the 
learned  Judge  or  to  criticize  his  state- 
ment. I  do  not  believe  that  Mr.  Glad- 
stone had  seen  the  whole  context  of  the 
language  used  by  the  learned  Judge ;  but 
he  was  commenting  upon  the  speech  of  an- 
other Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
who  had  pressed  into  his  service  the  ex- 

Jressions  which  were  used  by  the  learned 
udge.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  never  intended  to  express 
any  opinion  which  could  encourage  any 
person  to  suppose  that  he  regarded  this 
class  of  offences  as  anything  less  than 
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serious,  although,  in  estimating  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Ireland,  he  did  not  think 
that  they  should  be  brought  into  the 
same  class,  or  regarded  as  being  of 
the  same  character,  as  the  most  heinous 
crimes. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  sympathize  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  at 
the  constant  imposition  upon  him  of  the 
task  of  having  to  explain  the  meaninfi^ 
of  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister.  I 
feel  the  gravity  of  that  task,  and  how 
gladly  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would 
escape  from  it.  Mr.  Gladstone's  lan- 
guage has  this  happy  peculiarity  that,  ^ 
while  it  is  capable  of  inciting  to  acts  of  "" 
violence  in  Irelapd  and  of  arousing  the 
most  dangerous  passions  and  feelings  of 
the  people  of  that  country,  it  is  also 
capable,  under  the  subtle  handling  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  of  bearing 
a  comparatively  innocent  construction. 
I  must,  however,  take  exception  to  the 
ruling  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
when  he  says  that  we  should  take  no 
notice  of  the  language  used  in  the  other 
House.  Since  I  have  been  in  this  Honse 
I  have  always  understood  that  to  deal 
with  language  used  by  Members  of  the 
other  House  was  irregular,  with  this 
exception — if  the  Member  of  Parliament 
was  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  If  it  were 
not  so,  we  should  be  debarred  from  ask- 
ing notice  politically  of  many  of  the  most 
important  statements  that  are  made,  and 
from  passing  our  judgment  upon  the 
action,  and  upon  the  grounds  stated  for 
that  action,  by  the  occupants  of  the  most 
important  Departments  of  the  State. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord,  I  think, 
strained  his  well-known  power  in  at- 
tempting to  establish  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
had  not  spoken  lightly  of  this  particular 
class  of  offences.  What  Mr.  Gladstone 
said  was  this — and  I  wish  to  repeat  it  in 
the  presence  of  those  who  have  heard 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  statement. 
The  Prime  Minister  said — 

*'  I  think  it  is  an  over-statement  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  or  on  th« 
part  of  the  Judge  whose  language  and  senti- 
ments he  has  adopted,  to  describe  threatening 
letters  as  faUing  into  t^e  class  of  seriooB  crimi- 
nal ofifences." 

Now,  what  are  threatenine  letters  in  the 
present  disturbed  state  of  Ireland  ?  They 
are'  the  machinery  by  which  all  the  pre- 
sent occult  government  of  Ireland  is 
maintained — they  are  the  instromenta 
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bj  which  all  the  decrees  of  the  Land 
Ijeague,  of  the  Fenians,  and  of  the 
Siband  conspirators  of  Ireland  are  en- 
forced upon  the  reluctant  farmers.  What 
teat  will  you  adopt  to  estimate  the  seri- 
ousness of  a  criminal  offence  ?  Do  you 
not  ask  whether  it  interferes  with  the 
liberty  and  safety  of  individuals,  with 
their  peace  of  mind,  and  brings  about 
the  prostration  of  their  industries  ?  It 
is  the  threatening  letters  which  main- 
tain a  state  of  panic  in  the  country, 
which  prevent  men  from  pursuing  their 
ordinary  avocations  in  peace  and  se- 
curity, and  which  give  terrible  width 
and  effect  to  the  crimes  which  are  per- 
petrated by  order  of  these  secret  organi- 
sations. It  is  through  these  threatening 
letters  that  the  criminals  who  control 
the  action  of  persons  and  destroy  the 
liberty  of  a  large  class  in  Ireland  are 
able  to  act  in  the  districts  which  are 
dominated  by  their  criminal  action. 
Considered  in  the  light  of  their  effects 
upon  the  tranquillity  of  the  country  and 
the  liberty  of  individuals,  these  threats 
to  murder  are  most  serious  criminal 
offences;  and  it  will  have  no  salutary 
effect  in  Ireland  that  those  who  commit 
them,  and  that  those  who  are  the  sub- 
ject of  them,  should  know  that  they 
should  be  lightly  spoken  of  by  the  Prime 
Mioister,  and  defended  from  the  Wool- 
sack by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  England. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords, 
there  is  not  the  slightest  occasion  for  me 
to  defend  Mr.  Gladstone ;  but  I  must 
congratulate  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  upon 
the  opportunities  he  finds,  and  which  he 
sometimes  creates,  of  making  personal 
attacks  upon  l^lr.  Gladstone,  and  of  at- 
tributing the  worst  possible  motives  to 
ordinary  expressions  of  opinion  when 
uttered  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  will 
not  go  over  the  whole  ground  again, 
which  has  been  so  ably  covered  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack; but  this  remark  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  make,  that  it  has  been  the 
constant  habit,  in  giving  accounts  of  the 
state  of  Ireland,  carefully  to  separate 
threatening  letters — which  there  is  not 
the  slightest  doubt  are  mischievous  and 
illegal — from  the  more  serious  crimes  of 
murder  and  destruction  of  property.  I 
have  not  one  word  more  to  add  to  what 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  said;  but 
fliat  is  what  he  did  say. 


AHMY  ALTERNATIVE  PUNISHMENT 
BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  alternative  punishments  under  the 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Act,  1881  — 
WsiB  presented  by  The  Lord  Denman;  read  1». 
(No.  68.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six  o'clock, 
to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tueidaj/,  25th  April,  1882. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— Ways  and  Means— <?on*i<fertfrf  in 
Committee — JResolutiona  [April  24]  reported. 

Pritate  Bill  (by  Order}  —  Second  heading — 
Dundee  Lighting  •. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet  Beading  — 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  *  [140]. 

Second  Beading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Poor  Law)  *  [130J;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Order  (Highways)  ♦  [1 29]  ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders*  T 131  j ; 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices)  [2 1  ]  [Second  yight],  adjourned  S?- 
bate  further  adjourned. 

Committee— Jndgment&  (Inferior  Courts)  *  [44] 
— R.P. ;   Places  of  Worship  Sitos  [97] — bp. 

Beport — Roads  Provisional  Order  (Edmburgh)  • 
[93-139]. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
APPOINTMENTS  OF  COUNTY  AND 
SUB-INSPECTORS  AT  LONDONDERRY. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  when 
in  1872  the  Eoyal  Irish  Constabulary 
were  introduced  into  the  city  of  London- 
derry in  place  of  the  old  local  police, 
the  rule  was  laid  down  that  of  the  two 
officers  to  be  stationed  there,  namely, 
the  county  inspector  and  the  sub-in- 
spector, one  was  to  be  a  Catholic  and 
the  other  a  Protestant ;  whether  for  some 
time  this  condition  was  observed,  but 
for  the  last  five  years  it  has  been  de- 

Earted  from  and  both  the  officers  have 
een  Protestants ;  whether  the  position 
of  sub-inspector  in  Derry  is  wortn  some 
£50  or  £60  a-year  more  than  that  of  an 
ordinary  one ;  and,  whether  he  will  state 
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tlie  reasons  for  not  observing  the  rule 
made  in  1872? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
tbe  Inspector  General  informed  him  that 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  such  rule  as  that 
referred  to  in  the  Question.  For  some 
years  subsequent  to  1872  one  of  the 
officers  stationed  in  Derry  was  a  Roman 
Catholic.  In  1876  a  vacancy  occurred, 
which  was  filled  up  by  the  appointment 
of  a  Protestant.  That  was  the  only 
change  which  had  been  made  since  1872. 
The  salary  and  allowances  of  the  Sub- 
Inspector  stationed  in  Derry  were  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  those  received  by  Sub- 
Inspectors  elsewhere.  It  was  true  that 
he  received  a  small  additional  remunera- 
tion for  the  discharge  of  duties  in  con- 
nection with  the  inspection  of  weights 
and  measures ;  but  it  did  not  come  out 
of  the  Constabulary  Votes,  and  did  not 
amount  to  £50. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
M.  P.  KENNY  AND  MR.  CANTWELL. 

Mb.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  M.  P.  Kenny  and 
Mr.  Cantwell,  of  Castlecomer,  were 
arrested  on  the  same  day,  the  4th 
November  last,  and  upon  the  same 
charge ;  whether  Mr.  Cantwell  was  re- 
leased upon  the  26th  of  February  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  state  the  reasons  for  the 
continued  imprisonment,  under  these 
circumstances,  of  Mr.  Kenny? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  these  men  were  arrested  on  the 
same  day  under  similar  warrants.  Mr. 
Cantwell  was  released  on  the  26th  of 
February ;  but  they  did  not  consider  they 
could  yet  prudently  release  Mr.  Kenny. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— RE- 
LEASE  OF  PERSONS  DETAINED 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  six  per- 
sons were  arrested  in  Charleville,  in 
October  last,  under  the  Coercion  Act,  on 
the  same  grounds  of  suspicion ;  and, 
whether  it  is  true  that  three  of  those 
prisoners  have  been  discharged  from 
prison  within  the  last  month  ;  and,  if  so, 
was  it  because  those  three  men  were  re- 
turned Americans  they  were 
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while  the  other  three,  who  always  lived 
in  the  district,  are  still  detained  in 
prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEH,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  not  true  that  any  prisoners  had 
been  released  on  the  grounds  stated  in 
the  Question ;  that  Patrick  O'Brien,  Ed- 
ward Synan,  and  Denis  O'Oonor  had 
been  released,  but  it  was  news  to  him 
that  the  two  first-named  were  Americans; 
Denis  O'Conor  certainly  was  one.  The 
Eesident  Magistrate  had  expressed  the 
opinion  that  there  was  no  necessity  to 
detain  O'Brien  any  longer.  Synan  was 
released  because  his  wife  was  in  a  deti- 
cate  state  of  health,  her  mother  had  re- 
cently died,  and  his  friends  offered  to 
guarantee  his  good  behaviour,  and  he 
was  only  too  glad  to  expedite  the  return 
of  O'Conor  to  America. 

Mr.  O'SULLIYAN  asked  if  there  was 
any  offence  charged  against  the  three 
remaining  prisoners  which  was  not 
charged  against  the  three  who  had  been 
liberated  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  qnes- 
tion  the  Executive  had  to  consider  be- 
fore liberating  the  other  prisoners  was— 
would  the  district  be  made  worse  hj 
their  release  ? 

CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  MAGISTRACT- 

FLOGGING. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
''Newcastle  Daily  Chronicle"  of  the 
22nd  instant,  that,  at  the  Newcastle 
Police  Court,  Patrick  Murray,  a  boy  of 
18,  was,  on  the  21st  instant,  sentenced 
to  receive  twelve  stripes  of  the  birch 
for  having  stolen  four  scarfs,  value  one 
shilling  and  sixpence,  from  the  door  of  t 
shop,  the  committing  magistrate.  Alder- 
man Milvain,  observing  that  the  lad  had 
been  twice  whipped  before,  and  it  was 
evident  that  he  had  not  been  whipped 
severely  enough,  or  he  would  not  nave 
come  back,  and  he  therefore  ordered  the 
police  to  lay  on  the  strokes  till  the  blood 
should  come  firom  the  boy's  back ;  and, 
if  the  statement  be  true,  if  he  will  re- 
commend the  removal  of  Alderman 
Milvain  firom  the  Bench  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  matter  had  been  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Home  Secretary  for 
some  time.  He  received  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Alderman  Milvain  stating  that  the 
report  in  Hu  JfnffctuiU  DaH^ 
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Bubstantially  correct;  that  the  police 
reported  the  boj  to  be  the  associate  of 
boys  of  bad  character,  some  older  and 
some  younger  than  himself;  that  in 
October,  1881,  he  had  been  conyicted 
of  larceny  from  a  dwelling,  and  sen- 
tenced to  receive  12  stripes;  that  in 
NoTember,  1881,  he  was  convicted  of 
larceny  from  a  shop,  and  was  again  sen- 
tenced to  receive  12  stripes  ;  and  that  it 
waa  on  the  third  conviction — the  sub- 
ject of  the  Question — that  the  language 
was  used.  The  Alderman  went  on  to 
say  that  an  officer  superintended  the 
wnipping  ;  and  he  reported  that,  al- 
flioogh  the  boy  was  more  severely 
whipped  than  on  previous  occasions, 
no  Dlood  was  drawn.  In  reply,  the 
Home  Secretary  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  Alderman  had  used  language 
which  had  shocked  public  feeling ;  said 
he  was  glad  to  learn  that  the  sentence 
had  not  been  carried  out  with  the  se- 
verity which  had  been  enjoined ;  and 
expressed  the  opinion  that  punishments 
of  this  kind  could  not  be  employed  with 
safety,  unless  they  were  administered 
with  moderation  and  with  regard  to 
humanity,  especially  in  the  case  of 
children  of  tender  vears.  Believing 
that  these  words  would  not  be  without 
effect  upon  the  Alderman,  and  that  the 
strong  public  opinion  which  had  been 
expressed  in  reference  to  this  case  would 
have  a  salutary  influence,  the  Home 
Secretary  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to 
adopt  the  course  suggested  by  the  Ques- 
tion. 

POOR    LAW    (IHELAND)  —  RELIEF    OF 
DISTRESS-SWINFORD   UNION. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If,  considering  the  excep- 
tional state  of  the  Swinford  Poor  Law 
Union,  as  evidenced  in  the  reports  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  Inspector, 
Major  Spaight,  and  the  inability  of  the 
impoverished  tenant-farmers  who  in- 
curred liabilities  to  the  guardians  during 
the  distress  of  1880  to  meet  their  obliga- 
tions, the  Government  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  introducing  a  short  Bill 
for  their  relief,  and  also  for  the  relief 
of  distressed  tenant  farmers  similarly 
circumstanced  in  other  unions  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  Member  was,  doubtless,  aware 
that  Swinford  Union  was  scheduled 
under  the  Act  of  last  year.     The  ad- 


vances made  by  the  Guardians  to  far- 
mers and  others  were  ordered  to  be 
collected  in  four  annual  instalments. 
During  the  past  year  Swinford  Union 
had  been  largely  aided  by  grants.  The 
condition  of  the  Union  required  constant 
attention,  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  been  giving  constant  atten- 
tion to  it.  He  did  not  think  any  further 
Bill  was  necessary  at  present. 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND)   ACT,   1877— COST 
OF  CONVEYING  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that,  under  ''The  English 
Prisons  Act,  1877,"  English  counties 
are  relieved  from  the  payment  of  ex- 
penses for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
prisoners,  these  expenses  being  payable 
out  of  Parliamentary  funds,  whereas 
under  the  General  Prisons  (Ireland) 
Act  of  1877,  Irish  counties  are  still 
liable  for  similar  expenses,  and  have  to 
defray  them  out  of  county  funds  ? 

Colonel  COLTHURST  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
county  Cork  have  recently  submitted  a 
case  to  counsel  respecting  the  incidence 
of  the  charge  for  conveyance  of  prisoners, 
and  have  been  informed  that  under  sec- 
tion 21,  Prisons  Act  (Ireland),  1878,  the 
said  charge  falls  upon  the  county  rates ; 
and,  if  he  is  prepared  to  suggest  any 
remedy  ? 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  remarked, 
that  the  difiPerence  in  the  law  in  both 
countries  affected  the  county  which  he 
represented  to  the  extent  of  £1,000  a- 
year. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
County  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
has  strictly  and  accurately  stated  the 
difference  under  the  existing  law  in 
England  and  Ireland  as  to  the  source 
from  which  the  conveyance  of  prisoners 
is  defrayed.  In  England  it  is  out  of 
moneys  voted  by  Parliament ;  in  Ireland 
it  is  out  of  the  county  rates.  With  re- 
ference to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Cork  County  (Colonel 
Uolthurst),  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated  in  his 
Question,  that  the  Grand  Jury  of  that 
county,  at  the  last  Spring  Assizes,  took 
counsel's  opinion  on  the  subject,  and 
were  advised  as  stated  in  his  Question. 
Accordingly,  by  a  Resolution,  they  drew 
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ftttentioa  to  the  fact  that  this  annual 
charge  for  Cork  Oountv  was  about 
£I,KOO,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  this 
hardship  would  be  redresaed  and  a  ra- 
medj  found  hy  making  the  source  for 
this  expense  the  same  in  both  couutrisa 
— namely,  moneys  voted  by  Parliament. 
That,  however,  is  a  question  of  policy, 
and  should  he  addressed  to  the  Frime 
Minister. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— MANOEHAMIL- 

TON   UNION— ELECTION   OF   GUAR. 

DIAN3. 

Hr.  HEAJjY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  ia  the  fact  that  Mr.  Laurance 
KfcDermott  has  twice  applied  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  an  investi- 
gation into  the  late  election  of  Quardians 
for  the  Manorhamilton  Union  without 
reply;  why  no  reply  has  been  given; 
and,  whether  an  investigation  can  be 
granted ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  would  etate 
why? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
this  gentleman  had  written  several  times 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  and  had 
on  each  occasion  received  a  reply.  The 
l>>cal  Government  Board  were  in  com- 
munication with  the  Ketuming  Officer  on 
the  subject  of  the  late  election  of  Guar- 
dians in  the  Uanorhamiltoo  Union  ;  and 
Mr.  U'Dermott  was  informed,  as  recently 
as  the  2 1st  instant,  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  were  not  yet  able  to  deter- 
mine whether  an  inquiry  was  necessary. 

Mr.  HEALT  asked  if  the  reply  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  was  given 
after  the  Queetiou  was  put  upon  the 
Paper  f 

Mk.  W.  E.  POESTEE  said,  he  could 
not  say  that.  The  last  letter  written  to 
him  was  on  the  2 1  st  instant,  and  to  each 
of  his  previous  communications  be  re- 
ceived no  answer. 

PRI80N3  (IRELAND)— LIMERICK  GAOL 
—GOVERNOR  EAGER. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  has  been  the  result  of  the  sworn 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  Governor 
Eager,    of  Limerick  Gaol ;   whether  on 
Sunday  the  2nd  instant  bread  was  re- 
fused by  the  "  suspects"  as  being  sour; 
whether  on  the  doctor  certifying  that 
this  was  not  the  case,  and  the  opinion  of 
an  independent  doctor  being  a^ed,  this 
T/i'  Aitpriify  OrKfral/or  Trelani 


was  refused ;  whethor  in  every  ease  of 
complaint  an  independent  inquiry  apart 
from  the  regular  officials  will  he  granted; 
if  not,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  it  ii 
the  officials  who  supply  him  with  tbe 
information  which  he  givei  to  thit 
House;  whether  Mr.  Power,  conGsedia 
Limerick  Gaol,  wrote  to  him  ontheSIit 
March,  pointing  out  that,  althoujrb  do 
outrage  had  been  committed  in  Inlee 
since  his  imprisonment  on  the  2Dth 
October  last,  he  is  still  detained  is  pri- 
son ;  whether  no  reply  has  been  giren 
to  this  letter  ;  and,  whether  there  ii  uj 
reason  for  the  further  detention  of  Hr. 
Power? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  aid, 
that  the  result  of  the  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  Governor  Eager  was  that  hehsi 
been  cautioned  to  be  more  careful  is 
future  that  improper  commnnicitioiii 
should  not  be  passed  out  of  the  prison,  ud 
that  all  unnecessary  in terferenoe  with  let- 
ters should  be  carefully  avoided.  He  hid 
also  been  directed  to  avoid  as  muck  u 
possible  the  infliction  of  punishmeot,  ind 
all  unnecessarily  stringent  regnlatiani, 
especially  with  regard  to  visits  to  pri- 
soners. With  regard  to  the  bread  nip- 
plied  in  the  gaol,  a  few  of  the  priaonen 
had  complained  of  it,  and  this  and  other 
complaints  had  been  inquired  into  bj 
the  PrieonsBoard,  and  most  of  them  vera 
found  to  be  trivial.  No  request  *u 
made  for  an  independent  inquiry.  The 
medical  officer,  however,  had  repotted 
favourably  on  the  bread.  As  for  the 
case  of  Mr.  Power,  a  letter  had  been  re- 
ceived from  him,  and  his  complaint  had 
been  considered  by  the  Lord  Lieutensot, 
who  had  been  forced  to  the  conclunon 
that  he  ought  to  remain  in  ouetody.  He 
was,  however,  allowed  out  on  parole, 
and  on  his  further  application  it  ww 
extended  to  the  18th  instant. 

PROTECTION    OF    PERSON    AND   PBO- 
PERTT  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-INTE8- 
TIGATION  OP  CASES  OF  PRISONEBF 
DETAINED  UNDER  THE  ACT. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  form  printed  in  the  "  Water- 
ford  Mail"  of  March  22nd,  purporting 
to  be  the  form  to  be  used  by  pohticu 
prisoners    who  seek  investigation  into 
their  case,  ia  correct  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  no  form  whatever  was  required  by 
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penomi  detained  under  the  Protection  of  passed  by  the  emigration  officer  at  the 

Person  and  Property  Act.  English  port ;   and  whether  he  would 

cause  full  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  how 

MEBCHANT  SHIPPING  ACT—  it  was  that  those  persons  were  passed 

EMIGRANT  SHIPS.  by  the  emigration  agent  at  the  English 

Ms.  A.  MOORE  asked  the  President  port  ? 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether,  having 

regard  to  the  numerous  complaints  and  UNITED  STATES— TRIAL  OP  BRITISH 

abuses  brought  to  light  during  last  Ses-  SUBJECTS. 

mon,  and  to  the  very  rapid  emigration  j^    PULESTON  asked  the  Under 

takmff  place  at  the  present  moment,  he  o       *         «  o*  *    /■  "^Sr^  .^  ."„- 

is  pretmred  to  revise  the  Passenger  Acts.  ^71"^  ?}  •  ^****  fu'.^**"^^^^^"!^' 

m^    particularly  in   the  interests  of  ^     l      \'  "  ^^f  *^t  ,^'/  Granville, 

young  unprotected   girls,    and   in  the  the    Secretary    of    State    for    Foreign 

irecfion  of  the  recommendations  put  ^*^*'".'  f  °«°*ly  interfered  in  behalf  of 

forward  by  the  Board  of  Trade  officials  %^"*'?^  subject,  accused  m  the  State 

•nd  sanctioned  by  himself  in  his  Minute  °/  Michigan,  in  the  United  States  of 

of  6th  Julv  1881  ?  America,   of  administenng  the  poison 

«,.".S;j2fr£f SJiL^lii.'^!!  "b&i« Y-.T-^ktv" 

in  common  with  myself,  will  be  obtained  ^P^'t  wn*'  "x    *  last  month  to  Mr. 

-without  further  le^slation.   The  Report  ^est  hy  WiUiam  Lane,  a  British  subject, 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  officials  and  my  7ii°  "*? *«^  ^  \        T  *"^  »  "''  ♦  ! 

Minute  thereon  wereforwarded  inAugu/t  ISthof  Juno  last  on  a  charge  of  attempted 

iMt  to  the  principal  shipowners  in  the  murder,  and  had  since  then  been  he  d  in 

United  Kin^om,  and  al^  to  the  prin-  gaol  awaiting  trial,  which  he  was  utterly 

dpal  officer!  in  the  various  ports,  with  ?'"\^*«  *•>,  °^*"°-    f^-  ,^««*  .'^f' 

illations  to  report  to  the  Board  of  >"§'/  T*^*°  *^«   u~'fi*J7  °*  ?****' 

Trade  any  ship  carrying  emigrants  to  asking  that  inquiry  should  be  made  re- 

the  United  States  which  did  n!t  comply  «Pe«t'ng  the  case.    Mr.  Frehnghuysen 

with  the  recommendations  issued  by  thi  '«.P  '^-^  *^**  -^^k®  J'^    T'^l^  J^^ 

Board.    The  principal  shipowners,  with  ^'^'^  on  the  29th  of  September,  1881, 

Teiy    few  exceptions,    have   expressed  since  which  time  repeated  continuances 

♦i.^:««;ii:«.»«^of  ♦^  ^1^*  *k^  «„«™*:^«-  have  been  had,  but  in  every  instance  at 

tiieir  willingness  to  meet  tne  suggestions  .1                 x     r  t       1       aj.               mi. 

^t  ^k^  m^Ha  00  «^^«  «-  4.i,««^.v«  :ui«  t"0  request  of  Lane's   attorney.     The 

01  tne  15oara  as  soon  as  they  possibly  1.  •  i     ^                      j          1.1.     n^  1.1.     « 

«••«    Ti^^-p^T^r^^fo^^+i^^^-t^^cl-f^ffi^^jl  trial  was  commenced   on   the   24th  of 

ean.  ±iie  iieports  01  tne  principal  omcers  -.-■      -i  1    x       j  ir     -rrr    i.          _x    n.  i. 

at  the  various  ports  show  that  the  num-  ^^'"f'  ^''^*'  ^''^  ^'-  ^««*  ';??«'*«,  *"* 

ber  of  vessels  fn  which  the  suggestions  ^*  l»as  ended  in  the  conviction  of  the 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  not  been  accusea. 

adopted   is    stoadUy  diminishing,   and 

there  are  now  very  few  vessels  carrying  STATE  OF  IRELAND— COUNTY 

emigrants  that  have  neglected  to  adopt  WICELOW. 

ttiem.    The  Board  of  Trade  wiU  con-  ^^  ^  j  COEBET  asked  the  Chief 

tinue  their  efforts  to  secure  the  com-  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

pliance  of  all  shipowners ;  but  they  hope  i^^j  Whether  he  has  read  the  charge 

to  be  able  to  secure  this  without  further  delivered  to  the  Grand  Jury  at  Wicklow 

leaislation.  ^ij  the  County  Court  Judge,  at  the  Quar- 


take  an  early  opportunity  of   calling  ,,„    .,              ...               ,        ^  . 

jttontion  to  this  suW ;  and  on  Thurs^  yo^^/^wTClliX;'^"  T.  1  g^v'/^ 

day  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen-  come  from  Baltinglass,  where  also  there  was  no 

tleman  whether  his  attention  had  been  case  for  the  jury.    This  shows  very  satisfac- 

ealled   to    a   paragraph   in   the   papers  <^'rily  ^^^  your  county.    I  am  exceedingly  glad 

•Uting  that  seven  emigrants  had  died  to  he  able  to  discharge  you  from  your  duties;" 

on  the  way  to  New  York  on  board  an  whether  the  Judges  at  Assizes  and  Quar- 

emigrant  ship,  and  that  the  surgeon  re-  ter  Sessions  have  frequently  borne  testi- 

ported  that  these  persons  embarked  in  mony,  in  their  charges  to  Grand  Juries 

a  very  weak  state  of  health,  and  were  of  the  count^i  to  the  peace  and  quietness 
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prerailing  in  Wioklow ;  whether  the  re- 
turns of  crime  and  outrage,  and  of  mali- 
cious injury,  indicate  the  same ;  and, 
whether  he  can  inform  the  House  upon 
what  grounds  he  refuses  to  advise  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  in  the  face  of  these 
facts,  to  revoke  the  Orders  in  Council 
under  which  the  county  has  been  pro- 
claimed  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  regretted  that,  notwithstanding  the 
testimony  borne  by  the  Judges  of  Assize 
and  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions 
as  to  the  peace  and  quietness  prevailing 
in  the  county  Wicklow,  the  Government 
did  not  feel  justified  in  revoking  the 
Orders  under  which  the  county  was  pro- 
claimed. It  was  quite  possible  there 
might  be  an  absence  of  outrages,  and 
yet  that  the  county  might  not  be  free 
from  intimidation. 

MEDICAL  GRANT  (SCOTLAND). 

Mr.  EAMSAY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  any  decision  has 
yet  been  come  to  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
medical  grant  to  be  made  for  Scotland 
for  the  year  1882-3  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  the  Government  had  hoped  to  deal 
with  the  Grant  for  Medical  Relief  in 
Scotland  in  connection  with  the  general 
question  of  Grants  in  Aid  of  loc^  taxa- 
tion. As  they  had  been  reluctantly  ob- 
liged to  abandon  that  hope,  it  is  con- 
sidered that  this  particular  anomaly  is 
too  great  to  be  any  longer  continued.  It 
will  be  my  duty,  therefore,  as  a  tem- 
porary arrangement,  to  substitute  for 
the  Estimate  of  £10,000  now  before  the 
House  one  for  £20,000.  It  may  pro- 
bably be  necessary  to  amend  the  law 
with  respect  to  the  conditions  under 
which  the  Grant  is  made. 

TURKEY— MIDHAT  PASHA. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther the  Foreign  Office  has  received  any 
confirmation  of  the  statements  reported 
in  yesterday's  papers,  that  Midhat  Pasha 
is  kept  in  chains  at  Taif,  and  that  his 
wife  and  family  at  Smyrna  are  in  a  state 
of  destitution ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Earl 
Granville  will  instruct  Lord  Dufferin  to 
use  his  private  good  offices  at  the  Porte 
to  obtain  some  mitigation  of  the  cruelty 
thus  inflicted  on  a  Minister  who,  while 
in  office,  always  manifested  a  just  regard 
for  British  interests  in  the  East  ? 

Mr.  JF.  J.  Corlet 


Rib   OHABLES   W.    DILKE:  Ho 

information  respecting  Midhat  Pasha 
has  been  received  at  the  Foreign  Office; 
but  Lord  Dufferin  has  been  instructed 
by  telegraph  to  make  inquiries  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  painful  report  to  which  mj 
hon.  Friend  refers. 

IRELAND  —  POTATO   CROP 
COMMITTEE,  1S80. 

CoLONiSL  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, with  reference  to  the  BeeolntioB 
of  this  House  of  the  20th  July  1881, 

''That,  in  the  opinion  of  thiB  Honee,  it  is  ex« 
pedient  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  ahoold 
take  steps  to  oarry  into  ^ect  sach  of  the  reoon- 
mendations  of  the  Potato  Crop  Committee  of 
1880  as  relate  to  Ireland,  by  facilitating  ibe 
progress  of  farther  experiments  as  to  the  beit 
means  of  lessening  the  spread  of  tiie  potito 
disease  and  promoting  the  creation  and  eitib- 
lishment  of  new  varieties  of  the  potato ;  ** 

If  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  gi?e 
effect  to  the  above  Resolution  of  the 
House  either  at  Glasnevin,  or  eke- 
where  ;  and,  if  any  provision  has  been 
made  in  the  Estimates  for  the  experi- 
ments  and  cultivation  referred  to  in  the 
above  Hesolution  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Yes,  Sir; 
steps  have  been  taken  for  giving  effect 
to  the  Resolution  of  the  House  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  and 
are,  shortly,  as  follows : — In  1880-1  two 
sets  of  experiments  were  tried  at  the 
Munster  Model  Farm,  under  the  auspices 
of  the  Cork  Agricultural  Society ;  and 
Mr.  Oarroll,  the  Agricultural  Superin- 
tendent under  the  ^oard  of  National 
Education,  will  continue  to  make  similar 
experiments  this  year  at  Olasnevin  and 
Cork.  He  will  also  extend  the  scope  of 
the  experiments  to  the  production  oi  new 
varieties  of  the  potato  by  the  propaga- 
tion from  the  seed  of  the  apple  of  the 
potato.  The  process  is  slow,  and  takes 
four  years  to  produce  the  fully  developed 
potato ;  but  Mr.  Carroll  looks  on  it  as  a 
most  important  feature  in  his  expeii' 
ments.  Last  year  seeds  of  different 
varieties  were  sown  at  the  Glasnevin 
farm.  The  small  tubers  which  thoee 
seeds  produced  have  this  year  been 
planted,  and  in  1884  the  fully  developed 
varieties  will  be  obtained.  Furthe^ 
more,  Mr.  Carroll  has  got  some  seed 
from  America  to  raise  new  varieties. 
This  seed,  in  small  quantities,  will  be 
sent  gratis  to  the  principal  ag^oultural 
schools,  with  instructions  as  to  its  treat* 
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3.  It  will  also  be  sown  at  the  Glas- 
id  Cork  farms.  Mr.  Carroll  will 
)  spring  the  seed  of  an  old  Irish 
>f  gpreat  excellence — the  '^  Black 

The  development  of  the  sowing 
(X>mplete  in  1885  ;  and,  in  order 
urage  the  production  of  new 
s  of  the  plant,  through  the 
of  their  agpricultural  schools,  tlie 
wioners  of  National  Education 
•tained  the  sanction  of  the  Trea- 
*  offering  prizes  for  competition 
the  teachers  of  those  schools, 
irill  be  four  sets  of  prizes  for 
t  varieties  of  the  potato ;  each 

consist  of  a  Ist,  2nd,  and  3rd 
nd  the  directions  for  sowing  seed 
issued. 

ply  to  Mr.  Healt, 

W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
rmation  as  to  the  weight  of  seed 
extent  of  ground. 
MITCHELL    HENRY    asked 
380  experiments  were  to  be  con- 
agricultural  schools  in  Ireland  ? 
8  did  not  grow  only  in  Ireland ; 
ire  was  a  distinct  understanding 
8  was  to  be  a  national  expendi- 

W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  con- 
that  as  the  schools  he  had  re- 
;o  were  supported  at  the  expense 
lation,  it  was  the  fittest  place  for 
eriments. 

3TER  OF  AGEUCULTURE  AND 
COMMERCE. 

MA88EY  LOPES  asked  Mr. 
llor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can 
ate  when  the  financial  arrange- 
br  the  year  have  been  announced, 
(revision  has  been  made  to  give 
3  the  Resolution  of  the  1 3th  May 
.th  reference  to  the  appointment 
inister  of  Agriculture  and  Com- 

CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 

(Mr.  Gladstone),  in  reply,  said, 

.  never  intended  in  what  he  had 

lien  the  Resolution  was  passed  to 

the  impression  that  this  par- 
subject,  any  more  than  any  other 

of  administration,  was  to  be 
ted  with  the  Financial  Statement 
year.  He  did  not  think  the  mo- 
Lad  arrived  when  they  could  con- 
tly  enter  upon  it.  What  he  had 
ther  in  view  were  the  Votes  re- 
g  the  Department  with  which  the 

J.  OOLXYm.   [thibp  sfiBiss.] 


proposed  Minister  might  possibly  be 
connected.  He  would,  however,  en- 
deavour to  find  an  opportunity,  when 
the  state  of  Public  Business  would  per- 
mit, to  refer  to  the  subject. 

ORDERS    OF   TEE    BAY. 

— M>-:o:  -o, — 

WAYS    AND    MEANS.— REPORT. 

Resolutions  [April  21]  reported. 

Resolution  1. 

Mr.   E.   W.   HAECOURT  said,   he 
wished  to  take  the  opportunity  of  thank- 
ing the   Prime  Minister  for  the  very 
literal  way   in   which  he  had  carried 
out  the  promises  he  had  made  earlier  in 
the  Session  on  the  subject  of  roads.     He 
believed  the  sum  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  appropriate  to 
the  maintenance  of  disturnpiked  roads 
was  exactly  the  sum  which  those  roads 
at  present  cost.     He  thought,  however, 
what  they  had  chiefly  to  congratulate 
themselves  upon  was  that  the  principle 
was  conceded  that  main  roads  were  to 
be  maintained,  not  out  of  the  rates,  but 
from  other   sources.     The   satisfaction, 
nevertheless,  with  which  the  arrange- 
ment would  be  regarded,  would  depend 
entirely  upon  the  manner  in  which  the 
relief  was  to  be  distributed ;  and,  again, 
as  to  the  method  of  relief,  it  was  to  be 
remembered  that  the  chief  offenders  in 
destroying   roads   were  brewers'  vans, 
timber  waggons,  and    other  carriages 
drawing  heavy  weights,  as  well  as  trac- 
tion engines,  and  these  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  before  it  could  be  said  that  any 
justice  was  done.     He  had  had  a  large 
correspondence  with  highway  authorities 
throughout    England,    perhaps    larger 
than  any  other  Member  in  the  House  ; 
and  he  thought  he  could  undertake  to 
say  that  if  any  degree  of  justice  were 
done  in  the  matter  of  maintaining  main 
roads  from  sources  other  than  the  rates 
the    President    of    the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  find  very  little  diffi- 
culty in  making  such  alterations  as  were 
necessary  in  the  Highway  Act  of  1878 
in   a  way  which  would   give    general 
satisfaction. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  understood 
from  the  Prime  Minister  that  it  was  his 
desire  that  they  should  take  this  stage 
of  the  Budget  without  much  discussion, 
and  that  sufficient  opportunity  would  be 
gi/en  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Cus- 
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toms  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill.  His 
object  in  rising  now  was  to  express  a 
hope  that  that  Bill  would  be  made  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day,  because  he  was 
bound  to  tell  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
regard  to  the  great  Expenditure,  there 
would  be  considerable  examination  and 
discussion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  public  opinion  was 
indifferent  on  this  question  ;  but  he 
must  say,  on  behalf  of  his  own  con- 
stituents and  the  populous  constituencies 
of  Lancashire,  that  one  of  the  main 
causes  of  dissatisfaction  with  the  late  Oto* 
vernment  was  their  large  Public  Expen- 
diture. He  must  also  tell  the  Prime  Min- 
ister that  he  had  hardly  gauged  the  feel- 
ings of  the  House  when  he  said  that  the 
House  was  indifferent  to  the  Expenditure 
of  the  country.  He  (Mr.  Bylands)  had 
a  Notice  on  the  Paper  on  that  subject, 
and  he  should  have  pressed  it  had  he 
not  desired  to  avoid,  in  the  present  state 
of  Business,  embarrassing  the  Govern- 
ment. There  must  be  full  opportunity 
for  discussion,  and  they  ought  also  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  redeeming  the 
pledges  they  gave  prior  to  the  General 
Election. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
rise,  Sir,  not  to  prolong  this  conversation, 
for  it  is,  I  tliink,  undesirable  the  matter 
should  now  be  gone  into.  It  is  quite 
obvious  that  the  question  raised  with 
regard  to  Expenditure,  and  the  financial 
position  generally,  ought  to  be  fully  dis- 
cussed. I  have  no  doubt  that  a  full  dis- 
cussion will  bring  out  some  points  that 
are  not  at  once  evident  up<m  the  mere 
statement  of  the  amount  of  Expenditure ; 
and  there  will,  perhaps,  be  an  oppor- 
tunity of  dispelling  some  false  ideas  on 
the  subject.  At  the  same  time,  it  is 
quite  clear  that  the  position,  as  stated 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
yesterday,  is  one  that  demands  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  country  and 
of  this  House,  and  that  we  should  not 
be  doing  our  duty,  or  satisfying  the 
general  expectations  of  the  country  at 
large,  if  wo  did  not  make  it  the  subject 
of  serious  debate.  I  could  not  help 
noticing  the  suggestion  thrown  out  yes- 
terday by  the  Prime  Minister  that  it 
might  be  necessary  to  adopt  further  or 
other  measures  for  checking  expenditure. 
I  confess  that  that  raises  a  very  large 
question,  upon  which  I  shoiild  be  sorry 
off-hand  to  express  an  opinion  ;  but  it  is 
one  very  worthy  of  discussion.    I  hop^i  I 
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however,  we  shall  not  now  ran  into  t 
general  or  particular  diacusaion,  because 
we  have  other  Business  before  ns ;  bat 
let  it  be  understood  that  a  full  and  fair 
opportunity  will  be  afforded  hereafter  to 
discuss  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  NoUiing  could 
be  fairer  or  more  reasonable  than  that. 
It  is  quite  in  conformity  with  what  I  en- 
deavoured to  convey  last  night,  that  full 
opportunity  should  be  given  for  discus- 
sion ;  and  if  the  best  opportunity  arises 
on  the  second  reading,  rather  than  on 
going  into  Committee,  I  am  perfectlj 
willing  to  consult  the  convenience  of  the 
House.  Since  full  opportunity  will  be 
given,  it  is  very  desirable  not  to  make 
any  partial  anticipations.  With  regard 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Harcourt),  they  were 
in  place,  and  I  thank  him  for  them.  Our 
pledge  was  limited  by  the  arrangement 
made  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session, 
and  I  do  not  regard  the  principle  in  this 
grant  as  having  quite  so  extensive  an 
application  as  he  does.  That,  however, 
is  not  the  question.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  enter  into  details  ;  but  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  his  estimate 
of  the  amount  he  must  take  Scotland 
into  consideration,  because  Scotland  is 
entitled  to  receive  some  fair  proportion 
of  the  amount  in  respect  to  main  roads. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  taxpayers  would  be 
quite  so  pleased  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Harcourt)  appeared  to  be,  especiallj 
when  they  found  that  a  certain  pro|)ortion 
of  the  small  amount  which  was  to  go  to 
highways  was  to  be  given  to  ScoUand. 
He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  this  subject  that  fair  consideration 
which  it  required.  He  recollected  the 
pledges  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mside 
to  his  own  tenants  with  regard  to  local 
taxation.  He  now  proposed  to  inoreaee 
the  Carriage  Duty,  a  duty  which  had 
been  reduced,  and  which  would  again 
make  it  a  most  objectionable  tax. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  entirely  over- 
looked that  class  of  traffic  which  had 
done  the  most  harm  to  the  roads — the 
large  vans  and  heavy  locomotives.  These 
and  the  omnibuses,  which  went  to  rail- 
way stations,  were  allowed  to  go  free ; 
while  the  light  carriages,  which  caused 
little  wear  to  the  roads,  were  to  be  more 
heavily  taxed.    He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
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Oentleman  would  reconsider  this  matter. 
With  regard  to  the  Malt  Tax  he  was 
one  of  those  who  always  strongly  ad- 
vocated the  repeal  of  the  tax  when 
harley  was  at  a  very  low  price ;  but  he  did 
not  when  barley  rose  to  the  extraordi- 
nary high  price  it  did  during  prosperous 
years.  But  since  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  off  the  Malt  Duty  and 
placed  the  duty  on  beer  the  price  of 
barley  had  gone  down  very  considerably. 
We  could  grow  far  better  barley  in  this 
country  than  could  be  grown  abroad ;  but 
the  price  of  barley  was  depreciated  be- 
cauBOi  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew,  he  had  permitted  anything  to 
be  used  in  brewing,  and  such  ingre- 
dients as  rice  and  maize  and  a  greater 
quantity  of  sugar  were  now  used.  Many 
brewers,  especially  the  small  brewers, 
using  substitutes  for  all  kinds  of  malt 
and  hops,  produced  beer  of  a  very 
inferior  quality,  to  the  detriment  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  [^  A  laugh.']  The 
non.  Member  for  Scarborough  might 
laugh,  because  he  was  one  of  those  who 
recommended  his  countrymen  to  drink 
water  only ;  but  all  did  not  share  his 
opinion,  and  many  a  man  in  drink- 
ing his  glass  of  beer  desired  to  have  it 
good.  He  would  venture  to  say  that 
unless  something  was  done  to  check 
the  evil  he  alluded  to,  the  repeal  of  the 
tax  would  be  anything  but  a  benefit 
either  to  the  farmers  or  the  country. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN  said,  that, 
acting  in  accord  with  the  general  desire 
of  the  House,  he  would  not  enter  into  a 
discussion  on  the  Ministerial  proposals. 
But  he  desired  to  give  Notice  that  when 
the  Bill  based  on  the  Budget  Resolutions 
came  on  for  second  reading,  he  would 
move  an  Amendment  condemnatory  of 
the  intended  additional  duty  on  car- 
riages. He  recognized  the  j  ustice  of  the 
demand  that  had  been  made  for  conces- 
sion with  respect  to  turnpikes ;  and  he 
did  not  think  the  sum  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  contemplated  setting 
aside  for  that  purpose  was  excessive. 
He  wished  to  speak  with  becoming  de- 
ference and  respect  of  any  fiscal  propo- 
sitions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but 
he  could  not  help  saying  that  he  thought 
he  had  not  shown  his  customary  skill  in 
discovering  the  means  for  raising  the  re- 
quired funds.  The  mode  of  assisting  those 
who  paid  for  highways  did  not  strike  him 
as  a  satisfactory  one ;  but,  apart  from  that, 
the  proposal  to  increase  the  tax  on  car- 


riages would  hamper  a  useful,  varied, 
and  important  trade,  which  was  already 
suffering  from  depression.  There  was  a 
large  capital  embarked  in  the  coach- 
building  business,  and  there  were  thou- 
sands of  workmen  employed  in  it.  That 
trade  had  suffered  proportionately  more 
than  any  other  trade  from  the  recent  bad 
times.  The  duty  at  present  imposed  was 
a  bar  to  development,  and  the  additional 
duty  would  be  a  further  deterrent.  The 
coach-building  business  was  one  of  the 
few  trades  now  that  were  taxed.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pointed  out 
very  lucidly  on  the  previous  day  how  the 
duty  on  malt  was  doubly  injurious  to 
the  trade.  It  not  only  imposed  a  duty, 
but  impeded  the  maltsters  by  compelling 
them  to  conduct  their  operations  subject 
to  Excise  control.  The  same  thing  ap- 
plied to  the  coach  business.  Carriage 
Duilders  were  crippled  in  their  opera- 
tions by  the  action  of  the  representatives 
of  the  Inland  Eevenue.  The  persons 
who  used  carriages  in  the  usual  way 
were  best  able  to  pay  the  extra  tax  ;  but 
it  was  not  them  he  was  considering.  It 
was  the  men  directly  engaged  in  the 
trade  itself;  and  when  the  time  came 
he  would  endeavour  to  adduce  reasons 
why  the  Government  should  abandon  the 
intended  increase  of  duty.  It  might  be 
possible,  he  thought,  to  extend  the  pro- 
posed relief  to  the  highways  without  im- 
posing any  duty  at  all. 

Mr.  mac  IV ER  asked  for  some 
assurance  that  an  opportunity  would  be 
given  for  discussing  the  Motion  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice  the  previous  night, 
and  which  it  was  certainly  his  intention 
to  bring  forward  at  some  stage  of  the 
Budget  discussion — 

''That  Customs  duties  shall  be  replaced  on 
such  foreign  importations  as  come  into  unfair 
competition  with  the  industries  of  Qreat  Britain 
and  Ireland." 

He  asked  for  this  on  two  grounds.  There 
were  many  people  who  seemed  to  think 
that  importations  of  luxuries  from  France 
might  very  well  be  subjected  to  a  tax ; 
and  there  were  many  who  regarded  with 
alarm  the  extraordinary  depreciation  of 
the  revenue  derived  from  intoxicating 
drinks.  Many  people  felt  greatly  alarmed 
at  the  fact  that  the  Bevenue  was  de- 
pendent upon  intoxicating  drinks  for 
nearly  one-half  of  it ;  and,  so  far  as  that 
went,  it  created  a  state  of  things  which 
contributed  largely  to  prevent  any  se- 
rious remedial  measures  being  adopted 
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to  check  intemperance.  It  was  with  a 
desire  to  forward  the  cause  of  temper- 
ance, as  well  as  with  a  desire  to  free  our 
industries  at  home  from  unfair  competi- 
tion, that  he  trusted  a  proper  opportu- 
nity would  be  g^ven  to  raise  this  question 
at  some  future  stage  of  the  financial  Bill. 

Mr.  EABP  contended  that  it  was  in- 
correct to  say  that  many  substitutes  had 
been  used  for  malt  for  brewing  purposes. 
The  diminution  in  the  consumption  of 
barley  and  the  fall  in  its  price  were  not 
results  of  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty. 
The  diminution  in  question  was  partly 
the  result  of  those  changes  in  the  habits 
of  the  people  to  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  alluded.  The  brew- 
ing trade  had  been  depressed,  and  con- 
sequently there  had  been  less  demand 
than  formerly  for  barley.  When  the 
brewing  interest  should  revive  higher 
prices  would  be  got  for  barley ;  and  in 
the  long  run  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax, 
instead  of  bearing  prejudicially  upon 
the  farmer,  would  affect  him  bene- 
ficially. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  prolong  this  desultory  discussion  ;  but 
he  was  glad  to  hear  the  Prime  Minister 
announce  that  he  had  not  forgotten 
Scotland  when  he  proposed  the  Budget 
last  night.  He  wished,  however,  to 
draw  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  it  was  not  from 
Scotland  that  the  outcry  for  grants  in 
aid  had  chiefly  come.  Their  complaint 
had  been  directed  hitherto  to  the  fact 
that  the  grants  allowed  to  Scotland  had 
not  been  in  proportion  either  to  her 
population  or  taxation,  and  that  the 
share  they  had  got  of  those  grants  was 
less  than  they  were  fairly  entitled  to.  If 
he  was  correct  in  saying  that  the  grants 
in  aid  had  not  been  demanded  by  Scot- 
land, he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  consider  whether  it  would  be 
expedient  to  give  any  new  grants  in  aid 
for  any  purpose  whatever,  in  addition  to 
the  subsidy  derived  by  the  people  of 
England  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
He  thought  it  was  a  very  doubtful  ques- 
tion— he  did  not  know  what  the  opinion 
of  the  majority  of  the  House  would  be 
upon  it — whether  the  counties  that  re- 
ceived those  grants  in  aid  derived  any 
such  benefit  as  was  supposed  by  many 
of  those  who  demanded  them.  His 
experience  was  the  opposite.  In  the 
county  with  which  ho  was  connected, 
they  used   to  get  from   the  Exchequer  I 
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a  share  of  the  sum  of  £5,000    for  main* 
taining  the  military  roads  in  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland ;  and  he  believed  the 
roads  in  the    same   district  now  were 
maintained  at  less  expense  to  the  rate- 
payers within  the  several  districts  than 
when  the  Eoad  Trustees  bad  the  £5.000 
from  the  Imperial  Treasury  in  addition 
to  their  own  contributions.      Now,  if 
such  was  the  case,   and  if  the  assess- 
ment levied  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Police  Force  had  increased  since  the 
Government  came  to  pay  one-half  of  the 
whole  amount,  these  facts  should  lead 
the  right   hon.    Gentleman    to    recon- 
sider the  question   of  renewing  those 
grants  in  aid,  and,  at  the  same  time,  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  better  to  give  effi- 
cient local  administration  to  the  several 
counties,   and  so  enable    them  within 
themselves  to    levy   and  control   local 
charges  instead  of  drawing  from  the 
Imperial  Treasury.     He  had  no  wish  to 
detain  the  House  further  than  to  saj 
that  it  would  be  desirable  that  Scotland 
should  be  exempted  from  the  increase 
proposed  to  be  made  in  the  duty  on  car- 
riages, and  left  very  much  as  she  was— 
only  the  Prime  Minister  taking  care  to 
give  her,  for  all  purposes,  the  same  pro- 
portion of  the  gprants,    except   special 
grants  for  the  roads  in  England,  hat 
leaving  them  in  other  respects  as  they 
were. 

Mr.  DUCEHAM  maintained  that 
when  samples  of  barley  were  of  as  good 
a  quality  as  in  past  years  they  realized 
a  satisfactory  price.  The  low  price  now 
obtainable  for  barley  he  attributed  to  a 
deterioration  in  the  samples.  He  could 
not  connect  it  with  the  repeal  of  the 
Malt  Tax.  He  begged  to  express  his 
gratitude  to  the  Prime  Minister  for  the 
relief  to  the  agricultural  interest  which 
he  had  shadowed  forth  in  his  Budget. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  nothing 
could  be  more  certain  than  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  proposing  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Malt  Tax,  had  in  view  the 
enabling  of  the  brewer  to  use  other 
materials  than  barley  in  the  manufacture 
of  beer.  If  the  Prime  Minister  was  right 
one  or  two  things  would  be  the  result— 
if  barley  was  used  as  before  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Malt  Tax,  the  amount  of 
barley  used  in  the  manufacture  of  beer 
would  be  largely  increased ;  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  other  materials  than  barley 
were  used  in  the  manufacture  of  beer,  it 
was  perfectly  obvious  that  the  price  of 
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t>arlej  must  fall,  irrespective  of  the 
'oreim  barley  that  might  be  imported. 
Che  brewer,  therefore,  was  now  exposed 
o  two  sorts  of  competition,  to  neither  of 
fhich  he  was  exposed  before — first,  to 
he  competition  of  foreign  barley  and 
'oreign  malt ;  and,  secondly,  to  the  com- 
petition of  other  substances  than  barley. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  wished 
10  take  that  opportunity  of  giving  Notice 
hat,  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Budget 
Bill,  he  would  endeavour  to  justify  him- 
self with  respect  to  a  charge  which 
;he  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devonshire  (Sir  Stafford 
^orthcote)  had  brought  against  him, 
vith  reference  to  a  statement  he  had 
made  as  to  his  administration  of  finance. 
rhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  his 
itatements  were  of  a  misleading  and  in- 
iccurate  character.  He  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  no 
intention  of  misrepresenting  him.  At 
the  proper  time  ana  the  proper  occasion, 
be  would  ask  the  House  to  listen  to 
Ida  justification  of  the  statements  he  had 
made.  He  heartily  endorsed  the  ex- 
pression of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ry lands),  with  refer- 
snee  to  the  dissatisfaction  of  large  con- 
stituencies in  this  country  with  regard 
U>  the  National  Expenditure.  Members 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House,  he  be- 
lieved, were  bound  to  say  as  honest  men 
that  they  won  their  places  by  pledges 
to  reduce  that  Expenditure.  They  were 
bound  to  support  the  most  economical 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  this  country 
ever  had  in  reducing  the  present  enor- 
mous Expenditure,  which  was  both  ex- 
travagant and  unnecessary. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  had  no  intention  of  imputing  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  any  desire  to  misre- 
present him.  He  simply  said,  or  rather 
wrote,  that  certain  statements  which  the 
hon.  Member  made  were,  as  he  con- 
sidered, inaccurate  or  misleading. 

Mb.  CAINE  said,  that  if  the  hon.  and 
gidlant  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  would 
study  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister with  reference  to  the  falling-off  of 
the  revenue  derived  from  alcoholic  li- 
quors, he  would  find  that  the  depression 
was  caused  by  the  great  increase  in  so- 
ciety of  those  who,  like  himself,  believed 
it  was  better  to  drink  wholesome  water 
than  unwholesome  beer. 


Mb.  Aldebman  W.  LAWRENCE  re- 
gretted  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  not  found  himself  able  to 
deal  with  the  anomalies  in  the  Probate 
Duty.  Freehold  property  ought  to  be 
brought  under  tne  same  taxation  as 
leasehold  property.  They  ought  either 
to  abolish  the  Probate  Duty  on  leasehold 
property,  or  to  impost  Probate  Duty  on 
freehold  as  well  as  leasehold  property. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  was  sorry  the  Prime  Minister  was  not 
present,  because  he  wished  to  repeat  a 
question  he  put  last  night,  and  on  which 
he  received  no  information.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  last  night  stated  that 
the  Government  had  sent  to  France  a 
portion  of  the  Revenues  of  Cyprus,  which 
this  country  had  impounded.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  that  arrangement 
took  place  after  an  understanding  with 
Turkey  or  before?  When  we  took  Cyprus, 
we  did  not  give  Turkey  to  understand 
that  we  would  impound  a  portion  of  the 
Revenue  for  ourselves  or  anybody  else. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  if  we  acted  spon- 
taneously as  agents  of  France,  and  laid 
a  distringas  upon  moneys  due  by  Turkey 
to  France,  we  established  a  principle  of 
a  very  doubtful  character. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  reason  why  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's question  of  last  night  was  not 
answered  was  simply  because  he  went 
away  without  waiting  for  an  answer. 
The  answer  was  this — that  the  loan  was 
jointly  guaranteed  by  England  and 
France;  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
believed  they  would  have  been  acting 
most  dishonourably  if  they  had  not  se- 
cured what  was  due  to  France  as  well 
as  what  was  due  to  this  country. 

Sill  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF: 
Was  there  an  understanding  with  the 
Porte  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
There  was  no  understanding  with  the 
Porte,  and  the  Treasury  simply  acted  in 
accordance  with  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  who  said  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  they  were  within 
their  rights  in  stopping  those  sums  out 
of  the  guarantee  fund. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said,  as  the 
guarantee  was  joint,  our  Government 
could  not  justly  have  received  a  single 
sixpence  from  the  Porte  without  di- 
viding it  with  France  ;  but  he  thought 
such  joint  guarantees  were  greatly  to  be 
deprecated. 
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Mb.  EOROYD  said,  he  hoped  an  as- 
surance would  be  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment that  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  for  the  discussion  of  questions 
of  deep  importance  connected  with  the 
Budget.  He  should  like  to  discuss  the 
possibility  of  reducing  the  duties  on  tea, 
coffee,  cocoa,  and  dried  fruits,  which 
bore  upon  the  labouring  population  very 
severely,  and  of  imposing  duties  upon 
the  articles  of  luxury  from  France  and 
other  foreign  countries,  with  which  our 
shops  were  filled.  He  concurred  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Joseph  Go  wen)  in  his  objection  to  the 
increased  duty  on  carriages,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  operate  as  a  distinct  dis- 
couragement to  coach-building,  which 
was  an  important  branch  of  English 
industry.  It  would  have  been  infinitely 
better  had  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer raised  a  considerable  revenue 
from  articles  of  pure  luxury,  instead  of 
maintaining  an  exorbitant  duty  on  tea. 
If  only  in  the  interest  of  temperance, 
they  ought  to  encourage  the  consump- 
tion of  an  article  which  was  acquiring 
a  more  and  more  important  place  in  the 
domestic  economy  of  our  labouring 
classes. 

Kesolution  agreed  to. 

Hesolution  2. 

Mr.  pell  declared  his  inability  to 
join  in  the  expression  of  pleasure  at  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  proposal 
for  rectifying  the  admitted  injustice 
which  arose  from  the  abolition  of  toll- 
gates.  The  redress  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  offered  was  not  of  an 
equitable  nature.  In  fact,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  hardly  intend 
that  his  proposals  should  receive  the 
sanction  of  Parliament.  It  occurred  to 
him  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  be  surprised  if,  on  the  second 
reading^  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Re- 
venue JBill,  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  rejected,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  E.  W. 
Harcourt)  were  left  where  he  was  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session.  The  roads 
were  said  to  be  worn  down  by  the  trad- 
ing classes.  It  was  the  heavy  and  the 
rapid  traffic,  which  really  rendered  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  costly,  that 
brought  a  heavy  charge  upon  the  rate- 
payers. But  the  trading  classes  were 
not  to  be  taxed,  except  when  they  took 
their  evening  drives  in  a  light  oarriage. 


Those  who  would  be  taxed  were  the  in- 
numerable people  who,  after  a  life  of 
diligence  and  tnrift,  had  been  enabled 
in  their  old  age  to  provide  themselves 
with  a  light  carriage  and  a  horse  in 
order  that  they  might  enjoy  the  pleasure 
of  a  drive  from  the  town  into  the  coun- 
try. Of  course,  the  upper  classes  would 
also  be  hit  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  proposal;  but  the  middle 
classes,  who  did  not  use  the  roads  in  a 
way  calculated  to  damage  them,  would, 
in  a  very  large  degree,  have  to  provide 
the  funds  for  the  restoration  of  the  wear 
and  tear  caused  by  the  traders  and  the 
representatives  of  the  large  commercial 
houses.  This  did  not  appear  to  be  an 
equitable  way  of  dealing  with  the  quea« 
tion,  and  he  thought  the  Kesolution 
ought  to  have  pointed  to  a  contribution 
of  a  more  general  nature  from  all  classes 
of  the  community. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  really  thought 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  when  proposing 
the  additional  duty  on  carriages,  was  in- 
tending it  as  a  practical  joke.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  simply  repeating 
his  former  tactics  with  regard  to  the 
Malt  Tax  of  shifting  money  from  one 
pocket  to  another.  The  tax  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  raise 
upon  carriages  was  one  of  an  injurious 
nature,  for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
manufacturers  of  cars  and  carriages  in 
this  country  gave  purely  local  employ- 
ment. He  was  disposed  to  support  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  who  thought 
it  would  be  more  satisfactory  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  taxed  some  articles  of 
luxury  which  were  not  manufactured  in 
this  country,  and  were  imported.  The 
effect  of  the  tax  on  carriages  would  be, 
he  feared,  to  lessen  the  number  of-  those 
vehicles  used  by  the  classes  who  keep 
carriages,  and  thus  to  strike  a  blow 
at  the  coach-building  trade,  which  had 
not  been  at  all  prosperous  in  recent 
years. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
when  it  was  proposed  to  take  the  second 
reading  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Be- 
venue  Bill  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
would  be  set  down  for  Thuraday,  with  a 
view  to  a  day  being  fixed  for  its  discus- 
sion. 

Resolution  agrted  to. 

Resolutions  S,  4,  5,  and  6  agrnd  to. 
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Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Platfaib,  Mr.  Chancellob  of  the  Ex- 
CHBQUSB,  and  Lord  Fbbdebick  Caven- 
dish. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[BiU  140.] 

PARLIA3IENTARY  ELECTIONS 
(CORRUPT  AND  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES) 

BILL.— [Bill  21.] 
(JTr.  Attot-ney  Oeneral,   Secretary  Sir  William 
Sareourty   Mr,  Chamberlain,  Sir  Charles  JF, 
Dilkef  Mr.  Solieiior  General, ) 

SBOOND   READING.      AliJOU&NED   DEBATE. 

[second  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [24th  April],  "That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
••  considerinfi^  no  corruption  has  heen  proved  to 
exist  in  the  larger  town  constituencies,  or  in  any 
county  constituency,  it  is  inexpedient  to  adopt 
•och  uniform  restrictions  and  punishments  as 
will  render  the  fair  conduct  of  an  election  in  a 
neat  constituency  perilous  and  penal," — {Mr, 
Robert  Foieler,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question.'' 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  introduce  a  discordant  note 
into  the  general  chorus  of  approval  with 
which  the  measure  had  been  met ;  but 
he  could  not  forget  how  very  many  Bills 
had  been  introduced  in  the  course  of 
the  last  50  years  for  improving  the 
methods  by  which  Members  were  re- 
turned; and  yet  it  was  questionable 
whether  the  House  now  compared  fa- 
vourably with  the  House  of  60  years 
ago  ;  tested  by  results,  it  might  be  ques- 
tioned whether  they  had  gained  or  lost, 
whether  the  Assembly  was  more  compe- 
tent to  do  Business,  and  whether  it  was 
more  disposed  to  do  it  in  a  patriotic 
spirit.  They  must  all  sympathize  with 
the  desire  of  making  elections  cheaper, 
with  the  object  of  placing  Parliamentary 
honours  within  the  reach  of  classes  who 
now  could  not  hope  to  compete  for  them, 
for  it  was  a  melancholy  reflection  how 
many  persons  there  were  in  the  country 
anxious  to  spend  their  time  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public,  and  able  to  di8tin» 


guish  themselves  in   that  House,  who 
were  prevented  from  doing  so  solely  by 
the  want  of  means.     The  reason  why  so 
much  money  was  spent  on  elections  was 
that  so  many  persons    desired    to  be 
elected,  and  rich  men  desired  and  were 
ready  to  pay  for  the  privilege  of  a  seat 
in  the  House.    Although  the  occupation 
was  neither  pleasurable  nor  easy,  the 
position  was  so  keenly  sought  after  that 
men  were  prepared  to  give  thousands 
for  it.     However  deplorable  this  might 
be  when  we  considered  who  were  ex- 
cluded, it  showed  that  there  was  some 
healthy  political  feeling  in  the  country, 
and  that  we  had  not  descended  to  the 
level  of  some  countries,  where  a  man 
could  not  be  a  politician  without  some 
sacrifice  of  respect.   They  must  all  sym- 
pathize with  the  further  object  of  the 
Bill,  which  was  to  make  elections  pure ; 
he  confessed,  however,  he  looked  at  it 
with  much  less  enthusiasm  than  he  did 
at  the  first  object,  not  because  it  was  less 
important,  but  because  he  thought  it 
was  far  less  capable  of  attainment.  Cor- 
ruption by  hard  cash  was  not  the  cor- 
ruption which,  at  this  moment,  we  had 
most  to  fear  from.     There  were  other 
forms  of  corrupting  constituencies  be- 
sides giving  electors  money,  or  treating 
them    in    public  -  houses.      And    these 
methods  were  likely  to  increase  rather 
than  diminish  with  every  successive  ex- 
tension of  the  suffrage  and  increase  of 
the  constituencies.      Old  forms  of  cor- 
ruption would  fall  into  disuse  without 
stringent  measures  to  put  them  down. 
The  bribery,  not  of  individuals,  but  of 
classes,   was  likely  to  increase  rather 
than  diminish.     The  bribes  he  spoke  of 
could  be  clothed  in  the  most  eloquent 
language,  put  in  the  form  and  outward 
semblance  of  the  loftiest  morality,  and 
those  who  used  them  would  very  likely 
be  rewarded  by  the  highest  honours  of 
the  State.    Such  appeals  to  the  ignorant 
classes  in  the  constituencies  were  becom- 
ing more  frequent,  and  they  were  re- 
sponded to  as  salmon  were  drawn  by 
flies.     The  bribery  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Bill  touched  a  small  fraction  of  the 
class  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of   Lancaster  called    the  "residuum" 
when  he  differed  from  them  and  the 
'' people"  when  he  agreed  with  them. 
It  was  a  very  small  fraction  of  that  class 
who  were  corrupt  in  the  manner  con- 
templated ;  but  the  corruption  of  which 
he  spoke  reached  every  class.    It  must 
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be  admitted  that  organizations  like  the 
Caucus  produced  the  same  benumbing 
and  deadening  effect  that  bribery  did. 
The  evil  of  money  bribery  was  that  it 
taught  the  elector  to  regard  his  vote^ 
not  as  a  trust  which  ha  used  for  the 
highest  political  purposes,  but  as  a 
something  to  be  sold ;  and  the  organiza- 
tions of  which  he  spoke  had  a  not  less 
deadening  effect  upon  the  individuals 
who  composed  them,  upon  the  electoral 
body,  and  upon  Members  of  Parliament. 
If  organizations  of  that  kind  were  to 
become  common  over  the  country,  the 
result  would  be  that,  in  spite  of  all  they 
might  do  against  bribery,  they  would 
find  they  were  not  a  higher  Legislative 
Assembly,  but  a  lower  one.  Passing 
from  these  vaticinations  to  the  Bill,  he 
would  ask  the  Attorney  General  to  con- 
sider whether  the  penal  provisions  were 
not  much  too  severe?  There  was  no 
use  in  showing  zeal  against  corruption 
by  heaping  up  one  penalty  upon  another. 
Judges  might  be  trusted  to  administer 
the  law,  although  a  Judge  might  have 
reached  his  position  through  a  seat  in 
that  House  attained  by  corrupt  practices ; 
but  we  could  not  expect  juries  to  do  the 
same.  It  was  of  no  use  making  our 
laws  in  advance  of  the  morality  of  the 
country ;  and  if  we  made  penalties  too 
severe,  juries  would  insist  upon  return- 
ing verdicts  of  **  Not  guilty.*'  The  only 
result  of  the  undue  severity  of  the  Bill 
would  be,  not  to  promote  purity,  but 
to  shelter  corruption.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would,  he  had  no  doubt, 
consider  from  this  point  of  view  the 
suggestions  that  would  be  made  iu  Com- 
mittee. In  making  these  observations, 
his  object  had  been,  not  to  chill  the 
ardour  of  the  Government  in  the  cause 
of  purity,  but  to  remind  the  House  how 
small  a  proportion  of  the  present  corrupt 
practices  took  the  form  of  actual  money 
bribery,  and  to  point  out  that  Parlia- 
ment seldom  showed  to  advantage  when 
it  congratulated  itself  on  its  virtues. 

Mr.  Sekjeaxt  SIMON  said,  he 
thought  they  must  all  recognize  the 
courageous  endeavour  made  by  the  Bill 
to  suppress  a  great  and  crying  evil — an 
evil  from  which  every  Member  of  the 
House  had  more  or  less  suffered,  from 
which  every  candidate  had  suffered,  and 
which  was  a  scandal  to  the  country. 
When  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  people 
for  their  decision  on  the  course  of  policy 
which  was  desirable  for  the  country,  they 

dfr.  A,  J,  Balfour 


expected  an  honest  and  faithful  answer; 
but  if  that  answer  were  procured  by 
corrupt  practices,  the  appeal  had  been 
in  vain,  and  the  answer  wcm  not  a  true 
and  faithful  one.  The  attempt  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  put  an  end 
to  such  a  scandal  they  must  hail  with 
satisfaction.  At  the  same  time,  while 
he  recognized  great  merits  in  the  Bill 
he  thought  it  susceptible  of  consider- 
able improvement.  He  agreed  with  the 
principle  of  a  fixed  maximum  amount 
of  expenditure,  and  he  held  that  this 
provision  constituted  one  of  the  beet  and 
most  important  parts  of  the  Bill;  but  the 
maximum,  he  thought,  should  be  more 
elastic,  and  that  it  should  be  fixed  with 
reference  to  the  will,  character,  and  cir- 
cumstances of  oonstituencies.  Like  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  he  was  anxions 
for  the  return  to  the  House  of  men 
of  moderate  means.  The  endeavour 
to  make  the  House  one  not  for  rich  men 
only  was  a  proper  endeavour,  and  which, 
if  it  succeeded,  would  add  to  the  dignity 
of  the  House  and  be  a  benefit  to  the 
country.  There  were  men  of  great 
ability  and  high  character,  but  who  could 
not  face  the  extravagant  expense  of  elec- 
tions as  now  conducted;  whereas  men 
who  had  passed  their  lives  in  amassing 
wealth,  and  had  not  given,  perhaps,  a 
continuous  half-hour's  consideration  to 
a  single  question  of  public  concern,  oould, 
by  lavibh  expenditure,  find  an  entrance 
into  the  House.  It  was  time  to  put  an 
end  to  such  a  state  of  things,  and  encou- 
rage men  of  ability  and  character,  but 
of  moderate  means,  to  enter  public  Ufe 
and  devote  themselves  to  the  service  of 
the  country.  The  same  remark  also  ap* 
plied  to  the  working-men  candidates.  It 
was  conceded  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  labour 
represented  in  that  House  to  a  greater 
extent  than  it  was  now  represented.  He 
hoped  to  see  the  time  when,  instead  of  one 
or  two,  there  would  be,  at  least,  a  dozen 
working  men  sitting  on  those  Benches. 
Some  years  ago,  to  the  honour  of  the 
Party  opposite,  the  property  qualifi- 
cation was  abolished ;  but  it  still  ex- 
isted, for  all  practical  purposes,  in  the 
form  of  fees  to  the  Returning  OfiicerB. 
Some  parts  of  the  Bill  were  not  alto- 
gether satisfactory,  and  required  expla- 
nation. The  4th  clause,  for  example, 
would  operate  very  severely  in  making 
a  candidate  liable  for  all  the  acta  of  hia 
agent.     Nothing,   of  course,   could  be 
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more  oriminal  than  the  conduct  of  the 
corrupt  candidate;  but  it  was  not  just 
that  a  candidate  should  bo  punished  for 
all  that  his  agents  might  do.  The  doc- 
trine of  agency  was  not  the  same  in 
election  matters  as  in  Common  Law,  as, 
in  the  former  case,  the  employer  was 
held  liable  for  acts  done  by  his  agent, 
not  only  without  orders,  but  even  in 
direct  contravention  of  his  orders.  He 
put  it  to  the  House  to  say  whether 
it  was  fair  to  punish  a  candidate  for  ille- 
galities committed  in  such  a  manner,  in 
the  way  and  to  the  extent  proposed  by 
the  Bill  ?  He  thought  that  there  should 
be  some  limit  fixed  to  the  time  during 
which  an  election  might  be  said  to  con- 
tinue. At  present  it  was  not  easy  to  say 
when  an  election  began.  Candidates 
were  often  announced  years  beforehand  ; 
and  perhaps  the  penal  clauses  of  the  Bill 
mignt  treat  as  a  corrupt  practice  a  dinner 
given  to  his  neighbours  by  a  candidate 
who  was  announced  years  before  to 
come  forward  at  the  next  vacancy.  As 
for  the  proposal  to  revert  to  the  practice 
of  trying  Election  Petitions  by  one 
Judge,  he  was  entirely  opposed  to  it. 
In  1874  he  moved  for  a  Select  Commit- 
tee on  the  subject,  and  the  Committee 
came  to  the  almost  unanimous  con- 
clusion that  Petitions  should  be  tried 
by  more  than  one  Judge ;  and  the  law 
was  altered  accordingly.  He,  there- 
fore, could  not  support  the  proposal 
to  return  to  the  trial  by  one  Judge. 
Either  two  Judges  must  try  election 
cases,  or  there  should  bo  an  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  a  single  Judge, 
which  would  considerably  increase  ex- 
pense. He  regarded  the  Bill,  on  the 
whole,  as  an  honest  endeavour  to  remedy 
a  great  evil;  but  its  details  would  require 
careful  examination.  Ho  hoped,  there- 
fore, the  Attorney  General  would  have 
regard  to  the  views  of  Members  expressed 
in  this  discussion  and  in  Committee ; 
and  the  result,  he  believed,  would  be  an 
efficient  measure. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  some  hon.  Members  appeared  to 
think  that  it  would  be  advisable  not  to 
pass  observations  on  the  details  of  the 
measure  before  the  stage  of  Committee. 
He,  however,  was  of  opinion  that  such  a 
course  must,  in  the  end,  be  productive  of 
considerable  delay ;  and,  therefore,  he 
should  not  take  the  advice  of  those  who 
counselled  reticence  at  the  present  time. 
The  first  point  to  which  he  wished  to 


draw  attention  was  that  that  portion  of 
the  Bill  which  dealt  with  **  illegal  prac- 
tices" would  apply  to  every  constituency 
in  the  Kingdom.  Any  candidate  for  the 
representation  of  a  constituency  who 
should  be  guilty  of  such  practices  would 
be  disqualified  for  life  from  representing 
that  constituency.  Now,  that  would  be 
a  tremendous  punishment.  When  seek- 
ing in  the  Bill  for  a  definition  of  the 
offences  which  were  to  entail  so  severe  a 
penalty,  some  friends  and  himself  had  at 
first  thought  that  they  must  be  the  vic- 
tims of  an  optical  delusion.  Their  diffi- 
culty was  explained  by  the  fact  that  the 
Schedules  purporting  to  explain  the  na- 
ture of  these  illegal  practices  were  in- 
verted. As  it  had  been  proved  that  cor- 
ruption existed  to  a  certain  extent  in  the 
smaller  constituencies,  but  that  there 
was  none  in  the  large  ones,  it  would  be 
supposed  that  in  the  case  of  the  smaller 
constituencies  the  expenditure  would  be 
limited,  and  that  a  higher  scale  of  ex- 
penditure would  be  tolerated  in  the  large 
constituencies.  But,  according  to  the 
Schedules,  the  smaller  the  constituency 
the  larger  might  be  the  expenditure  per 
head,  and  the  larger  the  constituency  the 
smaller  the  expenditure  per  head.  The 
Attorney  General,  for  example,  in  the 
borough  of  Taunton,  might  spend  about 
78.  per  head  in  an  election  contest ;  but 
if  in  contesting  Middlesex,  which  was 
a  much  larger  constituency,  he  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  were  to  spend  2«.  per 
head,  he  would  be  prevented  for  life 
from  representing  that  county.  Surely, 
80  ridiculous  a  disproportion  could  not 
be  justified.  The  Attorney  General  had 
pointed  out  that  certain  candidates  had 
reduced  their  expenses  at  the  last  Elec- 
tion below  the  amount  permitted  by  the 
Bill,  and  had  cited  the  case  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Birmingham.  Their  expenses 
amounted  to  a  little  less  than  £6,000,  and 
that  sum  would  have  been  admissible 
according  to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
had  it  been  law,  because  three  candidates 
stood  together  ;  but  a  proportionate  ex- 
penditure would  not  have  been  allowed 
to  one  candidate  standing  by  himself, 
whom  an  expenditure  of  £2,200  would 
have  disqualified  for  life.  What  he  ob- 
jected to  was  that  severe  and  inequitable 
restrictions  were  placed  upon  large  con- 
stituencies because  a  certain  number  of 
small  constituencies  had  been  proved 
to  be  corrupt.  The  Bill  practically  put 
all   the  constituencies  of   England  in 
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swaddling  clothes  because  a  certain  num- 
ber of  small  boroughs  had  shown  them- 
selves unable  to  walk  uprightly  with- 
out assistance.  Now,  the  smaller  con- 
stituencies were  the  remains  of  the 
old  system  of  representation,  and  it 
was  tolerably  certain  that  the  next 
Reform  Bill  would  efface  them.  The 
Government,  therefore,  were  now  legis- 
lating for  a  moribund  system ;  and, 
in  order  to  protect  constituencies  which 
sooner  or  later  must  cease  to  exist,  were 
imposing  such  restrictions  upon  candi- 
dates in  large  constituencies  as  would 
make  the  fair  conduct  of  elections  al- 
most impossible.  He  held  that  the  Sche- 
dules could  not  be  allowed  to  stand. 
Something  must  be  substituted  for  them 
which  would  work  fairly.  He  suggested 
that  a  distinction  should  be  drawn  be- 
tween counties  and  boroughs.  Had  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  likely  to  stand  for 
large  constituencies  realized  what  would 
be  their  position  under  this  Bill  ?  They 
would  not  be  able  to  communicate  with 
their  constituents  by  post,  because  that 
course  would  be  too  expensive.  The 
only  way  in  which  the  candidate  could 
make  his  views  known  was  by  public 
meetings.  But  then  he  was  not  allowed 
to  advertise  the  public  meeting.  [The 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry  James) 
dissented.]  At  any  rate,  one  of  the  clauses 
was  capable  of  that  conten  tion .  Anyone 
contesting  a  county  constituency  would 
find  himself  in  a  position  of  great  em- 
barrassment. Another  dilEculty  which 
would  confront  him  under  the  Bill  would 
be  that  he  could  not  employ  a  sufficient 
number  of  clerks  for  carrying  on  the 
necessary  business.  He  would  suggest 
that  a  section  ought  to  be  taken  out  of 
the  Ballot  Act  Continuance  Amendment 
Bill.  He  would  further  suggest  that, 
in  regard  to  these  Schedules  as  to  ex- 
penditure, the  Attorney  General  should 
reverse  his  system.  He  should  calculate 
for  the  largest  constituencies  first  and 
estimate  what  expenses  were  necessary. 
He  then  could  reduce  the  scale  of  ex- 
penditure in  proportion  to  the  size  of  the 
constituencies,  and  in  that  way  he  would 
arrive  at  a  uniform  system.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  it  was  not  necessary  to 
have  so  large  an  expenditure  for  a  small 
borough  as  for  a  large  constituency.  Or, 
if  the  Attorney  General  objected  to  that, 
lot  him  estimate  what  sum  might  fairly 
be  spent  per  head  of  the  electorate,  and 
then  say  that,  in  no  oircumstanoes,  was 
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the  expenditure  to  exceed  so  many  shil- 
lings per  head.     In  that  way  candidates 
would  know  what  to  do,  and  a  far  better 
check  than  the  one  proposed  would  be 
placed  on  the  evil  complained  of.  Then, 
as  regarded  the   employment  of  indi- 
viduals, he  did  not  believe  that  large 
constituencies  were  affected — though  in 
small  constituencies  it  was  different— bj 
the  number  of  persons  employed  by  the 
candidates.      It  might  be  necessary  to 
employ  60  clerks  for  a  day  to  get  through 
necessary  clerical  work,  and  they  would 
not  be  employed  again.    But,  under  this 
Bill,  the  most  absurd  restriction  was  im- 
posed ;  and  he  did  not  see  how,  under  it, 
it  would  be  possible  to  get  through  the 
legitimate  business  of  the  central  com- 
mittee.    Therefore,  he  thought  it  would 
be  well  to  strike  out  the  first  Schedule, 
so  far  as  large  constituencies  were  con- 
cerned.    If  they  put  all  these  tremen- 
dous penalties  on  Parliamentary  candi- 
dates to  stop  bribery  and  corruption,  the 
ingenuity  of  man  would,  in  some  way  or 
other,  carry  out  those  practices  without 
rendering  the  guilty  parties  responsible, 
and  a  ready  method  was  at  once  sug- 
gested in  the  municipal  elections.  Nov, 
he  did  not  suppose  that,  in  the  small 
boroughs  in  which  corruption  prevailed, 
they  would  do   any  good   unless  they 
applied  the  corrupt  practices  penalties 
to  municipal  as  well  as  Parliamentary 
elections.     Moreover,  there  was  another 
danger  which  was  perfectly  certain  to 
occur  under  this  Bill  if  candidates  were 
to  be  subject  to  great  penalties.     In  a 
very  short  time,  he  believed,  almost  every 
political  association  would  enter  into  an 
arrangement  to  the  effect  that  those  em- 
ployed would  have  their  salaries  raised 
in  ordinary  years  if  they  gave  their  8e^ 
vices  gratuitously  whenever  an  election 
occurred.      Some  such  system  as  that 
would  be  adopted,  and  he  failed  to  see 
how  that  Bill  would  check  it.  He  might 
illustrate  this  by  referring  to  what  was 
called  the  Homo  Counties  Liberal  Union. 
Tho  operations  of  this  Society  extended 
to  a  good  many  constituencies ;  and  if  an 
election  occurred  in  any  one  of  these 
constituencies  within  the  area  covered, 
it  would  always  be  possible  for  this  Asso- 
ciation or  any  other  to  turn  on  to  help 
the  candidate  the  whole  of  the  officers 
employed  by  the  Association.     If  they 
incurred  a  penalty  it  could  not  be  a 
severe  one,  and,  of  course,  the  penalty 
would  be  paid  by  the  Assodation.  If  the 
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Scbedxiles  remained  as  they  were  when 
they  came  into  Committee,  they  would 
not  make  as  satisfactory  and  rapid  pro- 
gress as  they  otherwise  might  do. 

Mr.  H.  8AMUELS0N  said,  it  was 
a  matter  for  congratulation  that  at  last 
the  House  found  itself  engaged  in  prac- 
tical legislation.  He  congratulated  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  on  the  favourable  reception, 
upon  the  whole,  which  his  Bill  had  mot 
with  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
thanked  him  for  his  promise  to  consider 
suggestions,  from  whatever  quarter  of 
the  House  they  might  proceed.  The 
Bill  was  said  to  be  too  stringent ;  but  the 
disease  of  corruption  was  undoubtedly 
spread  very  widely,  and  virulent  diseases 
required  drastic  remedies.  They  had 
been  told  that  this  Bill  was  an  attempt 
to  legislate  in  advance  of  public  opinion. 
It  waB  certainly  not  in  advance  of  the 
opinion  of  persons  who  had  considered 
the  subject,  and  he  did  not  believe  the 
Bill  was  much  in  advance  of  public 
opinion  generally.  The  constituencies 
were  deeply  interested  in  the  matters 
dealt  with  by  the  Bill ;  and  there  existed 
a  healthy  state  of  opinion,  which  only 
required  the  stimulus  of  sincere  and 
Tig^orous  action  on  the  part  of  the  Oo- 
▼emment,  showing  a  real  recognition  of 
the  magnitude  of  the  evil  and  a  positive 
determination  to  eradicate  it,  to  come 
prominently  to  the  surface.  Such  a 
stimulus  was  afforded  by  that  Bill. 
He  would  advert  to  one  or  two  evils 
which  the  Bill  did  not  touch  ;  and  if 
no  other  Member  proposed  any  Amend- 
ment with  reference  to  them,  he  him- 
self would  do  so.  Nothing  was  more 
foreigpi  to  the  spirit,  though  not  to  the 
practice,  of  our  elections  than  intimida- 
tion. The  Ballot,  to  a  great  extent, 
diminished  the  evil  of  intimidation ;  at 
any  rate,  so  far  as  employers  and  cus- 
tomers were  concerned.  But  there  were 
certain  other  forms  of  intimidation 
against  which  there  was  no  provision 
in  the  Bill.  There  was  the  requisition 
dodge.  Eequisitions  in  favour  of  can- 
didates were  sent  out  by  the  friends  of 
the  candidates  to  electors,  who  were 
requested  to  return  the  requisitions  with 
their  signatures  to  a  candidate's  com- 
mittee or  some  influential  person.  The 
person  to  whom  the  requisitions  were  to 
D6  returned  could  do  great  injury,  if 
they  would,  to  electors  who  refused  to 
sign  therequisitions;  therefore,  weak  and 


timid  voters  were  thus  intimidated  into 
signing  a  promise  which  they  often  had 
every  intention  of  breaking.  There  was 
also  the  custom  of  sending  to  every 
voter  a  polling  card,  to  be  personally 
returned  to  the  committee  room  after  the 
poll.  A  man  might  as  well  vote  openly 
as  take  his  voting  card  to  the  committee 
room.  These  practices  ought  to  be  de- 
clared to  be  illegal.  There  was  the 
custom  of  inserting  in  newspapers  a  long 
list  of  voters  as  members  of  a  candidate's 
committee.  Every  person  who  was  named 
in  such  a  list  as  a  supporter  of  a  can- 
didate ought  to  be  regarded,  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act, 
as  an  agent  of  that  candidate,  who  ought, 
to  a  certain  extent,  to  be  made  respon- 
sible for  the  acts  of  that  agent. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTL and  said,  that, 
having  lately  contested  two  constituen- 
cies, and  having  had  the  misfortune  of 
fighting  two  Election  Petitions  and  one 
scrutiny,  he  thought  he  had  some  ex- 
perience of  the  question  now  before  the 
House.  That  experience  was  all  the 
greater  because  the  constituency  which 
he  last  fought,  and  which  he  now  repre- 
sented, was  described  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
as  the  rottonest  of  rotten  boroughs.  He 
thought  it  was  a  great  mistake  for  any 
hon.  Gentleman  so  to  stigmatize  a  con- 
stituency of  which  he  had  no  knowledge, 
and  where  he  was  perfectly  unknown. 
It  was  a  charge  very  easy  to  make,  and 
very  dijSicult  to  refute,  as  very  few 
boroughs  had  the  good  fortune  to  be 
able  to  prove,  by  the  decision  of  Her 
Majesty's  Judges,  as  Evesham  had  done, 
that  such  a  statement  was  not  only  un- 
founded, but  unjust.  In  his  own  case, 
after  a  trial  which  lasted  from  the  2nd 
to  the  17th  of  the  month  inclusive,  the 
Judges  not  only  unseated  his  opponent 
and  gave  him  the  seat,  but  also  awarded 
him  all  the  costs,  yet  the  law  was  such 
that  taxing-masters  were  able  to  put  the 
Judges'  decision  at  defiance  and  mulct 
him  in  several  thousand  pounds.  He 
was  told  that  that  was  always  the  case ; 
but  if  that  was  a  question  of  such  national 
importance  that  two  of  Her  Majesty's 
Judges  were  kept  for  over  a  fortnight  in 
a  country  town,  should  the  cost  be  so 
heavy  in  case  of  success,  and  nearly 
ruinous  in  case  of  failure  ?  Was  not  the 
knowledge  that  such  must  be  the  result 
sufficient  to  deter  men  from  presenting 
Petitions?  He  thought  a  measure  ought 
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to  be  passed  to  put  a  stop  to  the  eyils  dis- 
closed by  the  recent  Commissions  ;  but 
the  present  Bill  was,  in  his  judgment, 
at  the  same  time  too  weak  and  too  strong 
— too  weak  because  it  held  out  no  in- 
ducement to  keep  a  party  straight,  too 
strong  because  it  was  nothing  more  or 
less  than  a  Coercion  Bill  against  candi- 
dates, and,  if  it  passed,  it  would  put  an 
end  to  any  Member  being  able  to  do 
good  in  his  own  borough  at  any  time 
when  he  was  sitting  for  it.  And  though 
he  would  be  one  of  the  last  to  encourage 
bribery  under  the  name  of  charity,  yet 
he  thought  that  true  charity  was  one  of 
the  greatest  privileges  of  Members,  and 
to  take  away  from  Membera  the  power  of 
doing  good  would  be  a  great  misfor- 
tune. He  hoped  a  clause  would  be  intro- 
duced to  make  the  system  of  Petitions 
very  much  cheaper,  for  it  was  useless  to 
give  a  luxury  wnich  was  too  dear  to  be 
enjoyed.  He  also  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  present  provision  of  the  law 
relating  to  a  scrutiny  should  be  abo- 
lished. 

Mr.  STANTON  said,  he  represented 
a  constituency  (Stroud),  which,  in  13 
months,  had  had  five  contested  elections 
and  four  Petitions;  and  the  House  would 
believe  that  he  spoke  feelingly  on  the 
subject,  considering  the  very  dreadful 
experiences  he  had  had.  He  believed 
there  was  a  general  feeling  in  favour  of 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but,  be- 
fore it  passed,  he  should  like  to  see 
some  provision  introduced  with  regard 
to  out-voters,  who  were  frequently  la- 
bouring men.  Now  that  the  expense 
of  elections  was  to  be  curtailed,  that 
class,  being  unable  to  bear  the  cost  of  a 
journey  to  the  polling-booth  themselves, 
would,  unless  some  system  were  devised, 
be  practically  disfranchised.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  that  the  out- voters 
should  have  the  power  to  apply  to  the 
Eoturuing  OfiBcer  for  a  voting  paper,  to 
be  signed  in  the  presence  of  a  magis- 
trate, and  to  be  returned  to  the  Return- 
ing Officer  through  the  Post  Office.  It 
might  be  said  tbat  that  was  interfering 
with  the  secrecy  of  voting;  but  he 
would  trust  to  the  magistrates  not  to 
exercise  undue  influence  nor  to  divulge 
their  knowledge.  The  events  at  Stroud, 
he  might  observe,  occurred  because,  at 
the  trial  of  Petitions,  the  parties  who 
petitioned  were  wise  enough  not  to  claim 
the  seat.  Consequently,  the  acts  of  the 
Petitioners  could  not  be  inquired  into. 

Mr.  Dufon-Eartland 


Might  not  the  state  of  things  he  had 
described  be  dealt  with  in  this  measare? 
If  the  tribunal,  whatever  it  might  be, 
were  allowed  to  inquire  into  the  con- 
duct of  both  sides,  they  would  get  rid 
of  the  abuse  of  Petitions,  for  Petitioners 
ought  to  come  before  the  Court  with 
clean  hands,  which  was  hardly  ever  the 
case  at  present. 

Mb.  SCHEEIBEE  :  I  could  not  help 
thinking.  Sir,  last  night,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman    the  Attornej 
General  took  a  somewhat  disparaging 
view  of  his  own  Bill,  when  he  wished 
that  it  should  be  read  a  second  time 
after  three  hours'  discussion  in  a  languid 
House.     Now,  in  my  view,  no  Bills  are 
so  important  as  those  which  deal  with 
the  franchises  of  the  people  and  the 
return  of  Members  to  this  House ;  and 
if,  in  the  course  of  the  present  Session, 
we  succeed  in  passing  a  measure  founded 
on  this  Bill,  and  an  analogous  measure 
for  the  municipal  elections,  we  shall  do 
much,  I  think,  to  redeem  the  Session 
from  the  barrenness  which  otherwise 
seems  likely  to   distinguish   it.     Now, 
Sir,  no  doubt  this  is  an  example  of 
what  Lord  Palmerston   onoe  called  a 
"spanking  Bill."     But,  in  my  opinion, 
the    occasion    demands    a    **  spanking 
Bill ; "  either  that,  or  that  the  electors 
who  are  so  minded  should  be  free  to 
dispose  of  their  votes  without  those  risks 
to  the  buyer  and  seller  which  are  some- 
times thought  such  an  excellent  joke, 
and  sometimes  are  no    joke   at  all- 
witness,  the  election  agents  who  have 
been  sent  to  prison,  and  tho  two  Cabinet 
Ministers  who  have  been  sent — in  search 
of  other  seats.    One  thing  there  is  which 
cannot  be  tolerated — I  mean  that  the  law 
should  remain  as  it  is.     Either  it  must 
be  made  more  stringent,  or  it  must  be 
entirely  repealed.    Now,  Sir,  although  I 
have  listened  most  attentively  to  all  that 
has   been   said  in   the   course   of  this 
debate,  I  have  not  heard  a  single  word 
about  the  causes  of  the  flagrant  corrup- 
tion which  marked   the    late  Genenl 
Election ;  and  I  do  not  know  how  we 
are  to  cure  a  malady,  unless  we  are  first 
clear  as  to  its  cause.     Of  the  two  causes 
which  seem  to  me  to  be  at  work  in  the 
constituencies,  the  first  connects  itself  so 
closely  with  the ''  struggle  for  existence," 
that  I  hardly  like  to  speak  of  it  as 
corruption.     The  poorest  class  of  voters 
in  our  towns  are  so  poor,  that  with  them 
the  great  question  of  the  day  is  always 
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how  they  shall  get  through  to-morrow. 
Those  men,  Sir,  see  two  gentlemen, 
whose  wealth  is  always  grossly  exagge- 
rated by  report,  contending  for  the  prize 
as  if  their  liyes  depended  on  the  result, 
and  seeing  also  large  sums  of  money 
spent  on  printing,  agents,  and  committee 
rooms,  they,  too,  put  in  their  claim  for  a 
modest  share  of  **  what  is  going ''  with 
a  force  which  the  local  agent  finds  him- 
self unable  to  resist ;  and  so,  by  colour- 
able employment  or  otherwise,  the  can- 
didate's return  is  vitiated.  Now,  there 
is  only  one  way  in  which  this  pressure 
can  be  done  away  with.  We  must  for- 
bid by  law  the  expenditure  which  causes 
it;  and  that  I  take  to  be  the  real  defence 
of  what  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  calls  his  "  Maximum  Schedule," 
and  on  which,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  I  shall  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  presently.  The  second  cause  of 
corruption  I  find  in  the  annual  recurrence 
of  the  municipal  elections.  Now,  Sir, 
in  speaking  of  that  subject,  I  wish  it  to 
be  distinctly  understood  that  I  know 
nothing  but  what  is  good  of  my  own 
constituents,  and  that  in  anything  I 
may  say  I  refer  to  what  I  have  read  in 
Blue  Books  or  in  newspapers  about  the 
constituencies  of  other  hon.  Members. 
Well,  what  is  happening  now  was  dis- 
tinctly foretold  by  me  in  1868.  Here  is 
what  I  said — 

"  Bat,  when  all  thiB  had  heen  done,  he  (Mr. 
Schreiber)  would  not  have  the  House  deceive 
itself— it  would  have  done  nothing  until  it  had 
grmppled  with  the  evils  of  bribery  at  municipal 
electaons.  The  Bill  of  last  Session  established 
an  identity  of  Parliamentary  and  municipal 
InnchiBe ;  and  he  said  that  while  corruption 
was  constant,  annual,  flagrant  at  the  municipal 
elections,  it  was  a  mockery  and  a  farce  to  send 
down  Parliamentary  candidates  and  tell  them  to 
hold  pare  elections ; " — [3  Hansard,  cxcii.  669.] 

and,  further  on — 

"Whether  there  would  or  would  not  be  bribery 
depended  on  whether  there  was  or  was  not  a 
baiAnce  of  party  which  made  it  worth  while  to 
contest  the  municipal  elections.  So  surely  as 
these  were  contested  corruption  would  come  in ; 
and  with  a  reduction  of  the  franchise  they  would 
only  extend  the  area  of  corruption.*' — [Ibid.  670.] 

Encouraged,  Sir,  by  the  success  which 
has  attended  on  that  prophecy,  I  now 
Tenture  to  make  another,  and  it  is  this — 
that  if  ''Financial  Boards"  are  estab- 
lished in  the  counties,  with  a  rating 
franchise,  and  with  annual  elections  of 
their  members,  your  county  elections  will 
also  become  corrupt.  The  fact  is,  Sir, 
that  the  working  man  is,  as  a  rule, 


supremely  indifferent  whether  the  local 
gprocer  or  the  local  ironmonger  sits  in 
the  local  Parliament;  but  to  the  local 
wire-puller  the  municipal  elections  are 
of  supreme  importance — first,  as  tests  of 
the  strength  of  Parties;  and  next,  on 
account  of  the  patronage  which  the  local 
majority  enjoys.  In  this  way,  certain 
currupt  conventions  are  set  up  in  the 
municipal  elections,  which,  when  the 
Parliamentary  election  comes  round, 
make  themselves  felt  with  fatal  force ; 
and  we  may  spare  all  our  labour  on 
this  Bill  unless  we  are  determined  to 
deal  with  the  same  severity  and,  at 
the  same  time,  with  the  question  of 
the  municipal  elections.  I  now  wish. 
Sir,  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  one  or 
two  clauses  of  the  Bill.  The  penalty 
imposed  by  Clause  4  would  be  excel- 
lent, if  the  present  rate  of  expenditure 
is  to  be  maintained.  It  is  a  matter 
within  my  own  experience  that  a  candi- 
date may  come  down  to  a  constituency ; 
by  a  profuse  expenditure  may  procure 
his  return;  may  be  unseated  on  Peti- 
tion ;  may  then  transfer  to  a  friend  the 
interest  which  his  corrupt  expenditure 
has  created ;  and  may  then,  at  the  end 
of  five  or  six  years,  return  to  the  place 
himself,  and  make  it  a  subject  of  the 
loudest  complaint  that  he  was  ever  un- 
seated on  Petition.  For  such  a  proceed- 
ing the  penalties  of  Clause  4  furnish  an 
effectual  remedy ;  but,  under  the  new 
scale  of  expenditure,  I  must  say  I  do 
not  see  how  they  can  be  necessary  ;  for 
the  Schedule  will  go  so  near  to  starving 
an  election  that  it  will  be  quite  impos- 
sible for  a  candidate  in  the  future  to 
make  himself  "agreeable"  to  a  con- 
stituency by  his  expenditure.  Passing 
to  the  question  of  **  illegal,"  as  distin- 
guished from  **  corrupt "  practices,  I  am 
not  able  to  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton ) ,  for  I  think  it  simply  monstrous 
to  make  laws  only  to  break  them.  Either 
let  us  not  make  the  sin  by  making  the 
law,  or,  if  we  make  the  law,  let  us 
enforce  it;  either  let  us  abolish  the 
offence  of  *'  illegal "  practices  altogether, 
or  let  us  visit  the  breach  of  the  law  with 
the  heaviest  penalties.  I  come  next,  Sir, 
to  the  "Maximum  Schedule,"  and  taking 
Poole  as  a  model  constituency,  with  some 
2,000  electors,  I  find  I  should  be  per- 
mitted to  spend  £100  in  printing  and  in 
placarding  the  walls  of  the  borough. 
Well,  Sir,  I  really  could  not  undertake 
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adequately  to  set  forth  the  shortcomings 
of  the  present  Oovemment  for  the  sum 
of  £100;  and  I  should  greatly  prefer 
some  latitude  in  that  respect,  thinking 
that  I  might  with  advantage  spend  a 
larger  sum.  I  therefore  do  hope,  Sir, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
will  be  willing  to  stretch  what  he  calls 
his   "  Maximum  Schedule."     I  ought, 

?erhaps,  to  mention  here  that,  in  1 880, 
found  it  necessary  to  spend  as  much 
as  £450  on  printing,  my  placards  being 
torn  down  by  an  organized  band  of 
20  men  as  fast  as  they  were  put  up. 
Then,  with  regard  to  agency,  I  see  that 
I  shall  be  allowed  the  sum  of  £270  for 
all  the  other  expenses  of  the  election. 
How  am  I  to  secure  out  of  that  sum  the 
services  of  a  competent  agent?  I  can 
only  say.  Sir,  that  I  owe  my  election 
and  my  present  opportunity  of  inflicting 
this  speech  upon  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  I  was  willing  to  pay  for  the  services 
of  the  best  agent  that  money  could  pro- 
cure. And,  speaking  generally,  it  is  my 
understanding  that  if  I  want  a  good 
thing  I  must  expect  to  pay  for  it ;  and 
if  I  want  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
I  should  expect  to  have  to  pay  for  it.  I 
have  no  wish,  Sir,  to  see  this  House 
composed  of  poor  men,  for  there  is 
nothing  of  which  I  am  more  profoundly 
conviuced  than  of  this — that  the  liberties 
of  this  House  and  of  the  people  have 
been  won  by  men  of  independent  for- 
tune. Every  Member  of  the  House 
ouglit,  I  think,  Sir,  to  satisfy  these 
three  conditions.  First,  it  ought  to  be 
a  matter  of  supreme  iudiifereuce  to  him 
on  which  side  of  your  Chair  he  and  his 
Party  sit ;  next,  he  ought  to  be  able  to 
snap  his  fingers  at  any  Minister  who 
threatens  him  with  a  Dissolution ;  and, 
lastly,  his  circumstances  should  be  such 
as  to  place  his  motives  beyond  the  reach 
of  suspicion.  It  is,  I  believe.  Sir,  be- 
cause its  Members  have,  in  the  main, 
long  satisfied  these  three  conditions  that 
this  House  has  been  able  to  establish  its 
hold  on  the  respect  and  the  affections  of 
the  English  people.  I  have  to  thank  the 
House,  Sir,  for  the  indulgence  with 
which  it  has  listened  to  these  observa- 
tions ;  and  I  have  now  only  to  regret 
the  absence  of  tlie  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tiie  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whose  long  connec- 
tion and  intimate  acquaintance  with  the 
politics  of  the  City  of  Oxford  give  him 

Mr,  Svhr$iher 


a  varied  and  a  valuable  experience  which 
ought  to  have  been  pla<^  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  House ;  and  along  with  that 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
I  have  also  to  regret  the  absence  of 
another  Member  of  the  Government, 
whose  presence  on  this  occasion  was 
almost  equally  desirable — I  mean,  8ir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Dodson). 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  agreed  in  general 
terms  with  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  as  to 
the  necessity  of  the  House  being  com- 
posed   of   independent    Members  who 
would  be  able  to  snap  their  fingers  at 
any  Ministry  which   threatened  them 
with  a  Dissolution.    But  the  mere  ex- 
tent of  a  rent-roll  would  not  bring  about 
that  happy  consummation.     He  did  not 
agree  witn  the  hon.  Member  that  men 
of  wealth  had  been  exclusively  the  lead- 
ing defenders  of  the  liberties  of  this 
country.   An  Irishman  (Edmund  Borke] 
rose  on  many  occasions  in  the  House  on 
behalf  of  liberty ;  and  he  was  not  aware 
that  Mr.  Burke  was  a  man  of  indepen- 
dent fortune,  though,  indeed,  from  his 
wealth  of  brains  ho  could  have  endowed 
the  Members  of  several  average  Minis- 
tries.    William  Pitt  (afterwards  Lord 
Chatham)  was  for  many  a  day  anything 
but  a  man  of  independent  fortune.  This 
whole  question  of  independence  was  a 
question  of  relative  terms  and  relative 
work.    The  man  who  barely  earned  his 
weekly  income  might  be  a  man  of  inde- 
pendence, while  the  man  who  counted 
his  annual  rent-roll  by  tens  of  thousands 
might  be  the  most  abject  slave  that  ever 
crawled  in  the  wake  of  a  Ministerial 
Whip.     This  Bill  might  be  accurately 
described  as  a  Bill  for  the  prevention  of 
lucrative  rewards  for  servioes  rendered 
at   Parliamentary  elections.      He  was 
not  sure  that  the  House  would  succeed 
in  convincing  the  electors  at  large  of 
the  reality  of  the  abhorrence  in  which 
it  held  the  system  of  lucrative  rewards 
for  political  services  until  the  House 
first  commenced  to  abolish  lucrative  re- 
wards for  political  services  in  its  midst 
The  Bill  was  aimed  at  bribery.    Was  it 
anything  short  of  bribery  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  invite  the  votes  of  Lancashire 
cotton  spinners  by  proposing  the  aboli- 
tion of   the  Cotton  Duty  ?      Was  the 
granting  of  titles  as  a  reward  for  poli- 
tical subservience  far  short  of  bribery  f 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  that  Go- 
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Tomments  should  have  clean  hands  be- 
fore they  ascended  the  pedestal  of  virtue 
to  lecture  half-starving  electors  with  a 
view  to  prevent  them  accepting  bribes. 
A  very  large  dose  of  corruption  seemed 
to  be  the  necessary  basis  of  Party  Go- 
vernment. The  hon.  Member  who  last 
addressed  the  House  considered  £100 
a  small  sum  to  expend  in  proclaiming 
throughout  his  constituency  the  short- 
comings of  the  Liberal  Government ; 
bat  the  printing  bill  which  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  to  pay  for  the  little 
borough  of  Dungarvan — and  he  be- 
lieved the  sentiments  he  expressed  were 
sufficiently  vigorous — did  not  reach 
£25;  and  he  thought  that,  with  a 
judicious  selection  of  sentences,  and  a 
careful  attention  to  the  most  telling 
phrases  of  opprobium,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber with  his  £  100  would  get  exceedingly 
ffood  value  for  his  money.  As  for  the 
Bill  itself,  it  was  very  good  as  far  as  it 
affected  the  grosser  forms  of  bribery; 
but  they,  he  feared,  were  going  out  of 
fashion  to  make  way  for  finer  methods 
of  corruption,  which  were  growing  up 
under  the  influence  of  civilization  and 
culture.  Under  a  changed  order  of 
things,  the  Bill  would  open  the  door 
to  abuses  of  the  most  dangerous  kind. 
He  should  be  delighted  to  see  a  diminu- 
tion in  those  scandalous  bills  of  costs 
which  disgraced  many  constituencies ; 
but  even  after  the  legal  expenses  had 
been  reduced  to  the  maximum  scale 
contained  in  the  Bill,  he  was  afraid 
there  wuuld  still  be  the  possibility  of 
an  enormous  amount  of  corruption. 
The  Bill  would  not  prevent  that  most 
dangerous  furm  of  corruption  —  the 
"nursing"  of  constituencies,  which 
might  be  done  in  various  ways.  It  was 
carried  on  by  candidates  who  were 
wealthy,  and  by  others  who  were  sup- 
posed to  be  wealthy.  He  knew  a  can- 
didate who  before  an  election  filled  the 
voters  of  an  Irish  borough  with  vain 
hopes  of  the  speedy  erection  of  a  great 
mill  in  their  midst.  He  knew  another 
candidate  who  actually  paraded  through 
a  town,  some  short  time  before  his  elec- 
tion, a  procession  of  machines,  conveying 
the  idea  that  he  was  about  to  make  that 
town  the  centre  of  a  manufacturing  in- 
dustry. He  knew  another  candidate  who 
ostentatiously  sent  a  stall  of  surveyors 
£rom  London  to  survey  the  coast  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  a  maritime  borough, 
and  thus  created  the  impression  that  he 


was  about  to  embark  in  the  most  lavish 
expenditure  upon  piers  and  harbours. 
These  were  illustrations  of  what  **  nurs- 
ing" constituencies  meant.  A  more 
dangerous  form  of  corruption  than  that 
arose  through  the  action  of  permanent 
organizations — he  cared  not  whether 
Liberal  or  Tory — which  manifested  their 
activity  with  regard  to  every  kind  of 
election,  and  introduced  corruption  into 
every  branch  of  the  Representative  sys- 
tem. There  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to 
deal  with  such  proceedings,  and,  indeed, 
he  doubted  if  systematic  corruption  of 
that  description  could  be  stopped.  He 
believed,  however,  that  the  Bill  would 
stop  the  grosser  form  of  corruption. 
That,  perhaps,  was  all  that  the  House 
had  a  right  to  expect.  But,  so  far  as 
the  attempt  to  try  Election  Petitions  by 
a  single  Judge  was  concerned,  however 
objectionable  in  England  that  might  be, 
it  was  absolutely  intolerable  in  Ireland. 
They  could  not  trust  themselves  to  the 
intense  partizans  who  continually  found 
their  way  to  the  Judicial  Bench  in  Ire- 
laud.  They  might  have  partizans  in 
England,  but  in  Ireland  they  habitually 
got  partizans.  He  knew,  in  his  own 
case,  that  the  question  whether  he 
should  be  unseated  or  not  depended 
upon  who  the  Election  Judge  should 
be.  He  hoped,  if  the  Government  in- 
sisted on  a  single  Judge  for  England, 
they  would  consent  to  allow  at  least  two 
Judges  for  Ireland.  He  should  support 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  although 
he  believed  that  it  would  not  make 
any  groat  impression  upon  the  political 
morals  of  the  country. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  Conservative  candidates,  as 
returned  to  the  House,  was  invariably 
greater  than  the  expenditure  of  Liberal 
Members.  He  did  not,  however,  wish  to 
press  that  point.  There  was  nothing 
more  difficult  to  define  than  bribery. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was 
part  of  the  social  system,  not  merely  in 
the  matter  of  election,  but  in  the  ordi- 
nary afiairs  of  life.  It  existed  there  to 
a  deplorable  extent.  Sir  Edmund  Bec- 
kett, writing  to  Ths  Times  on  this  sub- 
ject, pointed  out  the  great  extent  of  the 
evil.  This  was  at  the  root  of  the  elec- 
toral corruption  which  they  now  con- 
demned. When  a  candidate  came  before 
the  electors,  many  persons  in  humble 
position  were,  unhappily,  trained  in  the 
belief  that  the  vote  they  were  asked  for 
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was  hardly  worth  the  having  unless  they 
could  get  something  for  it.  He  would 
give  one  illustration  of  this.  In  the 
course  of  a  canvas  in  the  county  of 
Kent,  a  candidate  applied  to  a  hutoher 
for  his  vote.  The  butcher  replied — 
'*Yes,  Sir,  I  shall  be  very  happy  to 
vote  for  you  if  now  and  then  you  will 
give  me  a  vote  for  a  leg  of  mutton." 
This  was  the  general  view  taken  in  a 
certain  class — there  should  be  a  quid  pro 
quo.  When  this  Bill  came  into  Com- 
mittee, he  should  endeavour  to  make 
certain  Amendments  upon  it  with  regard 
to  the  furnishing  of  all  details  of  expen- 
diture to  some  public  officer.  He  believed 
that  if  such  a  principle  were  carried  out 
a  great  discouragement  would  be  given 
to  corrupt  practices. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
he  was  prepared  to  give  his  general 
support  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  was  also  opposed  to  the 
Amendment  then  before  the  House.  He 
believed  that  the  evil  with  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  cope  was  not  a  stationary 
evil,  but  one  which  was  growing  in  our 
very  midst,  and  was  one  which  required 
harsh  measures  to  grapple  with  it.  He 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  becongpratulated  on  the  favourable 
acceptance  with  which  the  Bill  had  been 
received  at  the  hands  of  the  House ;  and 
he  was  of  opinion  that  he  had  done 
right  in  assenting  to  the  further  debate 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  His 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke's)  experience 
with  reference  to  such  matters  was,  that 
if  a  Bill  was  hurried  through  the  second 
reading,  it  generally  recoUed  upon  the 
promoter,  who  had  much  greater  diffi- 
culty in  dealing  with  it  at  the  Committee 
stage,  in  consequence  of  his  ignorance 
of  the  general  feeling  of  the  House. 
With  reference  to  the  remarks  of  an 
hon.  Member  opposite,  he  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that  if,  instead  of  discuss- 
ing the  merits  or  the  demerits  of  the 
Bill,  they  proceeded  to  throw  stones 
at  each  other  across  the  floor  of  the 
House,  they  would  be  only  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House,  and  cause  a  sudden 
and  abnormal  rise  in  the  price  of  plate 
glass.  He  wished  to  add  his  experience 
to  the  assistance  of  the  Attorney  General, 
with  the  object  of  making  the  Bill  a 
good  one  ;  and  with  regard  to  any  other 
matters  he  was  utterly  hard-hearted  and 
reckless.  Although  the  Bill  was  a  most 
excellent  endeavour  to  stop  bribery,  he 
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was  somewhat  alarmed  that  it  was  bo 
harsh  in  some  of  its  provisions.    How- 
ever g^od  their  intention  might  be,  the 
Bill  would  frustrate  it  by  the  harshness 
of  the  proposed  remedy.    He  thought 
they  ought  to  be  careful,  in  order  dat 
they  might  not,  by  passing  the  Bill  with 
such  severe  penalities,  cause  a  swinging 
back  of  the  pendulum  and  a  re-action 
against  it  which  might  lead  to  a  very 
serious  modi6cation  in  the  future.  They 
had  been  told  that  it  was  a  very  great 
hardship  that  many  excellent  men  shonld 
be  debarred,  by  the  existing  system,  from 
taking  part  in  the  proceedings  and  de- 
bates of  the  House ;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  if  some  of  the  provisions  were  not 
seriously  altered,  the  Bill  would  hare 
the  effect  also  of   preventing  a  large 
number  of  candidates,  whose  presenoe    ^ 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  the 
House,   from   ever  taking  part  in  an 
election.      He    alluded    to    Clause  4 
more  particularly,  in  which  it  was  laid 
down  that  if  any  unfortunate  candidate, 
through  his  agent,  was  guilty  of  anj 
illegal    practices,   he  could  not  again 
become  a  candidate  for  the  constituency. 
He  thought  that  the  clause  was  a  very 
harsh  one  as  it  stood.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  obvious  that  they  could  not  re- 
strict the  time  occupied  in  an  election, 
which  might  last  a  week  or  10  days,  or, 
it  was  possible,  might  go  on  for  many 
weeks,  or  even  months,  directly  or  in- 
directly.    Under  the  clause,  as  it  then 
stood,  he  could  not  conceive  it  possible 
that  any  two  candidates,  running  a  bard 
race  for  an  election,  could  carry  on  the 
contest  for  many  weeks  without  being 
almost  distracted   by   the  danger  they 
would    run    under    that  harsh  clause. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
only  one  agent  for  each  constituency, 
the  agent,  under  the  Bill,  was  made  a 
very  important  man  indeed,  and  was, 
practically,  the  arbiter  of  the  destinj?' 
the  candidate  during  the  election.    Ho 
thought  that  the  severe  provisions  of  '^^ 
Bill  would  put  a  candidate  for  a  larg® 
and  straggling  county  in  the  utmo^ 
danger  if  he  were  only  allowed  to  ba^J 
one  agent.   In  such  a  constituency,  wi^b 
a  contest  lasting  three  weeks,  it  would 
be  utterly  impossible  for  any  one  agei^^ 
to  prevent,  **  here  and  there/*  some  iUd* 
gal  act,  which  might  upset  an  electioB* 
There   was  not    a  single  county  oon- 
stituenoy  which  he  would  dare  fight  to- 
morrow,   with   anything  like  securitjf 
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inth  only  one  agent,  as  the  return  might 
)e  made  invalid,  with  all  the  pains  and 
lenalties  attaching  to  it.  He  had  a  great 
objection  to  the  clause  dealing  with  the 
lazimum  of  expenditure,  because  there 
ras  too  wide  a  margin.  The  maximum 
raa  not  truly  fixed,  because  if  it  were  a 
drrect  scale  for  the  expenditure  of  an 
lection  which  might  last  a  fortnight,  he 
ronld  say  that  it  was  not  a  true  and 
^rrect  scale  for  an  election  which  lasted 
^o  months.  It  was  certainly  wrong  in 
ne  case  or  the  other.  He  could  see  a 
;ood  and  solid  reason  why  there  should 
)e  a  maximum ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
16  did  not  see  how  any  election  could  be 
inducted  in  a  very  large  county  con- 
itituency  for  a  considerable  time  under 
he  maximum  scale.  He  did  not  think 
t  would  be  fair  to  press  the  Attorney 
General  to  abandon  the  principle  of  a 
certain  maximum ;  but  perhaps  the  hon. 
md  learned  Gentleman  would  consider 
irhether  it  would  be  possible  to  make 
lome  alteration  in  his  maximum  scale, 
nore  especially  as  they  could  not  restrict 
he  time  of  commencement  or  the  dura- 
ion  of  a  contest.  In  Section  4,  Clause 
)2,  of  the  Bill,  it  was  provided  that 
where  a  person  was  prosecuted  before  an 
Blection  Court  for  any  corrupt  or  illegal 
}Tactice,  the  Court  should  immediately 
)roceed  to  adjudicate.  Supposing  that 
lome  corrupt  machinery  outside  the 
loope  of  the  Bill  should  be  introduced 
)y  irresponsible  persons  totally  un- 
mown  to  the  candidate,  he  wanted  to 
mow  why  the  section  should  not  bo 
ipplied  to  a  tribunal  sitting  in  a 
)orough  for  the  summary  decision  of 
my  charges  which  might  arise  ?  His 
niggestion  was  that  they  should  have 
•wo  Justices  sitting  in  a  borough  during 
m  election,  who  could  at  once  decide 
ipon  any  case  which  should  be  brought 
)efore  them.  He  thought  by  those 
neans  that  they  would  deal  a  more 
leadly  blow  to  corrupt  practices  than 
ionld  be  found  in  a  great  many  clauses 
»f  the  Bill  before  the  House.  It  was 
lecessary  to  deal  with  a  difficulty  when 
t  arose,  and  he  would  venture  to  say 
hat  were  such  a  system  as  that  applied 
t  would  be  found  best  calculated  to 
ifford  immediate  relief  to  any  candidate 
>laced  in  a  difficult  position.  He  trusted 
he  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  opposite 
rould  carefully  consider  the  many  sug- 
gestions and  amendments  which  had 
)een  proposed  with  regard  to  the  Bill ; 
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and  he  could  assure  him  that  all  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  would  cor- 
dially co-operate  with  him  in  putting  an 
end  to  a  great  evil  which  they  had  all 
talked  about  for  many  years,  and  all 
had  regretted,  but  he  believed  had  never 
seriously  made  up  their  minds,  one  and 
all,  to  obliterate  from  their  electoral 
system. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  he  found  himself 
in  great  difference  with  his  Friends  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  this  Bill.  He  was  unable 
to  support  the  second  reading  on  any 
ground.  It  was  obvious  to  the  House 
that  it  would  not  be  right  for  him  to 
withhold  the  expression  of  hia  opinion 
on  the  subject.  He  objected  to  the  Bill 
stronply,  because  he  C(.»nsidered  that  all 
the  chief  alterations  which  it  made  were 
alterations  which  were  highly  inexpe- 
dient, if  not  absolutely  unjust.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  Bill  was  remark- 
able for  the  alterations  it  would  make 
upon  three  leading  points,  one  of  them 
involving  several  other  points  of  no 
little  importance.  In  the  first  place, 
the  character  of  treating  for  which  the 
candidate  was  made  responsible,  was 
entirely  altered  by  the  Bill.  In  the  se- 
cond place,  a  totally  new  class  of  offences, 
with  penal  consequences,  was  created  by 
the  Bill.  And,  thirdly,  they  were  asked 
to  give  the  go-by  to  the  benefit  of  legis- 
lation as  to  the  strength  of  the  Election 
tribunal,  which  was  based  upon  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House,  to  which  he  would  refer  pre- 
sently. With  reference  to  the  consti- 
tution of  tribunals  to  try  Election  Peti- 
tions, he  had  the  strongest  possible 
objection  to  the  clause  embodying  that 
alteration.  He  looked  upon  it  as  a 
most  reckless  and  vital  invasion  upon 
the  safety  of  Members'  candidates,  that 
their  liberties,  their  character,  their 
political  history,  their  hopes  for  the  fu- 
ture, and  all  the  objects  which  political 
men  held  most  dear,  should  be  placed  in 
the  power  of  one  Judge,  without  appeal, 
under  circumstances  which  did  not  pre- 
clude the  possibility  even  of  bias.  From 
their  past  experience,  he  was  entitled  to 
say  there  were  some  sad  cases  as  to  which 
they  had  heard  the  remark  that  a  poli- 
tical bias  had  existed.  He  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  there  had  been,  in 
the  decisions  of  one  Judge  especially, 
most  painful  evidence  of  political  bias ; 
and  in  saying,  further,  with  reference 
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to  one  decision,  which  was  perfectly 
notorious  throughout  the  Kingdom 
under  the  name  of  the  ''rabbit  case," 
that  it  had  excited  grave  dissatisfac- 
tion against  the  tribunal  of  a  single 
Judge.  Nothing  would  induce  him  to 
abstain  from  opposing  this  unjust  Bill 
in  every  way  which  the  Bules  of  the 
House  would  enable  him  to  do  so.  The 
House,  in  a  fit  of  self-denying  generosity, 
thought  it  right  to  cease  trying  Election 
Petitions,  and  with  a  kind  of  idolatry  for 
judicial  personages  which  was,  unfor- 
tunately, too  rife  in  England,  and  for 
which  there  was  no  just  foundation, 
said,  **  We  will  place  the  trial  in  the 
hands  of  one  man."  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  in  one  or  two  cases  in  Ireland, 
in  which  Members  not  connected  with 
the  political  Party  to  which  he  belonged 
were  concerned,  there  were  judgments 
by  which  one  or  two  Members  of  the 
Home  Rule  Party  were  turned  out,  which 
he  read  almost  with  disgust.  The  House 
appointed  a  Committee  in  1875,  of  which 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Soli- 
citor General  was  a  Member.  The  Com- 
mittee, by  a  majority  of  11  to  5,  de- 
cided that  no  decision  turning  a  Member 
out  of  his  seat  should  be  allowed  with- 
out the  concurrence  of  two  Judges.  In 
the  majority,  he  remembered,  was  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor 
General,  and  he  was  in  a  position  to  say 
there  was  no  more  determined  supporter 
of  that  Eesolution  than  the  Solicitor 
General,  whose  name  was  on  the  back 
of  this  Bill.  The  Eeport  of  that  Com- 
mittee remained  unnoticed  for  a  con- 
siderable period.  The  late  Government 
brought  in  more  than  one  Bill  in  which 
they  overlooked  that  recommendation  of 
that  Eeport;  but  the  late  Attorney  Ge- 
neral was  60  satisfied  with  its  just  re- 
quirements, that  in  the  last  Bill  which 
they  proposed  before  they  left  Office  they 
decided  to  introduce  trial  by  two  Judges. 
In  an  Election  Petition  the  Judge  tried 
both  the  law  and  the  facts.  Had 
they  any  analogy  in  the  whole  of  their 
judicial  system  to  that?  Yes,  they  had. 
All  the  members  of  the  Judicial  Bench 
in  the  Chancery  Division  were  exactly 
in  the  same  position  ;  and  what  was  the 
case  with  regard  to  appeal  ?  Why,  that 
there  was  an  appeal  in  every  case,  which 
might  ultimately  reach  the  highest 
Court  of  Appeal  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
From  the  decision  of  a  single  Judge  in 
the  Chancery  Division  there  was  an  ap- 


peal  even  on  interlooutoiy  matters.  Bat 
had  the  House  the  least  idea  how  that 
appeal  worked?  Were  the  Judges  al- 
ways right  ?  Those  Judges  were  of  great 
experience.  Many  of  them  had  been 
in  a  leading  position  at  the  Bar, 
and  others  upon  the  Bench,  for  years. 
Did  we  find  that  even  in  the  large  ma- 
jority of  appealed  cases  their  decisions 
were  upheld  ?  By  no  means.  He  had 
been  able  to  obtain  a  Betum  for  the 
year  1878  of  the  appeals  from  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Chancery  Judg^.  There 
were  253  appeals  from  the  Master  of 
the  Bolls  and  the  Vice  Chancellors,  and 
in  no  less  than  106  cases  their  decisions 
were  either  reversed  or  materially  al- 
tered. He  believed  that  the  fact  of  then 
being  two  Judges  trying  Election  Peti- 
tions would  frequently  save  a  large 
amount  of  time.  As  regarded  the  new 
offence  of  illegal  expenditure,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  would  probably  be, 
he  believed,  evaded.  If  he  were  a  single 
candidate  for  a  double-barrelled  consti- 
tuency, he  should  only  be  allowed  to 
spend  some  £500 ;  but  if  he  got  three 
''bogus"  candidates  to  stand  with  him 
during  the  whole  time  of  the  election,  and 
if  they  gave  him  the  advantage  of  their 
agents  and  expenses,  he  should  be  enabled 
to  spend  a  considerable  amount  more 
than  the  Bill  intended  he  should ;  while 
if  a  candidate  contested  a  county  with 
30,000  electors,  he  would  only  be  en- 
titled to  have  one  agent,  and  to  pay  him 
a  wholly  inadequate  sum.  The  result 
must  be  that  the  candidate,  unable  to 
secure  the  services  of  a  respectable  man, 
would  be  obliged  to  employ  some  shady 
customer.  At  the  last  Election  a  certain 
gentleman  stood  for  Middlesex  alone,  and 
his  expenses  amounted  to  £7,000.  That 
candidate  was  the  pure  son  of  a  pure 
father ;  he  represented  a  pure  interest, 
and  it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  he 
did  any  impure  thing.  Well,  the  bene- 
volent author  of  this  Bill  would  only 
allow  him  to  spend  £930.  It  was  ridicu- 
lous to  suggest  that  a  Middlesex  Election 
could  be  conducted,  even  in  the  most 
niggardly  and  miserly  fashion,  upon 
such  an  amount.  How  could  the  expen- 
diture be  controlled  ?  At  the  Election 
for  West  Kent  in  1865,  it  became  known 
at  half-past  3  on  the  day  before  the 
polling  day  that  a  forged  circular  had 
been  sent  to  all  the  out- voters,  stating 
that  each  Party  had  agreed  to  withdraw  a 
candidate ;  and  it  at  once  became  neces* 
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vary  to  spend  £200  in  despatching  mes- 
sengers and  telegrams  throughout  the 
county,  in  order  to  counteract  the  in- 
fluence of  this  wicked  and  impudent 
3iy.  Yet,  under  the  Bill,  payments 
I  in  such  emergencies  would  be 
illegal  payments,  and  would  render  a 
candidate  liable  to  be  for  ever  pre- 
Tented  from  representing  the  consti- 
tuency. If  he  might  invent  a  title  for 
the  Bill,  it  would  be—*'  A  Bill  for  the 
purpose  of  frightening  Persons  from  be- 
coming Candidates  for  a  seat  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  for  imprisoning  and  disquali- 
fying all  those  who  do."  If  it  were  con- 
ceivable that  it  could  be  passed  without 
modification,  a  pretty  equal  division  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  would  find 
themselves  in  gaol.  He  in  treated  the 
House  not  to  assent  to  the  second  read- 
ing, because  it  was  impossible  to  mend 
a  %ill  like  this  when  it  got  into  Com- 
mittee. P'Oh,  oh!  "J  Well,  they  would 
ring  the  Dell  for  a  Division,  and  Gentle- 
men like  the  hon.  Member  for  the  North 
Biding  of  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Milbauk),  who 
BO  ejaculated,  who  was  now  reaping  the 
advantage  of  sitting  so  long  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  would  come  trooping  in 
to  vote  down  every  Amendment  that 
was  proposed.  The  whole  legal  and 
moral  character  of  treating,  he  might 
remark,  was  changed  by  the  omission 
of  the  word  **  corrupt."  In  conclusion, 
he  asked  the  House  not  to  aeree  to  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  which  was  a 
reckless,  an  inexpedient,  and  an  unjust 
attack  on  the  liberties  of  constituencies. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
any  part  in  the  discussion,  but  merely 
to  ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  comply  with  the  request 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  hoped 
to  raise  the  question  in  Committee. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that,  not  being 
amenable  to  the  blandishments  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  or  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  he  had  no  intention  of  yielding, 
even  at  this  late  hour,  to  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  made  pro- 
bably by  arrangement.  He  had  ob- 
served the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Affairs  taking  notes  throughout  the  dis- 
oussion.  He  supposed  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman declined  to  speak  now,  lest  it 
should  be  said  the  Government  contri- 
buted to  prevent  a  division.    No  such 


consideration  weighed  with  him  (Mr. 
Callan)  and  therefore  he  proposed  to 
speak  his  opinion  regarding  the  Bill. 
[**  Divide !  "J  Last  night,  when  he  asked 
the  Attorney- General  to  grant  an  ad- 
journment of  the  House,  he  would 
not  consent  to  do  so.  No  doubt,  he 
wished  that  there  should  not  be  a  dis- 
cussion which  might  disclose  some  un- 
§leasant  facts  about  the  borough  of 
'aunton  and  other  Liberal  constitu- 
encies. The  Attorney  General  did  not 
desire  to  fish  in  troubled  waters,  and  to 
expose  the  corruption  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  He  regretted  it  was  not  pro- 
posed that  the  Bill  should  operate  retro- 
spectively, because  he  thought,  with 
Baron  Dowse,  that  if  they  were  to  view 
with  a  judicial  mind  all  the  proceedings 
that  occurred  in  reference  to  Members 
of  that  House,  they  would  scarcely  have 
a  House  of  Commons  at  all.  Why  had 
the  word  **  corruptly,"  found  in  previous 
Acts,  been  omitted  from  this  Bill  ?  It 
must  have  been  left  out  designedly.  He 
was  not  surprised  that  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  representing  Taunton  should 
designedly  leave  out  the  word  "  cor- 
ruptly." No  explanation  of  this  had 
been  ofifered,  and  in  the  short  time  that 
remained  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
Attorney  General  to  give  an  explana- 
tion. 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its    Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

MOTION. 


LUNACY  LAWS.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON,  in 
rising  to  call  attention  to  the  impro- 
priety and  danger  of  permitting  private 
persons  to  make  pecuniary  profit  by 
keeping  in  their  custody  lunatics  of  the 
wealthier  classes  ;  and  to  the  unfairness 
of  requiring  the  ratepayers  to  maintain 
lunatics  of  the  middle  and  lower  classes ; 
and  to  move,  **  That  all  lunatics  ought 
to  be  committed  to  the  keeping  of  the 
State,"  said,  the  Lunacy  Laws  were  in 
such  an  anomalous  state  that  the  very 

a  A  2 


1447 


Lunacy 


(COMMONS) 


ZtffTt. 


1448 


gravest  abuses  were  possible  under  them 
— abuses  which,  if  these  laws  did  not 
actually  encourage,  they  certainly  per- 
mitted. The  present  system,  if  system 
it  could  be  called,  had  grown  up  during 
40  years  without  revision  or  re-conside- 
ration, as  a  whole,  and  was  wrong  in 
principle,  in  practice,  and  in  detail.  He 
feared  he  would  succeed  in  creating  but 
little  interest  on  the  subject  among  the 
occupants  of  the  Front  Benches  on  either 
side  of  the  House,  for  the  official  mind 
upon  this  question  was  absolutely  dead. 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  the  Home  Secretary,  who 
might  be  called  the  heads  of  the  luna- 
tics— he  meant  in  their  official  capa- 
city— cared  for  none  of  these  things  ;  and 
he  had  almost  the  same  complaint  to 
make  of  the  lethargy  of  their  Prede- 
cessors in  Office.  But  he  would  warn  the 
Government  that  the  country  was  once 
roused  to  the  fearful  abuses  that  pre- 
vailed, and  that  the  country  might  be 
roused  again.  The  law  divided  lunatics 
into  two  classes,  rich  and  poor — a  mere 
arbitrary  division  without  a  true  distinc- 
tion. The  rich  lunatics  were  handed  over 
to  a  body  of  private  speculators,  who 
made  profit  out  of  their  detention.  The 
poorer  class — that  was,  the  class  below 
those  who  could  pay  £70  or  £80  a-year 
to  the  owners  of  licensed  houses — were 
placed  in  the  category  of  paupers.  He 
did  not  wish  to  speak  harshly  of  persons, 
but  only  of  the  principle ;  he  should  men- 
tion no  names;  but  he  could  not  help 
speaking  strongly  of  a  system  that  en- 
couraged speculation  and  large  expendi- 
ture in  licensed  houses,  with  a  view  to 
the  profit  of  their  owners.  The  money 
80  invested  must  pay  interest.  The 
owners  of  those  licensed  houses  were 
anxious  to  receive  lunatics,  and  found  it 
difficult  to  release  them.  It  was  not 
easy  to  make  up  one's  mind  to  get  rid  of 
a  patient  who  was  paying  £1,000  a-year. 
What  a  temptation  was  thus  placed  be- 
fore poor  human  nature  !  It  was  quite 
possible  to  retard  the  cure  of  a  lunatic 
by  the  administration  of  drugs,  and  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  prove  that  any 
wrong  had  been  done.  He  asked  the 
Government  to  take  away  from  the 
owners  of  these  houses  a  great  tempta- 
tion. The  law  must  necessarily  permit, 
with  regard  to  lunacy,  the  forcible  arrest 
of  individuals.  Prompt  measures  were 
necessary  without  a  long  inquiry.  There- 
fore, additional  precaution  was  necessary  I 

J/ir.  Utanh^  Leighlon 


to  guard  against  undue  detention.   A 
Scotch  Commissioner    in    Lunacy  kad 
said  that  the  question  of  the  detention 
of  lunatics  was  generally  determined  by 
the  convenience  and  comfort  of  otben, 
not  of  the  patient.     That  was  a  point 
he  wished  the  House  to  realize.    The 
discharge  of  a  lunatic  was  a  loss  to  the 
proprietors;  and  could  they  expect  a  man 
to  clear  out  his  own  boarding-hoase  ?  In- 
spection was  provided,  it  was  true ;  bnt 
the  staff  of  Inspectors  was  small  and  over- 
worked, and  wholly  inadequate  to  remedy 
the  evils.  Prevention  was  better  than  owe. 
Surely  it  was  better  to  remove  tempta- 
tion.   What  he  would  propose  in  regard 
to  the  rich  was  that  there  should  be  a 
State  proprietary  of  these  licensed  houses. 
That  the  State  should  gradually  take 
over  the  establishments — it  must  be  re- 
membered they  were  more  than  self-snp- 
porting ;  they  yielded  a  large  profit  from 
the  payments  of  the  patients—and  pay 
the  Medical  Superintendent,  who  would 
then  have  no  interest  in  the  detention  of 
lunatics,  a  fixed  and  adequate  salary. 
Let  all  vested  interest  be  recognized, 
and  let  the  change  be  gradual,  the  house 
remaining  in  the  same  privacy,  and  in 
the  care  of  the  same  medical  man,  if  be 
was  efficient.     The  only  difference  would 
be  that  the  temptation  of  self-interest 
would  be  removed  from  the  proprietors, 
whose  vested  interest  would  be  saved, 
and  that  the  profit  would  be  utilized  for 
those  lunatics  who  were  not  able  to  pay 
for  their  maintenance.    He  was  not  pro- 
posing a  mere  ideal  remedy  for  a  tneo- 
retical  grievance — real  grievances  were 
there.     The  Commissioners  themselves 
in  their  Keport  said — 

'*  There  is  an  uneasy  feeling,  somewhat  widely 
spread,  that  further  safeguards  are  needed  for 
the  protection  of  persons  alleged  to  be  insane." 

These  were  words  founded  on  actual  ex- 
perience. He  would  give  out  of  the 
last  Lunacy  Eeport  two  instances,  one 
in  which  the  Commissioners  were  com- 
pelled to  require  the  resignation  of  the 
assistant  medical  man,  so  grievous  was 
the  dissatisfaction  at  his  conduct.  An- 
other case  he  wished  particularly  to  bring 
before  tlie  notice  of  the  House.  The 
Commissioners  reported  in  respect  of  one 
licensed  private  lunatic  asylum — 

"  Very  considerable  discontent  was  discoTored 
amonp^  the  patients,  and  numerous  charges  of 
cruel  practices  were  brought  forward.  The 
cruelty  was  proved;  it  consisted  in  putting 
blisttirs  on  the  nape  of  the  necks  of  nnrolypt* 
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iflntay  which  afforded  opportunities,  apparently 
nely  used,  of  causing  pain  by  roughly  dress- 
n^  tho  patients.  It  appears  also  that  tartar 
metio  was  freely  used  to  bring  the  patients 
dto  a  low  and  weak  state.  None  of  the  appli- 
ations  of  tarter  emetic  or  blisters  were  re- 
orded  in  the  books." 

le  brought  forward  those  two  cases 
rom  last  year's  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
ioners  to  prove  that  all  things  were 
lot  so  well  conducted  in  private  asy- 
anis  as  many  supposed.  He  had  no 
fish  to  make  a  sensational  speech ;  he 
nly  wished  the  Oovernment  to  deal 
rith  this  matter  before  a  passionate  feel- 
ig  arose  in  the  country  on  the  subject, 
f  lie  showed  some  reason  why  the 
Itate  should  take  over  the  superintend- 
nce  of  private  licensed  asylums,  it  would 
oUow  almost  as  a  necessary  consequence 
hat  it  should  deal  in  the  same  way  with 
he  poor  who  were  taken  care  of  in  the 
Hiuper  asylums.  Under  the  present  sys- 
mn,  all  lunatics  who  could  not  afford 
:o  pay  £80  or  £100  a-year  were  placed 
ia  pauper  asylums.  The  arrangements 
iriUi  respect  to  those  asylums  were 
limply  chaotic,  for  there  were  no  less 
than  six  conflicting  authorities ;  they 
irere  the  Home  Secretary,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  G-overnment  Board, 
the  Courts  of  Quarter  Sessions,  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  the  Visiting  Com- 
mittees, and  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed by  Government.  Those  dif- 
rerent  bodies  were  constantly  in  con- 
iict.  Again,  a  different  system  as  to 
the  care  of  lunatics  existed  in  each  of 
the  Three  Kingdoms.  Moreover,  pauper 
lunatic  asylums  were  filled  with  persons 
belonging  to  the  middle  classes,  com- 
prising officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
dergymen,  and  literary  men.  If  it  were 
I  hardship  and  a  cruelty  to  associate 
muperism  and  insanity,  surely  it  was  a 
laraship  and  an  injustice  to  the  rate- 
payers to  make  them  provide  for  the 
insanity  of  the  middle  classes.  The 
lunacy  of  the  country  was  increasing ; 
1,600  persons  were  added  every  year  to 
the  list  of  pauper  lunatics.  Lancashire 
bad  recently  been  compelled  to  spend 
£80,000  on  new  buildings ;  Gloucester- 
shire. £25,000;  Shropshire,  £46,000; 
ffiddlcsex,  £40,000  ;  and  Kingston- 
iipon-Hull,  £50,000.  He  might  be  told 
that  this  proposal  was  nothing  but 
[^ntralization ;  but,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, lunatic  asylums  were,  in  reality, 
Koverned  from  tho  Home  Office,  and 
local  bodies  had  little  or  nothing  to  do 


in  the  matter.  Nor  did  he  tliiuk  it  pos- 
sible that  these  institutions  could  be 
properly  governed  by  the  local  authori- 
ties. If  the  Government  were  to  take 
over  the  pauper  lunatic  asylums,  they 
would  be  able  to  introduce  a  system  of 
classification.  At  present  all  caoes,  whe- 
ther acute  or  chronic,  were  thrust  to- 
gether into  one  large  building  very 
much  to  the  injury  of  the  lunatics 
themselves;  the  result  being  that  the 
recoveries  in  pauper  asylums  were  less 
numerous  than  in  licensed  houses.  If 
the  State  took  over  all  asylums,  they 
would  be  able  to  create  a  regular  grada- 
tion of  payment,  according  to  scale.  They 
would  be  able  to  get  rid  of  the  pre- 
sent abominable  system  of  subvention  to 
the  local  rates,  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  declared  to  be  the  worst  possible 
system  that  could  exist  with  regard  to 
rates.  They  did  not  want  another  sub- 
vention, but  they  demanded  that  De- 
partments which  properly  belonged  to 
the  nation  should  be  taken  off  the  rates 
altogether.  It  might  be  said  that  he 
was  bringing  two  questions  forward  at 
the  same  time ;  that  was  not  the  case, 
for  he  was  calling  attention  to  the  whole 
system  of  the  Lunacy  Laws,  which  arbi- 
trarily and  wrongly  divided  lunatics  into 
the  two  classes  of  rich  and  poor — an  un- 
sound and  indefensible  system.  If  his 
proposal  were  supported,  they  would  suc- 
ceed in  dissociating  pauperism  and  in- 
sanity, which  would  be  a  blessing  to 
the  poorer  classes ;  at  the  same  time, 
they  would  relieve  the  ratepayers  of  a 
most  unjust  burden.  With  regard  to  the 
rich,  their  detention  as  lunatics  would 
be  dissociated  from  any  idea  of  private 
profit  or  speculation ;  thus  a  benefit  would 
be  conferred  upon  rich  and  poor,  and  a 
scandal  removed  from  the  laws  of  this 
country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Eesolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  aURDON,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  that  among  all  the  cases  of 
unjust  burdens  cast  upon  the  owners  of 
real  property,  the  maintenance  of  luna- 
tics was  the  most  unjust  of  all.  What 
possible  reason  was  there  that  the  ex- 
penditure for  the  maintenance  of  luna- 
tics should  fall  exclusively  upon  the 
owners  of  real  property  ?  Could  it  be 
contended  for  a  moment  that  the  owners 
of  real  property  furnished  a  larger  pro- 
portion of  lunatics  than  the  owners  of 
other  property  ?    Lunacy  was  a  national 
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misfortune,  and  ought  to  be  under 
national  management  and  supported  by 
national  expenditure.  To  a  certain  ex- 
tent the  late  Government  recognized  the 
fact  by  a  subvention  in  aid  of  the  main- 
tenance of  lunatics ;  but,  like  other  sub- 
ventions, it  was  not  an  unmixed  good. 
The  first  result  was  that  a  large  number 
of  imbeciles  were  transferred  from  the 
Unions  to  the  lunatic  asylums — certainly 
not  an  economical  proceeding.  What 
they  wanted  was  that  the  management 
and  cost  of  maintenance  of  lunatics 
should  be  taken  over  by  the  State.  He 
thought  there  was  a  far  stronger  case 
for  State  management  of  lunatic  asylums 
than  of  prisons  and  police.  There  was 
no  local  provision  for  dealing  with  luna- 
tics. The  Visiting  Justices  of  counties 
had  really  no  power  in  the  matter ;  the 
power  was  really  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners.  If  the  State 
took  over  the  care  and  maintenance  of 
lunatics,  there  would  be  the  minimum  of 
interference  and  the  maximum  of  relief 
to  the  local  ratepayers.  He  was  quite 
willing  to  admit  that  the  best  private 
asylums  were  well  managed ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, there  were  second  and  third- 
rate,  and  even  in  the  best  regulated 
among  them  there  could  not  be  such  a 
thorough  inspection  and  publicity  as 
were  desirable,  and  there  was.  in  conse- 
quence, an  uneasy  feeling  in  the  public 
mind  on  the  subject.  There  was  this 
important  consideration  to  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  the  proprietor  of  a  private 
asylum  had  every  inducement  to  Keep  a 
rich  patient  as  long  as  he  could ;  whereas 
in  a  public  institution  he  would  be  dis- 
charged as  soon  as  possible. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  all  lunatics  ought  to  be  com- 
mitted to  the  keeping  of  the  State."— 
{Mr,  Stanley  Leighton.) 

Mr.  DILLWTN  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  go  into  the  question  whether  the 
maintenance  of  lunatics  ought  to  fall 
upon  the  State  or  the  local  rates.  His 
own  feeling  was  in  favour  of  the  charges 
being  borne  by  the  rates.  While  not 
agreeing  with  his  hon.  Friend  on  that 
question,  he  did  think  that  there  was 
great  danger  in  permitting  private  asy- 
lums to  keep  lunatics  of  the  wealthier 
classes.  He  did  not  say  no  private  asy- 
lums should  be  allowed ;  but  he  thought 
there  should  not  be  euch  a  monopoly 
as  now  existed  of  the  custody  of  the 
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wealthier  lunatics  in  the  hands  of  pri- 
vate proprietors.  The  law  at  present 
was  most  unsatisfactory.  If  he  wen 
an  unsorupulons  person,  he  did  not  tee 
that  there  was  anything  to  prevent  his 
incarcerating  anyone  in  a  private  asy- 
lum if  it  was  his  interest  to  do  so. 
There  were  good  and  bad  private  asy- 
lums ;  and  if  he  went  to  a  bad  one,  he 
might  offer  to  pay  handsomely,  say, 
£1,000  a-year,  and  he  would  be  told 
that  he  must  get  the  certificate  of  two 
medical  men,  and  the  asylum  proprietor 
would  probably  add — "  I  can  recommend 
you  medical  men  for  the  purpose."  The 
trick  was  then  done,  and  the  unfortunate 
victim  was  taken  to  the  asylum  ft  d 
armu.  That  was  the  law  at  the  present 
moment.  He  had  carried  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  and  he 
was  in  hopes  that  the  Government  would 
deal  with  a  question  which  waa  a  scan- 
dal and  disgprace  to  the  country.  The 
question  had  been  before  Committees  of 
the  House,  and  there  was  no  excuse  for 
the  Government's  not  having  dealt  with 
it  before  now.  They  were  bound  to  do  so. 
Until  Government  took  the  matter  up 
nothing  would  be  done ;  and  he  hoped 
they  would  at  last  take  the  matter  up  in 
earnest,  and  deal  with  it  as  a  Govern- 
ment alone  could  do. 

Mr.  salt  said,  that  his  experience 
was  of  public  more  than  of  private  asy- 
lums. Private  asylums  ought,  no  doubt, 
to  be  under  most  careful  superrision; 
but  they  had  to  consider  not  only  the 
characters  of  asylums,  but  the  wishes  of 
those  who  honestly  desired  to  do  thoir 
best  for  their  afflicted  friends.  There 
were  cases  in  private  families  where  the 
friends  of  thelunatio  would  be  strongly  in- 
disposed to  hand  him  over  to  the  officials 
of  the  State.  Private  asylums  ought  to 
be  subject  to  the  inspection  both  of  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners  and  of  the  magis- 
trates. Besides,  medical  men  owning 
the  best  private  asylums  had,  from  their 
position  and  wealth,  more  opportunity 
to  exercise  a  wise  discretion,  and  to  carry 
out  the  best  methods  of  treatment,  re- 
gardless of  expense,  than  the  officials  of 
a  public  asylum,  who  were  only  paid  a 
moderate  salary.  Although  he  was  pre- 
pared to  go  a  long  way  with  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton),  yet  he 
could  not  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  pri- 
vate asylums  should  never  be  permitted 
under  any  circumstances  whatever.  The 
best  private  establishments  should  be 
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maintained,  while  those  of  an  inferior 
character  should  gradually  be  suppressed. 
He  believed  there  were  some  strong  rea- 
aons  why  public  asylums  should  be  main- 
tained by  the  State.  As  a  financial  mat- 
ter, a  good  deal  was  to  be  said  for  it ; 
and,  moreover,  such  a  course  would  be 
likely  to  get  rid  of  some  of  the  difficul- 
ties which  now  existed  in  regard  to  the 
removal  of  lunatics.  There  was  one 
matter  connected  with  the  question  to 
which  he  wished  to  draw  particular  at- 
tention. Whether  lunatics  were  retained 
in  private  or  public  asylums,  there  should 
be  a  periodical  visitation  of  them  by  the 
magistrates.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
magistrates  were  of  no  service  in  such  a 
ease,  because  they  possessed  no  technical 
knowledge ;  but  he  felt  sure — and  he 
spoke  from  experience — that  the  occa- 
sional inspection  of  asylums  by  magis- 
trates had  a  most  beneficial  effect.  He 
thought  that  their  acknowledgments 
were  due  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Shropshire  for  hav- 
infi^  drawn  attention  to  this  important 
subject. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  that  in  the 
course  of  his  professional  life  he  had 
happened  to  have  some  experience  as 
to  the  custody  of  lunatics,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  nothing  could  be  more 
conducive  to  their  health,  happiness, 
and  cure  than  the  treatment  bestowed 
upon  them  in  a  well-managed  asylum. 
He  admitted  that  there  might  be  private 
asylums  that  required  more  direction 
and  control,  or  it  might  be  that  some  of 
them  deserved  extinction.  He  knew  a 
striking  case  that  came  under  his  own 
experience  of  an  old  lady  who  was,  by 
order  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  detained 
as  a  lunatic  in  a  private  asylum,  and  she 
eradually  recovered,  and  the  Medical 
Superintendent  declared  that  she  was 
not  a  fit  subject  for  the  Institution,  and 
that  she  must  be  removed.  When  this 
was  explained  to  the  old  lady,  she  said 
that  she  was  willing  to  be  guided  by  her 
friends  if  they  desired  her  removal,  and 
to  have  the  Commission  of  Lunacy  super- 
seded ;  but  she  expressed  her  preference 
for  remaining  at  the  asylum  where  she 
had  spent  so  many  happy  years,  and  a  pri- 
vate arrangement  gratifying  her  wishes 
was  made.  He  knew  one  private  asylum 
in  his  own  neighbourhood  which  was 
most  admirably  managed.  There  were 
grounds,  gardens,  and  plantations  sur- 
Toanding  the  premises,  and  there  were  bil- 


liard-rooms and  concerts  and  other  enter- 
tainments provided,  and  everything  was 
done  to  promote  the  health  and  happi- 
ness, and,  if  possible,  cure,  of  the  patients. 
He  questioned  if  this  would  be  the  case 
under  the  State.  The  management  of 
asylums  would  then  be  managed  under 
certain  inflexible  rules,  and  there  would 
be  one  uniform  system  of  treatment  and 
control,  which  would  not  be  beneficial  in 
the  interests  of  the  patients,  and  there 
would  not  be  the  same  varied  experience 
in  the  efforts  to  cure  their  malady.  He 
admitted  that  better  management  might 
be  enforced  by  the  Inspectors  now  ap- 
pointed by  the  State ;  and  with  properly 
qualified  Inspectors  and  control  there 
would  be  nothing  to  complain  of.  He 
believed  that  those  who  managed  pri- 
vate asylums  were,  as  a  rule,  men  who, 
out  of  respect  for  humanity  and  their 
own  positions,  would  not  do  anything 
wrong  against  those  left  in  their  charge. 
With  regard  as  to  who  was  to  pay  for 
the  support  of  pauper  lunatics,  that, 
in  his  opinion,  was  entirely  another 
question  ;  but  the  question  now  before 
the  House  was  one  of  control  aud 
management.  He  doubted  very  much, 
however,  whether  the  change  now  pro- 
posed would  promote  the  interests  of 
the  country.  In  any  case,  if  the  present 
proposal  was  adopted  an  immense  re- 
sponsibility would  necessarily  be  in- 
curred by  the  Government,  or  the  De- 
partment of  it  upon  which  the  main- 
tenance and  control  of  all  the  present 
asylums  throughout  the  country  was  to 
be  thrown. 

Da.  FARQUHARSON  only  wished 
to  say  one  word  upon  the  subject  before 
the  House,  as  he  had  no  wish  to  keep 
the  House  from  the  important  discussion 
that  was  to  follow,  and  that  was  that  in 
the  main  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
that  it  might  be  desirable  to  change  the 
law  upon  this  question  in  some  respects. 
He  emphatically  dissented  from  any 
argument  brought  against  medical  men 
using  their  position  to  keep  patients  in 
lunatic  asylums.  They  had  heard  some- 
thing of  the  retarding  of  cure  by  drugs ; 
but  the  Royal  Commission  from  which 
evidence  had  been  given  did  not  bear 
out  that  assertion.  The  temptation,  al- 
though great,  had  been  thoroughly  re- 
sisted. The  temptation  in  the  case  of 
medical  men  in  private  practice  to  get 
more  out  of  their  patients  was  also  great; 
but  that  had  likewise  been  resisted.    He 
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would  not  say  more,  as  he  had  no  desire 
to  keep  the  House  from  the  very  im- 
portant discussion  which  was  to  follow. 

Mr.  round  said,  he  wished  to  say 
a  word  in  favour  of  the  Motion  now  be- 
fore the  House,  and  to  thank  the  hon. 
Member    for    North    Shropshire    (Mr. 
Stanley    Lei^hton)    for    calling    atten- 
tion to  the  important  question  of  the 
cost  and    treatment   of    lunatics.     He 
looked  at  the  question  from  the  rate- 
payers*  point  of  view,   and  he  never 
could  see  why  the  whole  cost  of  pro- 
viding for   insane    persons  should  be 
thrown  upon  one  description  of  property 
— namely,  houses  and  land,  while  six- 
sevenths  of  the  income  of  the  country 
were   exempt    from    any    contribution. 
He  thought  lunacy  was  always    con- 
sidered a  national  calamity,  and  he  re- 
membered the  Prime  Minister  saying, 
when  he  introduced  the  Irish  Church 
Disestablishment  Bill  in  1869,  and  was 
alluding  to  the  surplus  funds,  that  ''  the 
maintenance  of  lunatics  was  a  duty  of 
the  community."      These  poor  people 
were  not  drawn  from   one    particular 
class,   and  he  thought  it    unfair  that 
the  whole  burden  of  their  maintenance 
should  be  thrown  upon  ratepayers.     At 
the  present  time  the  agricultural  interest 
was  suffering  from   an   unprecedented 
depression,    and  he  believed  the  rate- 
pa\'ers  in  the  county  he  represented  felt 
strongly  on  this  subject.     He  thought 
that  the  increase  of  insane  persons,  and 
the  necessary  increase  in  buildings  for 
their  reception,  was  attracting  attention, 
as  in  many  counties  a   second  asylum 
was  now  found  to  be  required.     In  1879 
the  cost  of  building  asylums  amounted 
to  £290,000,  in  1880  to  £358, uOO,  and 
in  1881   to  £370,000.     The  whole  cost 
in   connection  with   lunacy  was   about 
£1,250,000.      He   wished   to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  the  difficulty  of 
ascertaining  the  total  cost  from  the  pre- 
sent Eeturns  and  Reports.     He  had  first 
to  examine  the  accounts  of  the  County 
Treasurer,  then  the  Local  Taxation  ac- 
counts, and  also  the  Lunacy  Commission 
Report.  He  suggested  that  the  informa- 
tiou  of  the  total  cost  of  lunacy  should  be 
given  in  one  Return.     His  own   county 
was  peculiarly  iinfortunate  in  respect  of 
lunacy  charges,  for  it  was  saddled  with 
the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  almost 
all   pauper  lunatics  who  were  brought 
from  India  and  landed  on  the  Essex  aide 
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of  the  Thames ;  and  he  hoped  the  Indian 
Government  and  the  Local  GK>vemn)ent 
Board  would  give  some  further  relief 
in  this  respect.  He  feared  that  there 
was  a  retrograde  feeling  in  the  present 
Parliament  on  the  subject  of  local  taxa- 
tion. He  remembered  that  the  last 
Liberal  Parliament,  elected  in  1868, 
supported  by  a  majority  of  100  a  Beso- 
lution  that  many  of  these  local  charges 
should  be  borne  by  the  whole  oommunity. 
He  had  looked  at  the  Division  list  on 
that  occasion,  and  saw  the  name  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gk>veniment 
Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  amongst  the  ma- 
jority. He  trusted,  therefore,  that  he 
would  not  refuse  his  support  to  the 
present  Motion,  and  he  earnestly  pressed 
the  consideration  of  the  whole  matter 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  fully  recog- 
nized the  inconvenience  and  expense  to 
which  the  county  represented  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Essex  (Mr.    Round) 
had  been  put  through  the  landing  in  the 
county  of  lunatics  from  India,  and  he 
could  assure  him  that  the  Local  Gbvem- 
ment  Board  would  do  all  in  their  power 
to  relieve  the  county  of  this  additional 
burden  as  far  as  they  could.     The  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Shrop- 
shire (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  was  chiefly 
directed  to  two  points — to  the  question  of 
private  asylums,  and  to  the  taking  o?er 
by  the  country  of  the   lunatics  in  the 
country  generally.     With  respect  to  the 
first  question,  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  would  secure  a  majority  in  that 
House.     He  had  listened  very  carefully 
to  his  remarks,  and  had  only  been  able 
to  gather  two  cases  of  hardship — one  of 
cruelty,  and  one  of  unjust  detention,  in 
the  private  lunatic  asylums  in  the  coun- 
try.    Many  of  them,  perhaps,  were  not 
satisfactory;   but,  as    everyone    knew, 
there  were  private  asylums  and  private 
asylums.     A  very    strong    case  woald 
have  to  be  made  out  before  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  abolished  the  system  in  this  coun- 
try and  took  over  to  themselves  the  care 
of  the  whole  body  of  lunatics.     There 
were  no  less  than  6,300  private  asylumi 
in  the  country.  [Mr.  Stanley  Lbiohton  : 
6,300 !   There  cannot  be  so  many.]    He 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  was  reading  from  theCom- 
missioners'   Eeport,  which   gave   2,880 
registered  private  lunatic  asylums,  and 
3,420  licensed  houses  for  the  reception 
of  lunatics,  making  6,800  in  all;  and 
he  did  not  think  the  Government,  after 
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their  experience  of  the  expense  of  takiug^ 
over  the  prisons,  would  be  ready  to 
adopt  the  same  course  with  the  luuatic 
asylums.  Nor  did  he  think  that  any 
case  had  been  made  out  against  the 
public  lunatic  asylums.  He  had  him- 
self been  for  many  years  a  Visitor  of  a 
large  one  in  Lancashire,  and  he  thought 
he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  that  they 
were  the  better  of  the  two.  They  re- 
quired, however,  great  care  in  inspec- 
tion, and  greater  care,  perhaps,  should 
be  exerdsed  in  sending  patients  to  them. 
While  fully  admitting  that,  he  thought 
it  must  be  well  known  to  the  House  that 
it  was  almost  useless  for  the  Government 
to  bring  forward  a  Bill  to  remedy  these 
defects  with  any  fair  chance  of  placing 
it  upon  the  Statute  Book.  He  must  ad- 
mit that  there  had  been  a  very  consi- 
derable increase  in  the  number  of  luna- 
tics. In  private  asylums  the  number 
had  risen  from  6,454,  in  1871,  to  7,741, 
in  1881  ;  in  public  asylums  from  56,735 
to  73,113 — a  very  large  increase  indeed. 
Much  of  this  increase,  however,  was  due 
to  the  subvention  given  a  few  years  ago 
to  lunatic  asylums,  and  the  Commis- 
sioners had  pointed  out  that  the  Act  of 
1874  had  tended  to  remove  lunatics  to 
public  asylums.  Many  had  been  sent 
thither  whom  the  managers  felt  disin- 
clined to  receive,  on  the  ground  that 
those  institutions  were  to  be  regarded 
as  curative  institutions,  and  that  con- 
firmed lunatics  ought  not  to  be  sent 
there.  In  this  view>  two  establishments 
would  be  required — one  for  the  hopeless 
eases,  and  one  for  patients  who  might 
recover;  and  such  a  system  was  not 
without  its  advantages.  With  respect, 
however,  to  the  principal  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member,  the  proposal  that  the 
State  should  take  over  the  public  asylums 
and  thereby  transfer  the  expense  from 
the  ratepayers  to  the  country,  he  did  not 
think  the  House  would  sanction  any 
such  proposal.  It  was  evident,  from  the 
statement  made  last  night,  that  the 
funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government 
were  not  large,  and  additional  taxation 
would  have  to  be  proposed  if  any  such 
scheme  were  contemplated.  He  did  not 
think  the  pauper  lunatic  class  ought  to 
be  treated  differently  to  the  pauper  class 
in  general.  No  doubt,  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  in  favour  of  a  subvention  to 
the  outdoor  poor ;  personally,  speaking 
for  himself  and  not  for  the  Government, 
he  should  be  very  sorry  to  see  the  State 


paying  anything  directly  in  aid  of  the 
poor.  That  would  be  a  very  dangerous 
and  difficult  step  to  take.  If  the  Go- 
vernment undertook  the  treatment  of  all 
the  lunatics,  there  was  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  act  similarly  towards 
the  blind  or  the  deaf-and-dumb  class. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  magistrates 
had  very  little  control  in  the  matter. 
He  did  not  agree  with  that  statement ; 
they  certainly  would  have  much  less  if 
asylums  came  under  Government  man- 
agement. On  these  grounds,  therefore, 
he  could  not,  on  the  part  of  the  Gbvern- 
ment,  support  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  and  he  should  be  obliged,  if  a 
division  were  taken,  to  vote  against  it. 

Me.  BERESFORD  HOPE  said,  that, 
having  had  opportunities  of  closely 
watching  the  working  of  a  private  asy- 
lum, he  should  be  able  to  bring  down 
the  subject  from  the  world  of  romance 
to  the  level  of  indisputable  fact.  Hor- 
rifying pictures  had  been  drawn  by  the 
hon  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn) 
of  the  treatment  of  lunatics.  The  House 
had  heard  from  him  of  gentlemen  who 
were  desirous  of  spending  £1,000  a-year 
for  their  own  sinister  purposes.  They 
had  heard  how  much  a-year  would  go 
to  the  ruffianly  madhouse  keeper,  how 
much  to  the  doctor  or  surgeon,  and  how 
much  to  the  Visiting  Magistrates  ;  and, 
no  doubt,  the  House  was  carried  away 
by  such  a  picture,  which  was  worthy  of 
a  novel  by  Zola.  But,  for  the  consola- 
tion of  those  who  had  relations  with 
£1,000  a-year — which  they  were  willing 
to  spend  to  persecute  them — he  would 
explain  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Swan- 
sea and  to  the  House  the  process  by 
which  a  gentleman  could  be  confined  in 
such  an  asylum.  In  the  first  place,  he 
must  be  handed  over  to  the  madhouse 
keeper  by  some  other  person  ;  and  it  was 
not  everyone  who  had  £1,000  a-year  and 
was  willing  to  expend  it  in  making  some- 
one else  miserable.  Then  came  the  doctor 
who  kept  the  madhouse,  and  then  the 
two  doctors  who  signed  the  certificate 
knowing  that  signing  a  false  certificate 
would  entail  the  utter  ruin  of  their 
character.  Then,  again,  any  lunatics  in 
an  asylum  were  at  liberty  to  write  to  the 
Commissioners,  and  this  they  could  do 
over  the  heads  of  the  keepers.  How 
many  cases  of  systematic  cruelty  and 
neglect  had  been  heard  of?  Was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  prepared  to 
say  that  there  had  been  more  oases  of 
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assault  in  private  than  in  public  asy- 
lums? He  had  figures  to  prove  the 
contrary.  Then,  another  argument  on 
which  the  hon.  Member  dwelt  was  that 
the  doctors  of  these  private  asylums  were 
tempted  by  motives  of  gain  to  keep  their 
patients  longer  than  patients  in  public 
asylums ;  but  the  actual  facts  were  that, 
whereas  in  public  asylums  the  average 
period  of  detention  was  rather  more  than 
three  years  and  seven  months,  in  private 
asylums  it  was  less  than  two  years  and 
five  months ;  so  that  the  balance  was  in 
favour  of  the  private  asylum.  In  fact, 
he  believed  the  tendency  was  to  let 
the  patients  out  too  soon.  How  could 
these  injurious  charges  be  brought 
against  a  body  of  highly-educated  gen- 
tlemen, who  spent  their  lives  in  the 
pursuit  of  science  and  in  works  of 
charity,  of  their  being  actuated  by  low 
and  base  motives?  The  private  asylums 
ought  not  to  be  abolished;  but  the  treat- 
ment of  lunatics  should  be  left  to  private 
enterprize  and  science,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  treatment  of  other  maladies,  and 
the  competition  of  private  enterprize 
ought  not  to  be  discouraged.  The  old 
superstition  that  there  was  some  wide 
difference  between  diseases  of  the  mind 
and  diseases  of  the  body  was  vanishing 
away  before  scientific  research.  The 
great  improvement  of  medical  science  in 
our  days  was  vitally  encouraged  by  per- 
sonal competition.  If  they  abolished 
this  in  the  case  of  ''mad  doctors," 
they  made  them  an  inferior  class,  and 
they  struck  a  disastrous  blow  at  the 
growth  of  medical  science  in  regard  to 
the  treatment  of  the  insane.  The  great 
name  of  Lord  Shaftesbury  had  been  in- 
voked during  this  discussion;  he  had 
fought  the  battle  of  the  lunatics,  and 
years  ago  his  voice  was  raised  against 
private  asylums.  Five  years  ago  a 
Committee  sat  upon  the  subject.  As  no 
one  had  yet  quoted  a  sentence  from  the 
Report  of  the  proceedings  before  that 
Committee,  he  would  now  quote  one. 
As  the  name  of  Lord  Shaftesbury  had 
been  used  in  connection  with  that  sub- 
ject, he  would  quote  what  was  said  by 
that  noble  Lord  in  his  evidence  before 
the  Committee.  Lord  Shaftesbury's  evi- 
dence was  to  the  effect  that  the  state  of 
things  in  private  asylums  had  greatly 
improved  since  1859;  that  he  could  not 
now  say  of  them  what  he  had  said  before 
that  date,  and  that  there  had  been  con- 
tinuous advance  and  improvement  since 
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that  date.    He  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
wished  also  to  point  out  that  the  pri- 
vate asylums  were  more  successful  thin 
the   public  ones.    The    percentage  of 
cures  in  the  former  was   50  per  cent 
of  the  whole  number,  whereas  in  the 
public  institutions  it  was  only  44  per 
cent.     He  quite  agreed  that  it  might  be 
desirable  to  extend  the  powers  of  the 
magistrates,    to  extend  the  system  of 
medical  examinations,  and  to  make  it 
more  careful  and  scientific.     But  if  we 
were  to  go  into  the  question  of  snbTen- 
tion  by  the  State  where  were  we  to  stop, 
and  where  was  the  money  to  he  found? 
Was  it  to  be  found  in  an  additional 
guinea  on  carriages,   or  by  a  tax  on 
adulterated  tea  ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  said,  he  wished  to 
correct  the  statement  he  had  made  as  to 
the  number  of  private  asylums.  The 
number  ought  to  be  153. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
he  had  had  great  experience  of  the  sub- 
ject, as  for   many  years  he  had  been 
Chairman  of  a  Visiting  Committee  of 
Magistrates.     He  regretted  the  absence 
from  his  place  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary, 
as  it  was  a  question  especially  belong* 
ing  to  his  Department,  and  he  himsof 
had  had  much  to  do  with  the  question  at 
the  Home  Office.     There  was  a  diTided 
jurisdiction  on  the  question  of  Lunacy, 
which    belonged    partly  to    the  Lord 
Chancellor,  partly  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and' partly  also  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment ^oard.     He  had  been  pa^ 
ticularly  engaged  on  the  question  some 
three  years  ago  ;  and  it  struck  him  there 
were  three  points  especially  requiring 
attention — first,  to  see  that  there  were 
sufficient    safeguards    to    protect   sane 
people  from  being  taken   into  private 
asylums ;  secondly,  to  see  that  they  were 
properly  treated ;  and,  thirdly,  that  there 
should  be  proper  means  to  obtain  their 
discharge  when  cured.     When  on  the 
Visiting  Committee  he  had  found  that 
many  persons  were  detained  who  ought 
to  be  let  out,  and  he  was  instrumental 
in  letting  them  out.     He  had  obtained 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee, 
and  that  Committee  in  its  Report  dwelt 
on  the  very  points  which  he  bad  men- 
tioned.    The  public  were  not  convinced, 
as  they  ought  to   be  convinced,  that 
proper  precautions  were  taken  before  a 
person  was  confined  in  an  asylum.    He 
could  not  conceive  an3rthing  more  terrible 
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than  that  a  person  who  was  not  insane 
should  be  placed  in  an  asylum  out  of 
which  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  get ; 
and  they  could  not  be  too  careful  in  pro- 
tecting persons  against  interested  rela- 
tives.  The  Committee  suggested  that 
the  certificate  ought  to  be  g^ranted  by  two 
medical  men;  that  the  first  order  to 
commit  should  be  confined  to  a  limited 
period,  and  that  a  fresh  examination  of 
the  patient  should  take  place  every  year. 
That  was  a  valuable  recommendation, 
as  the  most  important  results  of  a  good 
treatment  were  seen  at  an  early  stage  of 
the  disease.  Then  the  Committee  ad- 
vised that  precautions  should  be  taken 
to  prevent  sane  persons  from  being 
locked  up,  and  that  means  should  be  se- 
cured for  letting  the  patients  out  as  soon 
as  ever  they  were  cured.  He  hoped  the 
Qovemment  would  take  the  matter  into 
tiieir  serious  consideration  and  carry 
these  recommendations  into  efiPect.  He 
had  no  doubt  the  Visiting  Justices  did 
excellent  service  in  the  matter  and  pro- 
cured the  release  of  many  persons  wrong- 
fully detained,  as  he  had  himself  done 
when  the  Chairman  of  a  Visiting  Com- 
mittee. He  desired  to  have  a  more 
certain  assurance  than  at  present  that 
nobody  would  be  confined  in  the  present 
asylums  who  ought  not  to  be  confined 
there.  As  to  the  treatment  which  they 
received  when  they  were  confined  there, 
little  complaint  was  to  be  made.  The 
Lunacy  Commissioners  came  down  and 
sometimes  took  things  for  granted.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  once  upon  a  time 
he  paid  a  visit  suspecting  something  to 
be  wrong.  He  came  down  at  8  o'clock 
on  a  Sunday  morning,  when  there  were 
no  Inspectors,  and  when  he  could  see 
things  for  himself.  He  took  a  friend 
with  him,  and  they  did  find  a  consider- 
able amount  of  wrong  going  on.  He 
believed  that  something  like  this  would 
tend  more  than  anything  else  to  keep 
things  right.  He  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  meet  these  observations  in 
the  spirit  in  which  they  were  made. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  (wiio  rose 
amid  cries  of  '^  Agreed  ! '')  said,  he  was 
surprised  at  the  impatience  that  was 
shown  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  thought  it  should  bo  recollected  that 
when  it  was  said  that  persons  were  im- 
properly detained,  there  were  other  cases, 
perhaps  more  frequent,  when  persons 
actually  lunatics  were  allowed  out  of  the 
asylum.    He  would  allude  to  the  case  of 


Maclean.  That  man  had  been  let  out, 
and  the  result  of  that  might  have  been 
much  more  serious  than  it  was.  The 
question  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  had 
raised  was  a  very  large  one;  but  he 
thought  he  had  acted  very  unwisely  in 
the  interest  he  had  at  stake  in  mixing 
up  two  distinct  propositions.  They  had 
some  very  strong  language  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shropshire  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwjrn), 
but  they  had  no  facts.  A  larger  propor- 
tion of  persons  who  went  to  tbe  private 
asylums  were  restored  to  health  than 
was  the  case  in  public  asylums.  He  did 
not  say  that  this  proved  that  the  public 
asylums  were  worse  managed  than  the 
private  asylums.  Wealthy  relatives  of 
patients  in  private  asylums  might  more 
frequently  remove  them,  and  this  might 
account  for  the  fact  to  which  he  bad 
called  attention.  He  contended  that  to 
hand  over  all  lunatics  to  the  control  of 
the  State  would  be  a  retrograde  step, 
and  that,  at  any  rate,  it  would  be  a 
change  for  which  public  opinion  was  not 
yet  prepared.  Already  the  State  was 
superseding  individual  action  far  more 
than  was  wholesome.  Every  year  at- 
tempts were  made  in  that  House  to 
make  the  State  everything  and  the  in- 
dividual nothing.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Shrop- 
shire would  have  been  better  advised  if 
he  had  restricted  his  Resolution  to  the 

?uestion  of  the  cost  of  pauper  lunatics, 
n  his  mention  of  that  topic  the  hon. 
Member  had  expressed  his  decided  dis- 
like to  the  principle  of  subventions ;  but 
did  he  mean  that  the  whole  cost  of  the 
maintenance  of  this  class  of  lunatics 
should  be  borne  by  the  locality  itself  ? 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  of  the  in- 
crease of  lunacy  in  the  country,  and,  no 
doubt,  the  subvention  given  by  the  last 
Parliament  had  increased  the  demand 
for  more  accommodation  in  the  county 
asylums.  In  the  West  Biding  of  York- 
shire, where  the  population  was  1 ,  800, 000, 
a  second  asylum  had  lately  been  estab- 
lished, and  within  the  last  few  months 
a  site  had  been  provided  for  a  third ; 
but  the  fact  was,  not  that  lunatics  had 
increased  of  late  years,  but  that  they 
were  better  cared  for  now  than  formerly. 
He  would  rather  have  seen  the  lunatic 
asylums  than  the  gaols  transferred  to 
the  Treasury.  He  would  not  recommend 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shropshire  to  press 
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his  Kesolution  as  it  stood;  but  would 
Bu^gcst  that  he  might  consont  to  an 
amendment  of  it,  and  he  invited  some  hon. 
Member  to  move  an  Amendment,  so  that 
they  might  then  debate  a  definite  issue. 
YiscouNT  EMLYN  said,  that  the  re- 
quest made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leigh- 
ton)  appeared  to  be  a  very  large  one. 
As  to  those  who  were  maintained  in 
private  asylums,  he  quite  agreed  with 
the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  the  hon.  Member  failed  to 
make  out  a  case  for  the  change  he  pro- 
posed. The  cases  he  brought  forward 
went  to  prove,  not  that  the  cost  of 
maintenance  ought  to  be  transferred  to 
Imperial  funds,  but  that  the  supervision 
was  not  sufficient.  He  granted  that  it 
might  be  better ;  but  all  that  we  had  a 
right  to  ask  was  that  private  and  public 
asylums  should  be  carefully,  regularly, 
and  efficiently  supervised.  He  could  not 
support  the  suggestion  that  private 
asylums  should  receive  more  assistance 
from  the  State.  It  was  very  difficult  to 
discriminate  between  persons  of  the 
middle  class  and  those  of  the  lower 
class,  and  to  draw  a  line  separating 
one  from  the  other.  His  hon.  Friend 
proposed  that  all  lunatics  should  be 
committed  to  the  keeping  of  the  State. 
With  that  he  could  not  agree,  for  the 
proposal,  if  adopted,  would  have  a  ten- 
dency to  lower  the  middle  classes.  Their 
object  should  be  to  make  the  middle 
class  independent,  and  not  to  reduce  it 
to  the  level  of  the  pauper  class.  At  the 
same  time,  necessary  supervision  should 
be  exercised,  in  order  to  make  sure  that 
middle-class  lunatics  were  not  ill-treated 
or  improperly  confined.  It  was  a  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  lunatics  of  that 
class  were  maintained  at  the  cost  of  the 
ratepayers.  Where  accommodation  had 
been  provided  in  pauper  lunatic  asylums 
for  future  tenants,  the  Visiting  Justices 
had  been  ready  to  extend  to  those  middle- 
class  lunatics  who  approach  nearly  to  the 
pauper  class  the  assistance  of  which  they 
stood  in  need,  and  had  allowed  them  to 
enter  asylums  on  payment  at  a  remu- 
nerative rate.  It  could  not,  under  such 
circumstances,  be  said  that  persons  be- 
longing to  the  middle  class  were  thrown 
upon  the  rates.  One  complaint  which 
was  made  was  that  subventions  granted 
by  the  State  to  local  authorities  encou- 
raged extravagance.  It  was  not  true, 
however,  that  the  subvention  of  in,  per 
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lunatic  had  led  to  extravagance.  A 
contrary  tendency  had,  in  fact,  been 
apparent.  An  hon.  Member  had  referred 
to  the  question  of  the  removal  of  lunatics. 
On  that  subject  he  would  say  no  mote 
than  that  he  hoped  that  when  the  qoeff- 
tion  of  the  removal  of  paupers  should 
be  taken  in  hand  the  question  of  the 
removal  of  lunatics  would  be  dealt  with 
also.  He  was  of  opinion  that  a  better 
classification  of  lunatics  was  needed,  in 
order  that  the  criminal  lunatics  now  kept 
in  the  county  asylums  might  be  sepa- 
rated from  ordinary  pauper  lunatics. 
The  inconvenience  of  the  present  system 
would  not  bo  remedied  by  sweeping 
away  all  local  control  and  handing  orer 
the  asylums  to  the  Imperial  Govemment. 
Bearing  in  mind  the  troubles  and  sorrows 
caused  to  paupers  by  lunacy,  he  ques- 
tioned whether  they  would  benefit  by 
being  deprived  of  the  local  interest  at- 
taching to  their  cases.  He  thought  that 
some  supervision  by  the  magistrates 
should  be  maintained  over  these  insti- 
tutions ;  but  ho  considered  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  sweeping  changes  re- 
commended by  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  that  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary was  absent  owing  to  an  unavoid- 
able engagement,  and  not  to  any  want 
of  interest  in  that  debate.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  South- West  Lancashire 
(Sir  H.  Assheton  Cross)  had  called  at- 
tention to  three  important  points— 
namely,  the  conditions  under  which  lu- 
natics were  admitted,  their  treatment, 
and  the  manner  of  their  release.  But 
the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
on  the  matter  was  not  unfavourable  to 
the  existing  system.  So  -  far  as  he  was 
acquainted  with  the  evidence,  there  was 
scarcely  one  proved  case  of  undue  deten- 
tion for  the  sake  of  profit  to  the  proprie- 
tor of  an  asylum,  and  not  a  single  case 
of  detention  through  the  action  of  inte- 
rested relatives  or  friends.  If  that  be 
so,  the  existing  system  could  not  be  said 
to  be  a  bad  one  in  that  particular.  So 
few  Members  had  spoken  in  favour  of 
the  terms  of  the  Kesolution  that  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  had  better 
soon  go  to  a  division  or  withdraw  his 
Motion.  Under  the  present  system  many 
lunatics  were  paid  lor  by  their  friends, 
whereas  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
throw  the  expense  of  their  maintenance 
on  the  State.  [Mr.  Stanley  Leiqhton  : 
That   is  not  my  proposal.l     The  hon. 
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Member's  proposal  was  that  all  lunatics 
should  be  committed  to  the  keepinp:  of 
the  State.  It  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Dodson),  however,  that  the  duty  of  the 
State  with  regard  to  these  persons  began 
and  ended  with  the  work  of  inspecting 
{he  places  in  which  lunatics  were  con- 
fined to  see  if  cases  of  oppression  oc- 
oarred.  He  could  not  see  why  the  State 
should  maintain  all  lunatics — [An  hon. 
Member:  That  is  not  suggested.] — well, 
he  oould  not  see  why  all  lunatics  should 
be  "  committed  to  the  keeping  of  the 
State,"  which  were  the  hon.  Member's 
own  words.  He  failed  to  see  why  it 
should  be  the  duty  of  the  State  to  under- 
take the  charge  of  these  persons  any 
more  than  of  persons  suffering  from  in- 
fectious diseases.  In  his  opinion,  the 
State  already  undertook  too  many  duties, 
several  of  which  would  be  better  loft  to 
the  management  of  local  authorities. 
With  regard  to  the  other  part  of  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrop- 
shire (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton) — namely, 
"  the  unfairness  of  requiring  the  rate- 
payers to  maintain  lunatics  of  the  middle 
and  lower  classes,"  he  understood  it  to 
mean  that  the  State  should  completely, 
or  to  a  greater  extent  than  now,  come 
to  the  assistance  and  support  of  the  rate- 
payers. He  would  not  enter  into  the 
question  whether  the  subvention  given 
Dy  the  State  of  late  years  had  or  had 
not  been  beneficial  in  its  operation,  or 
answered  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
intended ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shropshire  had,  no  doubt,  heard  the 
Budget  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  was  perfectly  well  aware  that 
ue  Government  were  not  at  present  in  a 
position  to  supply  the  means  he  referred 
to.  Under  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
the  debate  should  now  be  allowed  to 
come  to  a  conclusion,  either  by  a  division 
or  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion. 

Me.  SCLATEE  -  booth  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
hardly  done  justice  to  the  complaints 
which  had  been  made  with  very  great 
force  from  time  to  time  in  this  House, 
and,  notably,  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
fSir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  on  the  Front 
(^position  Bench  within  a  few  mi- 
nutes, in  regard  to  the  condition  of 
private  lunatic  asylums,  and  the  un- 
certainty, to  say  the  least  of  it,  which 
existed  in  the  public  mind  in  regard  to 
proper  care  being  exei^cised  in  the  dis- 
charge from  the  asylums    of   persons 


cured.  The  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  had,  no  doubt,  met  with 
very  great  support  in  the  action  he  had 
taken  for  years  past  on  this  branch  of 
the  sulnect.  After  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  it  could  not  be  said 
that  they  were  not  familiar  with  the 
subject,  and  his  own  opinion  was  that  all 
apprehension  ought  to  be  removed  from 
the  public  mind  in  regard  to  these  pri- 
vate asylums ;  and  though  he  was  not 
in  favour  of  the  State  taking  these 
lunatics  into  its  charge— and  into  its 
pay,  as  it  were — he  certainly  thought 
the  ideal  system  they  ought  to  aim  at 
was  a  system  by  which  lunatics  belong- 
ing to  the  wealthy  and  middle-class 
families  might  have  that  ample  security 
which  the  poor  enjoyed  in  pauper  lunatic 
asylums — namely,  the  security  that  it 
was  not  to  the  interest  of  any  human 
being  in  the  asylum  to  retain  them  in 
it  one  minute  after  they  were  cured.  In 
a  public  asylum  the  interest  of  all  the 
officials  was  to  discharge  the  patients 
as  soon  as  possible  ;  but  in  the  private 
asylums  this  state  of  things  was  re- 
versed, and  his  view  was  that  no  luna- 
tics should  be  intrusted  to  those  who 
were  pecuniarily  interested  in  their 
maintenance.  It  did  not  follow  that 
the  lunatics  themselves  or  their  rela- 
tions or  property  should  not  be  charged 
with  the  cost  of  their  maintenance,  or 
that  they  should  not  be  kept  in  a 
manner  adequate  to  their  position  and 
means.  They  need  not  be  maintained 
at  the  cost  of  the  public — that  was  the 
short  way  of  putting  it ;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not,  he  thought,  open  to 
the  charge  of  desiring  to  relieve  the 
better  class  lunatics  from  the  obligation 
of  maintaining  themselves,  or  relieve 
their  relatives  of  the  obligation  of  main- 
taining them.  With  regard  to  pauper 
asylums,  for  many  years  he  had  taken 
an  interest  in  this  subject,  not  only  on 
account  of  his  long  connection  with  the 
Local  Government  Board,  but  because 
he  had  been  for  many  years  Chairman 
of  a  pauper  lunatic  asylum  in  his  own 
county — one  of  the  best  managed  asylums 
in  the  Kingdom.  He  was  strongly  con- 
vinced of  the  great  advantages  which 
had  attended  the  establishment  of  these 
pauper  lunatic  asylums,  and  he  thought 
it  a  very  serious  and  onerous  obligation 
on  the  local  authorities  that  they  should 
have  been  obliged,  without  any  assist- 
ance from  the  btate,  to  maintain  these 


1467 


Lma9ji 


lOOHliONSl 


Imw%. 


1468 


institutions.  He  looked  with  the  greateet 
satisfaction  to  the  part  he  had  taken  in 
this  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  enamoured  of  subventions ;  but 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  in  this 
particular  case  they  had  worked  a  vast 
amount  of  good.  The  amount  was  so 
small  that  it  did  not  interfere  with  the 
Guardians  in  the  exercise  of  the  discre- 
tionary power  of  maintaining  pauper 
lunatics  in  their  homes  or  in  workhouses, 
if  they  were  fit  to  remain  there.  The 
cost  of  maintaining  pauper  lunatics  at 
home  or  in  the  workhouse  would  still  be 
less  than  half  the  amount  it  cost  to 
maintain  them  in  the  asylum.  He  did 
not  think  anything  could  be  more  con- 
ducive to  the  interests  of  the  poor  as 
a  body  than  that  the  State  should  re- 
lieve the  ratepayers  of  some  portion  of 
the  cost  of  keeping  pauper  lunatics. 
The  institutions  in  which  they  were 
maintained  were  controlled  by  Govern- 
ment officials — the  control  being  in  no 
respect  in  the  hands  of  the  Guardians. 
It  seemed  to  him  it  would  be  easy  to 
have  an  extension  of  that  principle,  and 
that  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  pro- 
viding for  the  maintenance  of  the  whole 
of  the  lunatics  of  the  country  in  that 
way.  By  this  means  the  incomes  of  the 
managers,  superintendents,  and  medical 
and  other  officers  would  be  secured,  and 
it  would  not  be  to  the  interest  of  anyone 
to  keep  a  patient  in  an  asylum  after  he 
was  cured.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  any  loneer,  except  to  express  the 
opinion  that,  although  the  terms  of  his 
hon.  Friend's  Motion  were  open  to 
some  question,  their  general  object  was 
worthy  of  the  support  of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  begged  to  thank 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shropshire  (Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton)  for  having  opened 
this  interesting  discussion  on  a  question 
which  all  who  had  ever  had  anything 
to  do  with  lunatic  asylums  must  feel 
to  be  of  considerable  importance.  He 
wished  to  say  a  word  with  regard  to 
middle-class  lunatics,  to  which  allusion 
was  made  in  the  Kesolution  of  the  hon. 
Member^  No  class  was  placed  in  such  a 
position  of  difficulty  as  the  middle  class, 
when  members  of  their  families  were 
unfortunately  afflicted  with  lunacy.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  expense  of 
private  asylums  was  so  great  as  to 
render  it  impossible  for  all  but  the  rich 
and  well-to-do  to  have  recourse  to  them  ; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  felt  that 
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middle-daas  lunatics  were  not  proper 
persons  to  be  received  into  asylums 
maintained  at  the  expense  of  the  rates. 
They  were  considerea  an  unfair  burden 
on  the  rates;  but  the  difficulty  was  there 
were  no  other  asylums  open  to  them, 
those  of  a  private  character  being  too 
expensive  for  them  to  resort  to.  Some 
very  pertinent  questions  had  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  Government  on  this  ques- 
tion ;  and,  without  wishing  for  a  mo- 
ment to  degrade  or  pauperize  a  dass 
which  was  specially  independent,  he 
would  say  this — that  the  State  should 
take  some  step  to  alleviate  their  un* 
fortunate  position.  It  had  been  brought 
to  their  notice  to-night  that  under  the 
State-subvention  system  lunatic  asylums 
had  become  very  full,  and  that  in  many 
cases  it  had  been  found  necessary  ta 
make  a  considerable  extension  of  build- 
ings. He  would  venture  to  offer  thie 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Local  (}o- 
vemment  Board — that  the  time  had  now 
arrived  when  steps  should  be  taken  to 
remove  from  our  pauper  lunatic  asylums 
the  class  of  idiots.  The  question  had 
been  raised  before  in  the  House,  aud  he 
very  much  regretted  that,  hitherto,  no 
vigorous  attempt  had  been  made  to 
effect  this  object.  Everyone  who  had 
visited  pauper  lunatic  asylums  must  know 
this — that  in  every  one  of  these  asylums 
there  was  a  considerable  class  of  idiots. 
They  were  as  well  looked  after  as  the 
circumstances  of  the  asylums  would  per- 
mit ;  but  they  were  a  hindrance  to  the 
discipline  of  the  institutions,  and  there 
was  no  provision  for  improving  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things.  Everyone  who  was 
acquainted  with  the  subject  must  know 
that  idots  would  and  could  be  far  better 
maintained  in  separate  asylums.  If  this 
was  true — as  undoubtedly  it  was — of  the 
adult  idiots,  it  was  ten-fold  more  true 
with  regard  to  those  imhappy  idiots  of 
a  more  youthful  age.  The  experience 
of  Earlswood  and  other  idiot  asylums 
showed  what  could  be  done  when  young 
children,  in  that  unhappy  state  of  idiotcy, 
were  taken  by  the  hand  and  carefully 
trained  and  brought  up.  Instead  of 
living  lives  of  misery  and  helplessness, 
their  latent  faculties  might  be  trained, 
and  they  could  be  made  useful  members 
of  society — their  faculties  might  be  de- 
veloped, and  an  extraordinary  change 
might  take  place  in  their  mental  condi- 
tion. Tliis  could  only  be  done  in  insti- 
tutions set  aside  for  the  training   of 
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these  ehildren,  and  at  present  there  was 
no  such  pToyision  made  for  their  treat- 
ment. [An  hon.  Mbmbeb  :  There  is  in 
the  Metropolis.]  He  (Mr.  R.  H.  Paget) 
thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  reminding 
him  that  proyision  of  this  kind  had 
been  made  in  the  Metropolis ;  but  it  was 
not  the  case  in  the  rest  of  England.  He 
oonsidered  it  one  of  the  greatest  blots  in 
onr  arrangements  for  the  care  of  lunatics 
that  we  had  no  such  provision  through- 
out the  country ;  and  now,  whilst  they 
were  debating  the  whole  question  of  the 
oare  of  lunatics,  was  a  fit  opportunity 
for  calling  attention  to  the  matter.  He 
hoped,  before  the  discussion  terminated, 
to  near  from  some  of  those  who  were 
officially  connected  with  the  subject  that 
they  were  prepared  to  take  some  steps  to 
deu  with  this  point,  as  he  ventured  to 
say  that  no  more  humane  object  could 
commend  itself  to  the  mind  of  the  most 
philanthropic  person  than  taking  in 
hand  and  training  those  unhappy  per- 
sons who  had  been  idiots  from  their 
birth.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
maintenance  of  these  persons  in  the 
present  pauper  asylums  was  one  of  the 
reasons  why  those  institutions  were  so 
full.  If  they  could  be  sent  to  proper 
asylums,  where  they  ought  to  be  main- 
tained and  trained,  there  would  be  more 
room  in  the  pauper  lunatic  asylums. 
People  talked  about  overcrowding,  and 
the  necessity  of  building ;  but  what  was 
it  that  had  led  so  much  to  the  overcrowd- 
ing of  lunatic  asylums?  Was  it  not 
this  ?  Did  not  everyone  who  had  been 
connected  with  the  management  of  these 
asylums  know  this,  that  it  was  a  con- 
stant practice  to  send  aged,  senile 
paupers  into  the  lunatic  asylums — 
paupers  sufiPering  simply  from  a  decay 
of  the  mental  faculties,  who  were  not  iit 
persons  for  the  hospital  treatment  of 
lanatic  asylums  ?  Their  condition  was 
that  of  advanced  years  and  of  mental 
and  physical  decay.  Cases  of  this  kind 
were  known  to  everyone — they  were 
occurring  every  day.  Large  numbers  of 
these  poor  creatures  were  sent  into  the 
asylums,  to  remain  there  months,  or 
weeks,  or  days,  until  they  were  released 
by  death  from  their  sufferings.  Why 
were  these  people  received  into  the 
asylums?  Why,  because  Boards  of 
Guardians  now  received  inducement  to 
take  them  which  was  not  offered  them 
before.  Perhaps  it  was  not  so  much  an 
inducement,  and  it  might  be  more  cor- 


rect to  say  that  that  which  was  a  posi- 
tive hindrance  before  had  now  oeen 
removed.  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  do  well  to 
take  this  matter  into  his  careful  con- 
sideration. If  the  right,  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  see  any  way  to  exercising  his 
authority,  and  producing  new  legislation 
under  which  places  could  be  established 
for  the  care  and  maintenance  of  these 
people  suffering  simply  from  failure  of 
mental  faculties  consequent,  in  most 
cases,  upon  advanced  age,  he  would 
relieve  the  pauper  lunatic  asylums  of  a 
vast  number  of  those  who  now  crowded 
them  out,  and  would  obviate  one  of  the 
great  evils  that  were  now  complained 
of — namely,  the  necessity  for  largelv  in- 
creasing buildings  and  the  staff  of  the 
asylums.  There  was  one  other  remark 
he  wished  to  make,  which  tended  in  the 
same  direction,  and  it  was  this.  He 
was  not  in  the  House  at  the  time,  but 
he  understood  from  those  who  were  that, 
in  an  official  speech  this  evening,  an 
opinion  was  expressed  hostile  to  the 
idea  of  any  State  subvention  in  aid  of 
the  indoor  poor.  [Mr.  Hibbebt  :  I 
simply  expressed  my  own  private  opi- 
nion.] He  was  sorry  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber entertained  such  an  opinion,  and 
trusted  he  might  be  able  to  convert 
him.  He  (Mr.  B.  H.  Paget)  believed 
that  if  State  subventions  were  ffiven 
in  aid  of  outdoor  poor,  it  would  be 
by  no  means  difficult  to  persuade  the 
various  Boards  of  Guardians  not  to  con- 
sider the  various  Union- workhouses  as 
belonging  to  a  given  local  authority,  but 
as  belonging,  as  a  whole,  to  the  Poor 
Law  authorities.  He  believed  there 
were  a  great  many  vacant  places  and 
beds  in  some  Union- workhouses,  whilst 
others  were  overcrowded.  If  they  were 
no  longer  isolated,  but  were  classified 
and  brought  together,  he  believed  it 
would  be  found  that  in  many  districts 
one  or  more  of  them  could  be  dispensed 
with.  If  buildings  of  this  kind  could  be 
dispensed  with  for  Poor  Law  purposes, 
what  more  fit  and  proper  use  could  be 
made  of  them  than  to  fit  one  up  as  an 
asylum  for  the  training  of  idiots,  another 
for  the  care  of  harmless  lunatics,  and  so 
on?  These  afflicted  persons,  in  such 
institutions,  could,  no  doubt,  be  main- 
tained at  a  more  moderate  rate  than 
they  were  at  present  in  the  pauper 
asylums.  It  would  be  a  great  advantage 
to  free  the  lunatic  asylums  of  harmless 
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imbeciles.  There  would  then  be  ample 
rpom  in  them  for  the  treatment  of  that 
class  for  whom  they  were  intended,  and 
they  could  then  be  used  in  their  proper 
capacity — namely,  as  g^eat  hospitals.  A 
lunatic  asylum  should  be  a  hospital  for 
the  care  of  persons  afflicted  with  disease ; 
and  when  the  disease  reached  a  stage 
from  which  there  was  no  hope  of  re- 
covery, and  when  all  that  was  desired 
for  a  patient  was  that  he  should  be  care- 
fully tended  and  well  fed,  the  patients 
should  be  sent  off  to  these  buildings  he 
had  described.  When  the  authorities 
had  done  this,  they  would  have  done  all 
that  humanity  could  demand.  But  the 
thing  must  be  done  in  this  way.  It  was 
in  vain  to  say  **0h !  send  these  people 
off  to  the  various  Union-workhouses." 
They  knew  that  to  be  wrong — they  knew 
the  poor  imbeciles  and  idiots  deteriorated 
there.  [A  /at/^A.]  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  might  laugh 
at  this,  but  it  had  been  actually  proved 
to  be  the  case.  It  had  been  proved 
within  his  own  experience.  Some  years 
ago,  in  Somersetshire,  their  lunatic  asy- 
lums being  full,  and  it  being  necessary 
for  them  to  send  a  number  of  people  to 
another  institution  for  a  time,  they,  with 
the  greatest  anxiety  and  care,  selected  a 
definite  number  of  the  most  harmless 
lunatics,  whom  it  was  thought  could  be 
transferred  to  workhouses  without  in- 
jury to  their  physical  or  mental  condi- 
tion. Before  sending  them  out  the  pre- 
caution was  taken  to  put  them  in  the 
scales  and  weigh  them.  At  the  expira- 
tion of  about  two  months  the  majority  of 
them  were  brought  back.  But  what 
was  their  condition?  Why,  they  had 
all  deteriorated,  mentally  and  physi- 
cally, and  in  every  case  they  had  lost 
largely  in  bodily  weight.  Nothing  could 
be  plainer  than  that  the  Union-work- 
houses was  no  place  for  them.  The  ne- 
cessary appliances  were  not  there.  The 
necessary  diet  and  care  was  wanting  ; 
and  in  the  case  he  had  mentioned  the 
unhappy  lunatics  were  all  injured  by 
their  residence  in  the  workhouse.  Now, 
the  whole  result  of  the  subvention  which 
had  been  so  much  decried  had  been  to 
do  that  which  the  Lunacy  Commissioners 
for  years  past  had  told  them  they  ought 
to  do.  Take  these  isolated  instances  of  I 
imbecility  from  the  workhouses  where 
they  were  badly  treated — or,  he  would 
not  say  where  they  were  badly  treated,  i 
but  where  the  tircumstanoes  were  un-  i 
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favourable  to  their  treatment — and  place 
them  in  the  great  hospitals  for  lunacy, 
which  were,  and  ought  to  be,  the  proper 
asylums  for  such  people.     He  must  apo- 
logize to  the  House  for  having  spoken 
somewhat  warmly  on   this  matter,  but 
what  he  had  stated  he  knew  from  hie  per- 
sonal experience.     He  knew  the  injury 
that  was  done  to  these  idiots  and  imb^ 
ciles  when  they  were  sent  to  the  work- 
houses.   He  felt  it  was  a  step  which 
ought  not  to  be  taken ;  and,  so  far  as 
the  4».  a-week  subvention  had  had  the 
effect  of   freeing  the  workhouses  and 
sending  these  people  into  the  asylums, 
it  had  been  one  of  unmixed  good.    As 
regarded  this  particular  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  he  could  not  help  regretting 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  got  two  or 
throe  subjects  rather  mixed  up  in  it.  He 
(Mr.  B.  H.  Paget)  could  not  agree  to  it 
as  it  stood.     He  could  not  assent  to  the 
proposition  at  the  end,  *'  that  all  luna- 
tics ought  to  be  committed  to  the  keep- 
ing of  the  State."     He  believed  there 
was  much  the  State  ought  to  do  in  re- 
gard to  middle-class  lunatics,  in  regard 
to  idiots,  and  in  regard  to  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  more  harmless  cases  of  luna- 
tics in  asylums,  which  might  be  linked 
on  to,  or  connected  in  some  way  with, 
the  great  pauper  asylums.    This  debate 
would  have  been  of  great  value  if  it 
had  had  the  effect  of  drawing  the  atten- 
tion of  those  who  were  responsible  in 
this  matter  to  the  fact  that  the  Lunacy 
Laws  were  not  so  entirely  satisfactory 
that  there  was  not  room  for  improye- 
ment,  in  more  ways  than  one,  and  of 
teaching  them  that  they  were  not  to  sit 
still  and  hug  themselves  in  a  sense  of 
complacency,  believing  that  all  wasgood, 
aud  that  there  was  no  room  for  reform. 
There  was  plenty  of  room  for  reform, 
and  he  trusted  that  those  in  authority, 
and  those  who  had  the  power  to  bring 
in  useful  legislation  on  the  matter,  would 
not  be  slow  to  deal  with  that  which  he 
ventured  to  assert  was  of   great  and 
urgent  necessity,  affecting,  as  it  did,  the 
welfare  of  a  class  whose  case  commanded 
the  sympathies  of  all  those  who  were 
actuated   by  the  ordinary   feeling^  of 
humanity. 

Sir  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  said,  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  Committee  which 
sat  on  this  subject  in  1877  and  1878, 
and  had  attended  almost  all  the  meet- 
ings. He  had  heard  a  vast  amount  of 
evidence,  and  had  given  it  a  great  deal 
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of  consideration,  therefore  he  trusted  he 
might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  subject.  If  there  was  one  thing 
which  was  conclusively  proved  during 
the  inquiry,  it  was  that  the  accusations 
brought  against  the  private  lunatic 
asylums  were  entirely  withoiit  founda- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Swansea,  at 
whose  instance,  in  a  great  measure,  the 
Committee  was  appointed,  after  having 
investigated  the  fact^,  and  taken  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  to  bring  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  most  promising  cases,  as  he 
thought  them — as  showing  the  manner 
in  which  business  was  carried  on  in  those 
places — came  himself  to  the  conclusion 
that  no  case  had  been  made  out  against 
the  private  lunatic  asylums.     He  would 

2)peal  to  the  Solictor  General,  who  was 
so  a  Member  of  that  Committee,  to  bear 
him  out  when  he  said  that  no  case  was 
made  out  against  the  keepers  of  the  pri- 
vate lunatic  asylums.  Every  Member 
who  had  seen  the  interior  of  those 
asylums  must  be  well  aware  that  the 
greatest  possible  skill  and  the  largest 
poesible  outlay  was  brought  to  bear 
within  them  on  the  treatment  of  the  in- 
•ane.  Let  anyone  who  doubted  that 
statement  pay  a  visit,  for  example,  to 
the  very  admirable  asylum  of  Dr.  New- 
ington — it  would  not  be  a  long  distance 
to  go.  He  would  ask  anyone  who  had 
been  over  that  establishment  whether, 
if  he  was  unfortunate  enough  to  have  a 
relative  afBicted  with  lunacy,  that  would 
not  be  a  place  he  would  like  to  send 
him  to  ?  If  there  was  any  body  of  men 
to  whom  the  thanks  of  these  pour  suffer- 
ing people  were  due,  it  was  theConiinis- 
sinners  of  Lunacy,  of  whom  Lord  Shaftes- 
bury was  the  head.  If  he  might  ven- 
ture the  remark,  instead  of  there  being 
a  number  of  sane  people  shut  up  in 
lunatic  asylums,  there  were  many  out  of 
their  minds  at  large  who  ought  to  be  in 
oonfinement.  He  was  sure  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  received  much  correspondence 
would  fully  bear  him  out,  when  he  said 
that  a  very  considerable  number  of  letters 
they  received  emanated  from  persons 
who  ought  to  be  under  some  restraint 
or  other.  There  was  one  very  important 
consideration  in  connection  with  the 
maintenance  of  private  lunatic  asylums. 
If  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  were 
to  be  carried,  the  result  would  be  that 
those  persons  who  ought  to  be  brought 
under  the  influence  of  immediate  treat- 
ment would  be  kept  as  long  as  possible 
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from  the  influence  of  that  treatment,  in 
the  hope  that  the  stigma  supposed  to  be 
involved  would  he  avoided,  and  that  the 
family  to  which  thelunatiobelonged  would 
be  free  from  it.  One  of  the  advantages  of 
private  asylums  was  that  they  provided 
admirable  treatment  for  the  insane  with- 
out real  publicity.  With  regard  to  public 
asylums,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Somerset  (Mr.  R.  H.  Paget),  was 
right  when  he  advocated  the  separation 
of  the  imbecile  and  idiots  from  lunatics. 
Tlie  county  of  Surrey,  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  belong  to  and  to  assist  in  re- 
presenting, had  large  asylums,  and  they 
were  constantly  being  called  upon  to 
build  others  for  imbecile  paupers  and 
idiots,  who,  so  far  as  treatment  or  secu- 
rity were  concerned,  might  as  well  be 
out  of  them.  There  was  no  question  of 
security ;  they  were  only  put  there  to 
be  taken  care  of ;  and  if  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  could 
see  his  way  to  separate  imbeciles  from 
lunatics  he  would  do  much  to  help 
the  cure  of  the  insane.  One  of  the 
great  difliculties  about  private  asylums 
was  the  liberation  of  patients  at  the 
right  moment.  Mental  disease  was  not 
like  bodily  disease.  Bodily  disease  was 
over  when  it  had  been  gone  through ; 
but  mental  disease  very  often  passed 
away  for  a  time,  and  then  returned. 
Many  cases  were  brought  before  the 
(yomuiittee  which  showed  the  necessity 
of  extreme  care  and  caution  in  liberating 
lunatics.  With  regard  to  the  point  of 
having  patients  in  public  asylums,  it 
was  well  known,  aUo,  that  pauper 
lunatics  were  occasionally  found  in  pri- 
vate asylums.  In  Surrey,  when  their 
asylums  had  been  gradually  getting  full, 
it  had  been  necessary  for  the  authorities 
to  pay  a  large  sum  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  some  patients  in  private  asylums. 
He  was  one  of  those  persons  who  thought 
that  the  Department  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Dodson)  represented  was 
already  very  greatly  overburdened ;  and 
he  was  sure  nothing  could  be  worse  and 
less  desirable,  in  the  interest  of  the  luna- 
tics themselves,  or  the  community  in 
general,  than  that  the  lunatics  should 
be  handed  over  to  the  Local  Government 
Board.  If  his  hon.  Friend  went  to  a 
division  he  should  most  certainly  vote 
against  the  Motion. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  he  was  glad 
that  neither  the  condition  of  the  atmos- 
phere outside  the  House  nor  the  depress- 
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ing  nature  of  the  discassion  itself,  nor 
the  visible  impatience  of  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  opposite,   had  prevented  them 
having  a  most  valuable  and  interesting 
debate  on  this  Motion.     He  was  pre- 
pared to  go  into  the  question  more  par- 
ticularly as  to  the  very  g^eat  variation 
in  the  cost  of  maintenance  of  lunatics  in 
different  parts  of  the  country;  and  he 
was  prepared  to  adduce  figures  with  re- 
ference to  that  point,  in  order  to  show 
how  necessary  it  was  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  took  an  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject should  take  the  matter  into  their 
consideration.     If  the  debate  had  done 
anything  it  had  shown  the  great  neces- 
sity which  existed  for  a  classification  of 
the  inmates  in  our  lunatic  asylums.     If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
take  into  his  consideration  the  desira- 
bility of  the  separation  of  the  imbeciles 
and  idiots  from  the  more  pronounced 
lunatics,  the  time  which  had  been  spent 
on  this  debate  would  not  have  been 
thrown   away.      As  to  private  lunatic 
asylums,  he  admitted  the  force  of  the  re- 
marks that  had  been  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
and  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Surrey  (Sir  Trevor  Lawrence).  There 
was  no  doubt  that  many  of  the  proprie- 
tors of  private  asylums  did  conduct  them 
in  a  most  excellent  way,  and  did  provide 
shelter  for  those  among  the  upper  classes 
of  society  who  were  unhappily  afflicted 
with     lunacy.      At     the     same     time, 
there  were  objections  which  might  be 
raised   to    the  continuance   of    private 
asylums,  and  he  thouglit   one  of  them 
was  the  question  of  finance.     If  the  in- 
mates of  private   asylums  were   trans- 
ferred to  public  lunatic  asylums,  not,  of 
course,  as  paupers,  not  as  patients  to  be 
paid  for  by  the  country  or  the  ratepayers, 
but   as  patients   under  the  care  of  the 
State,  there  would  not  only  be  a  cessa- 
tion of  many  anomalies,  but  he  believed 
a  large  fund   might   be   raised,   which 
would  go  to  the  relief  of  the  rates.     He 
was  not  prepared  to  support  the  Kesolu- 
tionat  the  present  moment;  but  he  would 
not  say  the  Resolution  was  not  entitled 
to  reasonable  support.     It  was  a  Reso- 
lution which  sooner  or  later  would  have 
to  be  considered   bv  the   House.     The 
hon.    Gentleman   the   Secretary  to   the 
Local  Goveniment  Board  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
agreed  with  him  as  to  the  necessity  for 
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classification.  Ha  did  not  think  he  need 
pursue  the  question. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Coi/)NEL  MAKIN8  said,  he  was  sony 
to  find  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  had  so  Httle 
sympathy  with  the  mental  sufferings  of 
lus  fellow-creatures.      He  should,  how- 
ever, endeavour  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  far  as  he  could,  bj 
abbreviating  his  remarks.      He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  the  statistics 
which  he  had  prepared  with  reference 
to  the  variations  in  the  cost  of  lunatics 
in  different  parts  of  the  country,  except 
to  point  out  that,  whereas  the  cost  of 
lunatics  in  boroughs  was  1 1#.  A^d.,  and 
in  counties,  9«.  6\d. ;  in  private  asylams, 
which  were    generally    under   philan- 
thropic management,  it  was  very  much 
greater.      Therefore,   he  thought  that 
even  in  that  respect  there  would  be  a 
considerable    advantage    to    the  com- 
munity if  the  management  of  lunatic 
asylums  throughout  the    country  was 
brought  within  the  purview  of  some 
central  authority.     He  was  one  of  those 
who  objected  very  much  to  the  principle 
of  centralization ;  but  he  thought  this 
was  one  of  the  cases  in  which  an  excep- 
tion might  be  made.     He  had  to  ex- 
press the  earnest  hope  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  take  into  consideration  this 
important  subject,  and  would  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  bringing  the  matter 
before  the  House  in  a  legislative  form  and 
upon  the  authority  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  introduction  of  a  little  el6ttir9 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton). 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Aves  34;  Noes 
81  :  Majority  47.— (Div.  List,  No.  72.) 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 

PLACES  OF  WORSHIP  SITES  BILL. 
{Mr,    Summeri,    Mr.    Richard^    Mr.    WilU» 
M* Arthur,  Mr.  Alderman  Cotton.) 

[bill   97.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
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daose  1  (Convejance  of  lands  by 
corporations  and  other  public  bodies) , 
agreed  to. 


Clause  2  (Grant  of  superfluous  lands). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." — (J/r.  ISummers,) 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  there  was  no  provision  in 
this  Bill  to  enable  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  put  a  veto  upon  sales  by  Corpo- 
rations. According  to  existing  Acts  of 
Parliament,  Corporations  could  not  sell 
land  without  the  authority  of  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury ;  but  this  Bill  provided 
for  no  veto  by  the  Treasury. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Clause  3  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

New  Clause — 

"  A  corporation  or  municipal  body  shall  not 
make  any  luch  grant  without  the  consent  in 
writing  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  where  such  consent  is  now  re- 
quired by  any  existing  Act  of  Parliament," — 
(Mr.  Whitley,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Whitley)  as  to  the  present  law 
with  regard  to  Corporations ;  but  as  this 
new  clause  was  not  on  the  Paper,  he 
would  suggest  the  hon.  Member  should 
put  it  down  for  Report,  in  order  that 
time  might  be  given  for  its  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  he  hoped 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Staleybridge  (Mr.  Sum- 
mers) would  consent  to  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,'' — {Mr.  It.  iV. 
Fowler,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thumday. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wedneeday,  26/A  April,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLueSeeond  Reading^ 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment 
r2j,  debate  ai^'ourned ;  Bankruptcy  [87]; 
Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acta 
Amendment  *  [107] ;  Interments  (Felo  de  se)  * 
[98];  MiUtia  Storehouses*  [116]. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAT. 

LAND  LAW  (IREfiAND)  ACT  (1881) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  2.] 

{Mr.   Redmond,  Mr.  JRamell,  Mr.  Mealy,  Mr. 

Sexton,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy.) 

SECOND  BEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  the  duty  which 
devolved  upon  him  of  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  was  im- 
portant and  difficult.  Its  difficulty  and 
importance  must  constitute  his  claim  to 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  he 
endeavoured  to  explain  the  proposals 
they  now  made.  He  believed  the  neces- 
sity for  legislation  to  amend  the  Land 
Act  of  last  Session  wa9  now  well-nigh 
universally  recognized  both  inside  and 
outside  the  House.  That  Act  had  two 
great  objects,  neither  of  which  had  been 
attained.  The  first  was  to  bring  re- 
dress within  easy  reach  of  every  tenant 
in  Ireland  who  was  suffering  from  in- 
justice; and  the  second  —  which,  of 
course,  depended,  to  a  large  extent, 
on  the  success  of  the  first — was  to 
conciliate  the  good- will  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  to  spread  peace  and  pros- 
perity throughout  the  land.  The  Land 
Act  had  been  more  than  seven  months  in 
operation.  Some  of  its  provisions  were 
only  enacted  for  six  months.  Of  those 
provisions  which  had  expired  they  could 
speak  absolutely,  and  say  that  they 
had  proved  melancholy  and  disastrous 
failures.  The  permanent  provisions  of 
the  Land  Act  had  been  sufficiently  long 
in  operation  to  entitle  them  fairly  to 
form  an  opinion  as  to  the  success  they 
had  had  or  were  likely  to  achieve  in 
the  future.  Of  these  also  it  might  be 
said  that  they  had  failed  to  fulfil  the 
object  with  which  they  were  enacted. 
As  the  Act  stood  now,  it  could  apply  to 
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only  about  one-half  of  the  tenant  far- 
mers of  Irpland  ;   but  the  very  class  of 
tenants  which,  by  reason  of  their  poverty, 
most  required  protection  was,  owing  to 
the  failure  of  the  Arrears  Clause,  ex- 
cluded from  the  operation  of  the  Act. 
Of  all  the  tenants  in  Ireland  who  were 
entitled   to   apply   to  the   Land  Court, 
only  about  80,000  had  done  so,  and  yet 
its  machinery  was  so  clogged  that  years 
must  elapse  before  these  cases  could  be 
disposed  of.     Consequently,  widespread 
disappointment    and    disaffection    pre- 
vailed among  the  people.     Those  who 
were  precluded  from  applying  to  the 
Land  Court  denounced    the    invidious 
and  unjust  distinction  by  which  they 
were  excluded ;  those  who  had  applied 
lamented  the  prolonged  delay,  coupled 
with   the    continued   obligation    which 
rested  upon  them  of  paying  exorbitant 
rents  pending  the  decisions  of  the  Court 
upon  their  cases.    All  this  time  the  work 
of  eviction  was  steadily  proceeding,  and 
the  Irish  people,  who  were  told  to  look 
upon    this   measure  as    a  message  of 
peace,  and  as  a  settlement  of  their  just 
demands,  saw  now  with  consternation 
that  the  work  of  extermination  was  car- 
ried on  with  increased  facility  under  its 
provisions.     The  natural  result  of  the 
failure  of  the  Land  Acton  the  one  hand, 
and  of  the  provocation  by  Coercion  on 
the  other,  was  the  condition  in  which 
Ireland   was  found  to-day.      The  Bill 
which  he  had  now  the  honour  to  pro- 
pose afforded  a  means — he  was  almost 
tempted    to    say    the    only    means — 
whereby  peace,   prosperity,   and  tran- 
quillity  could   be   restored  to   Ireland. 
The  proposals  in  the  Bill  were  moderate 
and  just.     They  were  made  in  the  name 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  he  claimed  for 
them  the  fair  and  unprejudiced  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  The  Bill  might  be  said 
to  deal  with  four  distinct  matters  of  im- 
portance.   He  would  take  first  in  order 
that  question  which,  by  reason  of  its  vital 
and  pressing  necessity,  might  be  consi- 
dered first  in  importance.     He  meant  the 
question  of  arrears.     It  might  be  well  to 
recall  the  history  of  those  arrears.    They 
had  their  origin  in  those  years  of  bad 
harvests,  when  over  a  large  portion  of 
Ireland    famine   was    averted  only  by 
the  charity  of  the  world.     In  the  dis- 
tricts referred  to  small   tenant  farmers 
were  unable  to  live  without  assistance, 
and,  naturally,  rents  fell  into   arrear. 
The  necessity  of   averting  destruction 
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from   those    men   who  were    sufferinff 
from  the  act  of  God   was   recognized 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  which  two 
years  ago  passed  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill.     The  necessity  of  lift- 
ing off  the  shoulders  of  the  people  the 
load  of  arrears  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  meet  was  recognized  by  Parlia- 
ment when  last  year  it  inserted    the 
Arrears  Clause  in  the  Land  Act.     In  re- 
cent times  no  responsible  politician  had 
alluded  to  the  subject  without  acknow- 
ledging that  the  Land  Act  must  remain, 
to  a  great  extent,  a  fail  ure  so  long  as  those 
arrears  were  allowed  to  continue  an  im- 
passable barrier  between  a  large  portion 
of  the  people  and  the  benefits  of  the  Land 
Act.     The  Arrears  Clause  of  the  Act  of 
last  Session  had  expired.     From  first  to 
last  the  Arrears  Clause  was  inoperati?e. 
To-day  the  work  of  evicting  from  their 
homes  those  who  were  unable  to  pay 
rent  in  respect  of  years  when  the  soil  did 
not  produce  enough  to  enable  them  to 
live  was  being  carried  on  with  terrible 
rapidity.      During  the  quarter  ending 
the  31st  of  March  last,  no  fewer  than 
1,300    families,    or    7,000   souls,  were 
evicted  from  their  homes  in  Ireland; 
and  as  long  as  such  scenes  continued  to 
be  enacted  peace  would  be  an  impossi- 
bility.    At  all  cost  the  work  of  eviction 
must  be  stopped  in  Ireland.  So  long  as  it 
continued  discontent,  bloodshed,  and  out- 
rage were  absolute  necessities  of  thesitua- 
tion.      Now,  the  proposals  of  the  Bill  for 
dealing  with  the  question  of  arrears  were 
strictly  moderate,  and  they  had  the  merit, 
which  the  Arrears  Clause  of  the  Bill  of 
last  year  had  not,  of  being  thoroughly 
practical.     In  a  spirit  of  fairness  to  both 
landlord   and   tenant    they    recognized 
that    Providence  had    blessed   Ireland 
with,  at  least,  one  really  good  harvest 
since  the  arrears  were  incurred ;   and, 
consequently,  the  first  requirement  of 
the  Bill  was  that  the  tenant  should  be 
obliged  to  pay  a  year's  rent,  or,  at  any 
rate,  what  the  landlord  should  consider 
equivalent  to  one  year's  rent,  in  respect 
of  the  year  ending  the  31st  of  August 
last.   When  that  had  already  been  done 
by  the  tenant  of  a  farm  valued  at  not 
more  than  £30  a-year,  and  when  the 
Court  was  satisfied  that  the  tenant  could 
not  possibly  pay  the  arrears,  the  Court 
was  empowered  to  make  a  g^ant  to  the 
landlord  not  exceeding  one  year's  rent, 
or  not  exceeding  one-half  the  total  ar- 
rears, which  grant  was  to  release  the 
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tenant  from  all  liability  for  arrears  up 
to  the  8l8t  of  August  last.  The  result 
of  that  proposal  would  be  that,  in  the 
eaee  of  the  tenant  of  a  farm  of  the  yearly 
value  of  not  more  than  £30,  if  three 
▼ears'  rent  were  owing,  the  tenant  would 
be  bound  to  pay  the  rent  for  the  year 
ending  August  31  last;  the  Court  would 
grant  a  sum  equal  to  the  second  year's 
rent,  and  the  third  year's  rent  the  land- 
lord would  be  called  upon  to  sacrifice. 
That  sacrifice  could  not  be  considered 
unfair ;  because  it  must  be  remembered 
that  these  arrears  were,  for  the  most 
part,  arrears  of  rack  rents,  and  that 
under  no  conceivable  circumstances  could 
the  landlord  hope  to  recover,  by  any 
means,  the  total  amount  of  arrears  due 
to  him.  One  great  difference  between 
the  proposed  clause  and  that  in  the  Act 
of  last  year  was  that  the  latter  was 
optional  to  the  landlord,  and  the  former 
to  the  tenant ;  while  the  grant  proposed 
to  be  made  to  the  landlord  was  absolute, 
and  would  not  have  to  be  repaid  by  the 
tenant.  The  Bill  proposed  that  the 
money  required  for  these  grants  should 
be  supplied  from  the  Irish  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund.  The  Irish  Church  Surplus 
Fund  was  the  property  of  the  Irish 
nation  ;  and  he  knew  of  no  more  national 
object  to  which  it  could  be  devoted  than 
to  saving  the  Irish  people  from  extermi- 
nation and  ruin.  That,  he  thought,  was 
a  practical  proposal,  and  moderate ;  and 
he  thought  when  hon.  Gentlemen,  who 
in  that  House  represented  the  landlord 
class,  came  to  give  their  opinion,  it 
would  be  found  that,  even  in  their  eyes, 
the  proposal  did  not  deserve  opposition 
or  censure.  There  were  also  other  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  connected  with  arrears, 
which  he  had,  perhaps,  better  mention 
at  once.  In  view  of  the  block  in  the 
Land  Courts,  it  was  deemed  absolutely 
necessary  that  some  protection  should  be 
afforded  to  tenants  pending  the  settle- 
ment of  their  rents.  As  things  were  a 
tenant  might  apply  to  the  Court,  but 
might  have  to  wait  years  for  the  decision 
of  his  case,  during  which  time  he  would 
be  called  upon  to  pay  his  present, 
perhaps,  exorbitant  rent.  Moreover, 
when  the  judicial  rent  was  fixed,  it  was 
only  dated  from  the  first  gale  day  after 
the  decision.  This  Bill  stated  that  when 
a  tenant  applied  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed 
all  proceedings  for  recovering  the  full 
amount  of  the  old  rent  should  be  stayed, 
pending  the  decision  of  the  Court ;  that  the 
rent  payable  in  the  meantime  should  be 


calculated  on  the  basis  of  Griffith's  Valua- 
tion; and  that  payment  should  be  made  of 
the  new  rent  (when  decided),  not  as  now, 
from  the  UQxt  rent  day  after  the  deci- 
sion, but  from  the  next  rent  day  after 
the  application  to  the  Court.  It  was 
provided  also  that,  after  the  decision  of 
the  Court,  the  difference  between  the 
fair  rent  and  the  rent  paid  on  the  basis  of 
Griffith's  Valuation  pending  settlement 
should  be  refunded  by  either  the  land- 
lord or  the  tenant  as  the  case  might  be — 
an  arrangement  not  unlike  that  recently 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Tyrone  (Mr.  Dickson).  He 
might  point  out,  in  passing,  that  Grif- 
fith's Valuation,  which  had  been  the 
subject  of  many  denunciations,  and  had 
been  described  as  **  confiscation "  and 
**  robbery,"  had  been  virtually  approved 
by  most  of  the  Sub-Commissioners 
throughout  the  country.  He  now  came 
to  the  second  important  matter  dealt 
with  by  the  Bill — namely,  the  question 
of  leases.  To  the  leaseholders  of  Ireland 
the  Act  of  last  year  had  unquestionably 
been  a  mockery  and  a  delusion.  By  a 
process  of  reasoning  not  easy  to  under- 
stand, a  distinction  was  drawn  in  the 
Land  Act  between  leases  made  before 
1870,  and  leases  after  1870.  The  latter, 
if  certain  conditions  were  fulfilled,  could 
be  interfered  with  by  the  Court ;  but 
leases  made  before  1  HlO  were  held  to  be 
sacred.  It  was  notorious  that  leases 
were  forced  upon  tenants  since  1870, 
with  the  intention  of  robbing  them  of 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  passed  that  year ; 
but  it  was  equally  notorious  that  in  1669 
similar  leases  were  forced  upon  the 
tenants  in  anticipation  of  that  Act.  The 
fact  of  a  man  paying  an  exorbitant  rent 
under  an  unjust  lease  for  20  years  in- 
stead of  1 0  was  no  reason  why  redress 
should  be  denied  to  him.  However,  in 
their  wisdom,  Ministers  and  Parliament 
thought  otherwise ;  and  they  decided  that 
the  only  leaseholders  who  should  have 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  last  year  wore 
leaseholders  holding"  under  contracts 
made  since  1«70;  but  experience  had 
proved  that  those  men  had  been  fooled 
to  the  top  of  their  bent  by  the  action  of 
the  Land  Courts.  He  believed  that  only 
about  70  leases  had  been  set  aside,  or 
about  5  per  cent  of  the  number  of  appli- 
cations. He  understood  that  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan  had  stated  no  lease  had  been 
interfered  with  by  his  Court,  which  could 
not  have  been  upset  in  an  ordinary  Court 
of  Equity.     The  Lease  Clause  of  the 
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Land  Act  was  hedged  round  with  such 
conditions  that  it  was  practically  useless 
even  to  holders  of  leases  made  since 
1870.  One  reason  which  made  the 
clause  of  last  year  useless  was  that  the 
provision  that  leases  forced  upon  a  tenant 
since  i870,  even  under  a  threat  of  evic- 
tion, if  it  was  at  the  expiration  of  an  old 
lease,  could  not  be  interfered  with  by 
the  Court.  That  was  a  needless  and 
absurd  provision.  Its  effect  had  been  to 
cut  away  from  the  operation  of  the  Act 
nine-tenths  of  the  leaseholders  who  had 
accepted  leases  since  1870.  He  would 
give  an  illustration.  He  knew  a  farmer 
who  held  under  a  lease  which  expired 
towards  the  end  of  1871.  During  the 
continuance  of  that  lease,  which  had 
been  a  long  one,  the  tenant  had  erected 
a  house,  in  which  he  established  the 
business  of  a  general  country  shop.  This 
business  became  valuable,  and  the  land- 
lord knew  the  tenant  would  pay  anything 
rather  than  be  deprived  of  it.  At  the 
expiration  of  his  lease,  accordingly,  a 
new  lease  was  forced  on  him  at  an 
exorbitant  rent,  and  he  had  to  pay  to 
the  landlord  a  fine  of  £500  in  respect  of 
the  business  which  he  had  himself  created. 
This  lease  was  forced  on  him  by  threat 
of  eviction  in  the  very  tangible  form  of 
notice  to  quit.  This  man  had  no  remedy 
under  the  Land  Act,  for  the  reason  that 
the  lease  was  forced  upon  him,  not  when 
he  was  a  tenant  from  year  to  year,  but 
on  the  expiration  of  another  lease.  An- 
other way  in  which  the  leaseholders  since 
1870  had  been  cheated  out  of  the  benefits 
of  the  Act  was  by  the  provision  making 
it  necessary  to  prove  that  the  lease  had 
been  forced  under  threat  of  eviction. 
Many  landlords  or  their  agents  had 
sworn  that  the  notices  to  quit  were  not 
technically  to  make  them  accept  a  new 
lease,  but  to  induce  them  to  pay  a  higher 
rent.  Upon  that  subtle  distinction  a 
large  number  of  applications  were  dis- 
missed. He  had  a  curious  piece  of  in- 
formation with  retj^ard  to  how  the  Lease 
Clause  had  worked  in  the  county  Wick- 
low.  Sir  Edward  Hutchinson  had  a  num- 
ber of  tenants  who,  up  to  1872,  were 
tenants  from  year  to  year.  In  1872 
large  increases  of  rent  were  demanded 
from  them,  and  they  were  given  the 
option  either  to  take  a  lease  or  not. 
Many  of  them  accepted  leases  as  the 
lesser  of  two  evils.  Those  people  had 
to  pay  as  high  rents  as  those  who  did 
not  accept  leases,  and  were  now  shut 
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out  from  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  The 
others  had  gone  into  the  Land  Court 
and  obtained  redactions  varying  from 
20  to  30  per  cent.  That  illnstration 
showed  how  the  Lease  Clause  of  the 
Land  Act  was  a  mockery.  It  had  kept 
the  word  of  promise  to  the  ears  of  the 
people  and  broken  it  to  their  hopes. 
This  Bill  proposed  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  leases  in  a  thorough  and  simple 
fashion.  He  proposed  to  plcLce  a  lease- 
holder on  the  same  footing  as  any  other 
tenant  in  Ireland,  so  that  if  he  con- 
sidered that  he  was  suffering  injustice 
he  could  apply  to  the  Land  Court  for 
redress,  and  trust  to  the  Court  to  judge 
of  the  merits  of  each  individual  case. 
He  trusted  when  the  Bill  was  discussed 
they  would  hear  no  more  about  the  ex- 
ploded fallacy  of  freedom  of  contract 
between  landlord  and  tenant ;  it  no  more 
existed  in  the  case  of  leaseholders  than 
in  the  case  of  yearly  tenants.  It  was 
well  known  to  all  who  were  acquainted 
with  Ireland  that  no  tenants  were  more 
severely  rack-rented  than  the  lease- 
holders. Unless  the  protection  and  bene- 
fits of  the  Land  Act  were  extended  to 
this  class  of  tenants,  it  must  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  and  to  satisfy  the  just 
demands  of  the  Irish  people.  He  now 
passed  to  the  third  matter  of  importance 
dealt  with  by  this  Bill.  He  referred  to 
the  **  Healy  Clause,"  which  he  might  be 
permitted  to  call  the  heart  of  the  Land 
bill  of  last  year.  That  heart  had  been 
paralyzed,  if  not  killed,  by  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  case 
of  '*  Adams  v.  Dunseath."  The  "  Healy 
Clause"  enacted  that  no  tenant  should 
be  charged  rent  in  respect  of  improve- 
ments made  by  himself  or  predecessors 
in  title  for  which  he  or  they  had  not  been 
compensated  by  the  landlord.  The  Court 
of  Appeal  in  "Adams  t?.  Dunseath'* 
practically  killed  this  provision,  by  de- 
fining the  word  **  improvements"  to  mean 
improvement  works  effected  by  the  ten* 
ant,  and  not  the  increased  letting  value 
which  was  the  consequence  of  that  im- 
provement. He  might  give  from  a  ma- 
gazine article  which  he  read  the  other 
day  an  illustration  which  bore  on  this 
point.  It  was  the  case  of  a  tenant  who  held 
a  farm,  a  portion  of  which  was  water- 
logged, and  valueless  in  consequence. 
The  tenant  expended  £1U0  in  drainsge 
works,  thus  largely  increasing  the  letting 
value  of  the  farm.  According  to  the 
ruling  in  "Adams   r.    Dunseath,"  the 
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tenant  would  be  only  entitled  to  a  fair  per- 
centage on  his  £  100,  and  all  the  increased 
letting  value  of  the  holding  became  the 
property  of  the  landlord.  He  did  not 
believe  that  this  proposition  would  bear 
a  moment's  examination.  Assuredly  the 
farmer  rented  the  land  as  it  stood.  If 
by  his  action  he  injured  the  farm,  he  had 
to  pay  the  landlord  compensation  for  de- 
terioration. If  by  his  action  he  improved 
it,  why  should  the  benefit  not  be  his  ?  If 
his  speculation  were  unsuccessful,  his  was 
the  loss.  If  successful,  assuredly  the 
entire  benefit  should  be  his.  But  this 
was  only  one  point  in  the  judgment  to 
which  he  referred.  The  Court  decided, 
and  they  laid  down  the  doctrine  that  the 
enjoyment  for  a  certain  time  was  to  be 
taken  as  compensation  by  the  tenant. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  Judges  in 
the  Court  of  Appeal  had  acted  in  accord- 
ance with  the  spirit  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Premier  framed  the 
measure.  The  doctrine  of  enjoyment 
being  compensation  was  unjust.  In 
many  cases  tenants  had  been  payiog 
exorbitant  rents  in  respect  of  their  own 
improvements.  This  Bill  provided  that 
in  cases  of  improvement  the  presump- 
tion should  be  in  favour  of  the  tenant, 
that  the  burden  of  proof  should  be 
thrown  upon  the  landlord.  This  was 
manifestly  fair,  because  the  tenants  had 
no  records  to  show  the  money  they  ex- 
pended ;  whereas  the  landlord  could 
have  very  little  difficulty  in  showing, 
from  the  accounts  in  his  rent  office,  every 
farthing  spent  by  him  on  improvements. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  define  improvements 
as  not  only  improvements  in  works,  but 
improvements  in  the  letting  value  of  the 
holding.  It  proposed  that  the  doctrine 
of  compensation  by  enjoyment  should  be 
done  away  with.  It  also  further  defined 
and  elucidated  the  term  *'  predecessor  in 
title."  Up  to  this  point  they  had  been 
dealing  with  the  relations  of  landlords 
and  tenants  in  Ireland.  They  regarded 
that  portion  of  the  Laud  Act  as  a  stop- 
gap. It  could  not  provide  a  permanent 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question,  and  if 
they  desired  to  make  the  defective  clauses 
more  efficient,  it  was  only  to  secure 
protection  and  justice  to  tenants  pending 
the  settlement  of  the  question  on  dif- 
ferent lines.  The  Land  League  had,  it 
seemed,  accomplished  a  great  work  in 
the  political  world  to-day.  They  found 
all  sections  of  Irish  politicians,  and  Eng- 
lish politicians  as  well,  acknowledging 


that  the  only  permanent  settlement  of 
the  Land  Question  which  was  possible 
was  the  settlement  advocated  in  the  first 
place  by  Michael  Davitt  and  the  Land 
League.  Landlordism  in  Ireland  was 
doomed  ;  and  the  landlords  were  crying 
out  in  behalf  of  those  doctrines  which 
two  years  ago  were  denounced  as  con- 
fiscation and  robbery.  The  Purchase 
Clauses  of  the  Land  Act  wore  inopera- 
tive, because  they  were  halting  and  half- 
hearted proposals  in  their  conception. 
The  proposals  contained  in  this  Bill  were 
thorough  and  practical,  and  they  were 
also,  as  he  contended,  strictly  moderate. 
Where  the  Land  Court  was  satisfied  of 
the  credit  of  the  applicant  it  was  em- 
powered to  advance  the  whole  of  the 
purchase  money  to  the  present  tenant. 
In  the  case  of  a  tenant  over  £30  valua- 
tion it  was  proposed  that  the  Court  should 
hand  over  the  money  on  annuities  of  5 
per  cent,  extending  over  a  period  of  35 
years.  To  tenants  under  £30  it  was 
proposed  that  the  Commissioners  sliould 
be  empowered  to  advance  the  whole  of 
the  money  on  annuities  to  be  repaid  at 
the  rate  of  £3  16«.  per  annum,  extend- 
ing over  52  years.  Those  proposals 
worked  out  very  simply.  In  the  case  of 
a  tenant  occupying  a  farm  at  £40  a-year, 
the  Court  would  advance  the  £800  re- 
quired for  the  purchase,  and  upon  that 
amount  the  tenant  would  pay  £5  per 
cent,  or  £40  a  year  for  35  years,  when 
the  farm  would  become  his  own  ;  and  in 
the  case  of  a  tenant  occupying  a  farm  at 
£20  rent,  the  Court  would  advance  the 
£400  purchase  money,  and  the  tenant 
would  pay  £3  15«.  per  cent,  or  £15  4». 
a-year  for  52  years,  at  the  end  of  which 
time  he  would  become  the  owner  of  the 
soil.  In  the  case  of  the  tenant  paying 
over  £30  there  would  be  no  increase 
of  rent;  in  the  case  of  the  tenant 
paying  less  than  £30  a-year  there 
would  be  an  actual  reduction  of  rent. 
To  these  proposals,  which  were  moderate 
and  practical,  he  did  not  anticipate  any 
serious  objection.  From  the  landlords 
he  certainly  did  not  expect  any  opposi- 
tion, because  some  such  proposals  as 
these  must  be  carried  if  a  large  number 
of  the  landlords  were  to  be  saved  from 
inevitable  ruin.  As  for  the  Government, 
he  confessed  ho  did  not  know  what  to 
expect.  If  the  Government  had  grasped 
the  situation  in  Ireland  they  could  have 
no  hesitation  in  accepting  tho  Bill.  It 
provided  the  means  of  staying  the  strife 
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of  generations,  and  arriving  at  a  gene- 
rous, amicable,  and  just  settlement.  He 
could  not  conceive  that  the  Government 
TVds  so  dead  to  the  sense  of  its  respon- 
sibility in  Ireland  as  to  refuse  to  give  its 
approval  to  the  proposals  in  the  Bill. 
From  the  landlord's  point  of  view,  the 
proposals  were  just  and  fair.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  did  not  desire  that 
every  man  in  Ireland  who  was  a  land- 
lord should  be  driven  from  the  country ; 
and  he  was  convinced  that  if  these  pro- 
posals were  carried  out,  some,  at  any 
rate,  of  the  landlords,  even  tliough  they 
might  have  to  sell  their  estates,  would 
be  content  to  live  in  the  countrv  for  the 
future.  Those  of  them  who  had  any  love 
for  Ireland,  any  sympathy  with  the 
wishes  and  aspirations  of  the  people, 
would  remain  ;  and  those  of  them  who 
had  not  might  go,  for  they  were  alien  in 
spirit  as  well  as  in  race.  There  were 
other  proposals  in  the  Bill,  but  he  would 
not  go  into  tliem,  as  they  were  matters 
of  detail,  and  he  must  thank  the  House 
for  having  gpven  him  its  attention.  He 
had  explained,  as  clearly  as  he  could, 
the  important  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He 
had  said  that  the  proposals  were  mode- 
rate. They  were  not  made  on  the  re- 
sponsibility of  one  Member  of  the  House, 
but  they  were  the  proposals  of  the  whole 
Irish  Parliamentary  Party  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Act,  for  the  restora- 
tion of  peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  It 
was  their  answer — and  it  was  a  com- 
plete and  crushing  answer  —  to  those 
who  said  that  they  desired  to  deprive 
the  tenants  of  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of 
last  year.  He  did  not  know  what  fate 
awaited  the  Bill ;  but  this,  at  all  events, 
he  knew — that  if  the  Government  aban- 
doned their  hateful  policy  of  Coercion, 
which  baffled  conciliation,  and  which 
proved  utterly  powerless  to  repress — if 
thoy  accepted  the  proposals  now  sub- 
mitted to  them  by  the  Irish  Party,  in  a 
spirit  of  honesty  and  moderation,  he  be- 
lieved in  his  heart  they  would  be  doing 
a  great  deal  to  hasten  the  arrival  of  the 
day  wlien  Ireland  would  no  longer  be 
what  tihe  was  now — a  disgrace  and  a 
danger  to  England — but  when  she  would 
be  a  peaceful  and  prosperous  nation, 
finding  the  best  security  for  law  and 
order  in  the  existence  and  prosperity  of 
a  peasant  proprietary,  and  finding  her 
surest  guarantee  for  liberty  and  Consti- 
tutional rights  in  laws  made  by  Irishmen 
on  Irish  soil. 

Jfr.  Redmond 


Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Beoond 
time." — (J/r.  Redmond,) 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  think, 
Sir,  that  we  have  any  right  to  complaia 
either  of  the  length  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  which  he  has 
introduced  an  important,  and  what,  I 
hope,  will  be  a  useful  debate,  or  of  the 
judicious  method  he  has  pursued  in  di« 
recting  our  attention  rather  to  what  he 
considers  the  principal  and  essential 
.features  of  his  Bill,  than  to  a  very  full 
and  exhaustive  statement  of  its  details 
^-or,  finally,  of  the  spirit  of  that  speech, 
in  regard  to  which  I  make  due  allowance 
for  the  points  of  view  from  which  he  ap- 
proaches the  subject.  Of  course,  there 
are  parts  of  it — I  mean  parts  of  his 
general  declaration  —  in  which  he  will 
not  expect  me  to  concur;  but  I  fully 
grant  that,  from  the  point  of  view  of  one 
who  has  approved  of  many  proceedingi 
in  Ireland  down  to  the  present  date,  of 
which  I  am  not  able  to  approve,  he 
has  fairly  and  impartially  said  everything 
that  he  could  in  his  speech  towards 
openinpf  a  favourable  prospect  for  the 
working  of  the  s^'stem  of  the  Land  Law 
in  Ireland.  There  is  one  extremely  im- 
portant portion  of  the  speech  and  of  the 
Bill  which  I  intend  to  recognize  as  a 
most  fair  and  proper  subject — a  most 
allowable  subject — for  present  and  im- 
mediate discussion  ;  but  on  which  I  do 
not  propose  to  dwell  to-day,  for  a  reason 
which  I  will  give,  and  which,  I  think,  the 
hon.  Member  will  probably  admit  to  be 
sufficient.  My  object  in  rising  at  this 
moment  is,  in  the  first  place,  to  do  such 
justice  as  I  can  to  the  spirit  and  to  the 
language  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  perhaps,  to  narrow, 
to  some  extent,  the  field  of  the  debate. 
Sir,  I  undoubtedly  regard  this  Bill  as 
establishing,  on  the  part  of  those  who 
liave  brought  it  in,  a  fair  claim  to  this 
ackuowleilgment — that  we  are  bound  to 
assume  the  perfect  good  faith  of  their 
proceeding ;  and,  whether  we  agree  or 
do  not  agree  with  the  principal  enact- 
ments of  the  Bill,  we  cannot,  I  think, 
in  justice,  construe  it  otherwise  than  as 
an  authentic  expression  of  the  desire  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends  to 
make  the  working  of  the  Land  Act  such 
as  that  it  shall  be,  in  their  view,  an 
efiectual  security  for  the  restoration  of 
peace  and  tranquillity  in  Ireland.  Indeed, 
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Sir,  the  language  of  thebon.  Gentleman 
near  the  commencement  of  his  speech — 
I  do  not  know  that  I  quote  his  exact 
words — left  no  room  for  doubt  upon  this 
head ;  because  he  said,  in  efifect,  that 
the  Land  Act  and  the  provisions  which 
it  oontained,  plu9  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member,  with  the  provisions  which  that 
Bill  contains,  afforded  the  only  means 
of  restoring  peace  and  prosperity  to  Ire- 
land. That  is,  undoubtedly,  a  declara- 
tion worthy  of  notice,  coming  from  the 
hon.  Member,  as  the  person  principally 
in  charge  of  this  Bill,  and  as  speaking 
for  thone  whose  names  are  on  the  back 
of  the  Bill,  and  for  others.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  regret  that,  for  reasons 
which  I  will  state,  and  for  which  the  hon. 
Member  himself  must  be  prepared,  it  is 
not  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
support  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
He  has  spoken  of  the  Bill  as  containing 
four  main  heads — one  of  them  the  sub- 
ject of  arrears,  to  which  he  assigns,  at 
the  present  moment,  an  overwhelming 
importance;  the  second,  the  subject  of 
the  Purchase  Clauses,  to  which  he 
assigns  not  so  much  importance  at  the 
present  moment,  but  which,  under  the 
ultimate  development  of  the  measure,  is 
also  of  overwhelming  importance ;  and 
the  third,  I  will  call  it,  though  he  took  it 
second,  the  question  of  leases,  to  which 
he  assigns  a  very  great  importance  ;  and, 
lastly,  the  subject  of  improvements,  to 
frhich  he  assigns,  likewise,  a  very  great 
importance.  That  is  what  I  understand 
to  be  a  very  rough  outline  of  the  hon. 
Member's  speech.  Now,  I  draw  a  dis- 
dinction  in  speaking  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  I  am  not  prepared,  and  we 
are  not  prepared,  to  depart  from  the 
erounds  upon  which  we  originally  ob- 
jected to  the  institution  of  a  Parliamen- 
tary inquiry  into  the  working  of  the 
Land  Act.  We  considered,  and  we  still 
consider,  that  the  Tenure  Clauses  of  the 
Bill  ought  not  to  be  disturbed,  nor,  at 
the  present  time,  to  be  amended.  That 
we  consider  as  a  general  rule.  But 
there  are  matters  outside  the  main  sub- 
ject of  these  Tenure  Clauses  with  respect 
to  which  that  objection  does  not  apply. 
It  certainly  does  not  apply  to  the  question 
of  the  Purchase  Clauses ;  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  in  our  judgment,  it 
does  not  apply  to  the  question  of  arrears. 
The  question  of  arrears  is  one  that  may 
be  dealt  with  without,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  disturbing  the  general  structure 


of  the  Tenure  Classes.  But  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Purchase  Clauses  is  one  of  a 
wholly  dififerent  character.  It  is  really 
not  a  question  of  interfering  with  the 
working  of  the  Land  Act — for  the  Pur- 
chase Clauses  can  hardly  be  said  to  have 
got  to  work — but  it  is  a  question  whether, 
either  by  the  modification  of  the  plan 
which  was  embodied  in  the  Bill,  or  by 
the  development  of  the  subject  in  ac- 
cordance with  some  larger  plan,  good 
can  be  done  with  reference  to  what  I 
think  a  very  large  majority  of  the  House 
appear  to  contemplate  as  the  ultimate 
solution  of  the  Irish  Land  Question. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  must  not  conclude 
from  the  remarks  which  I  am  about  to 
make  that  I  am  derogating  from  what  I 
have  said  with  respect  to  the  Purchase 
Clauses.  The  great  Irish  question  will 
naturally  present  itself  from  three  points 
of  view  to  the  mind  of  any  Gentleman 
contemplating  it.  One  point  of  view 
will  be  that  which  relates  to  the  present 
Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the  Land  Act 
— rather  generally  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Land  Act.  One  will  be  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Act ; 
and  the  third  will  be  the  important 
question  of  the  proposals  which  it  may 
be  our  duty  to  make  during  the  present 
Session  for  the  direct  purpose  of  the 
maintenance  of  peace  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. As  regards  the  subject  of  peace 
and  order  in  Ireland,  I  think,  consider- 
ing that  that  discussion  stands  in  a 
certain  form,  at  least,  for  an  early  day, 
it  would  be  wrong  on  my  part  to  advert 
to  it  at  the  present  moment.  I  think. 
Sir,  as  respects  the  Purchase  Clauses, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  probably  feel 
that  when  a  Notice  has  been  given  on 
the  part  of  a  large  section  of  this  House, 
which,  in  itself,  leads  to  the  expectation 
of  proposals  of  great  importance  and 
great  weight,  considering  the  quarter 
from  which  they  proceed,  I  should  only 
prejudice  that  discussion;  and  I  could 
not  enter  adequately  upon  this  portion 
of  the  hon.  Member's  Bill  were  I  to 
venture  upon  any  remarks  on  that  part 
of  the  subject  beyond  the  admission  I 
have  made  that  it  is  a  perfectly  allow- 
able subject  for  practical  consideration, 
if  we  can  have  that  consideration  during 
the  present  Session.  Now,  Sir,  the  rea- 
son why  we  cannot  support  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  is,  that  in  many  of 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill — in  the  majority 
of  them — it  does  re-open,  and  re-opens 
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very  largely,  the  Land  Tenure  Clauses 
of  the  Act  of  last  year.  We  have  given 
the  best  advice  and  the  best  considera- 
tion in  our  power  to  the  subject  of  those 
clauses.  We  did  consider  it  at  the  time 
when  the  proposal  for  Parliamentary 
inquiry  was  made  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  We  opposed  that  inquiry,  taking 
into  view,  undoubtedly,  the  associations 
under  which  the  proposal  was  made. 
But,  whatever  those  associations  may 
have  been,  and  even  putting  them  aside 
— though  I  will  not  say  that  we  have 
felt  ourselves  absolutely  precluded  by 
any  preliminary  bar,  or  by  the  idea  of 
consistency  with  the  course  taken  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  from  re- 
considering the  subjects  of  leases  and 
improvements,  which  I  take  as  the  two 
main  divisions  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Bill  with  which  I  am  now  dealing — yet 
we  are  advisedly  of  opinion  that,  look- 
ing at  the  whole  subject  of  the  Act  of 
last  year,  the  delicacy  of  the  questions 
raised,  the  gravity  of  the  interests  in- 
volved, and  the  amount  of  case  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  able  to  show  for 
interference  on  those  points,  we  should 
not  be  justified  in  acceding  to  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  which  involves  the  ac- 
ceptance of  a  principle  that  so  largely 
disturbs  the  framework  of  the  Act.  With 
respect  to  the  question  of  improvements, 
we  admit  that,  in  certain  points,  the 
judgment  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  does  not  accurately  corre- 
spond— far  be  it  for  mo  to  say  it  does 
not  accurately  correspond  with  the  Act, 
because  that  would  be  a  judgment  ques- 
tioning the  legal  authority  of  those  who 
have  given  the  decision — but  does  not 
accurately  correspond  with  the  intentions 
with  which  the  Land  Act  was  framed. 
But  it  has  been  our  duty  to  consider 
carefully',  in  concert  with  our  own  Legal 
Advisers,  and  in  concert  with  the  Com- 
missioners, so  far  as  it  has  been  in  our 
power,  what  is  the  real  scope  and  the 
real  importance  of  those  deviations,  and 
we  do  not  find  that  the  scope  of  those 
deviations  is  such  as — especially  in  the 
absence  of  a  large  experience — would 
justify  us  in  ro-opening  the  whole  of 
that  most  difficult,  complex  question  with 
regard  to  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  respect  to  improvements.  Again , 
in  respect  to  leases,  I  do  not  deny  that 
there  may  bo  plausibility,  and  perhaps 
more  than  plausibility,  in  the  claim 
made  by  the  hon.   Member  that   the 
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tenant  who  takes  a  lease  in  succession 
to  another  lease  may  be  entitled  to  hsTO 
his  claim,  as  against  abuse,  considered, 
as  he  would  be  entitled  if  he  had  beea 
a  yearly  tenant  before  the  conclusion  of 
the  lease.  But  we  are  not  able  to  say  that 
that,  after  all,  is  the  question  which  is 
mainly  kept  in  view  by  those  who  desire 
to  re-open  the  subject  of  leases.  The 
question  mainly,  in  their  view,  evidently 
is  this — they  desire  to  place  the  lessee- 
tenant  upon  the  same  footing  with  the 
yearly  tenant,  not  only  with  regard  to 
his  enjoyment  of  whatever  advantage 
may  arise  in  respect  of  abuses  practised 
against  him,  but  their  claim — I  do  not 
say  that  Gentlemen  may  not  be  war- 
ranted, from  their  point  of  view,  in 
raising  it — is  to  have  a  reconsideration 
of  rents  under  leases,  in  the  same  way 
as  rents  under  yearly  tenancies.  Well, 
I  must  be  frank  to  the  hon.  Members. 
We,  I  think,  considered  that  matter 
pretty  fully.  I  am  not  sure  that  the 
secondary  point  I  have  mentioned  was 
considered  last  year;  but,  at  any  rate, 
the  question  of  altering  rents  under 
leases  was  very  distinctly  considered, 
and  the  Gx)vemment  very  distinctly  gare 
their  judgment  that  they  would  not  be 
warranted  in  asking  the  House  to  inter- 
fere with  the  covenanting  leases  in  re- 
gard to  land.  Our  contention  always,  I 
think,  was  this — when  we  gave  effect  to 
the  opinion  of  those  who  hold  that  a 
lease  in  Ireland  does  not  extinguish 
tenant  right,  we  contended  that  a  lease 
was  known  and  believed  in  Ireland  to 
be  a  covenant  to  pay  a  certain  rent  for  a 
certain  number  of  years  ;  and  with  that 
covenant  we  are  not  prepared  to  interfere. 
I  now  come  to  this  most  important  ques- 
tion— the  question  of  arrears.  That  is  a 
provision  of  a  temporary  character ;  and 
I  am  bound  to  admit  that,  although  the 
clause  in  the  Act  of  last  year  has  been 
by  no  means  without  utility,  and  al- 
though no  inconsiderable  claims  have 
been  made  in  respect  to  no  inconsider- 
able amount  of  arrears  under  it ;  yet  it 
has  proved  to  be  very  far  short  indeed 
of  the  necessities  of  the  case.  The  hon. 
Member,  I  think,  himself  spoke — at  any 
rate,  various  Members  sitting  in  that 
quarter  of  the  House  have  spoken — of 
the  failure  of  that  clause  as  constituting 
the  failure  of  the  Land  Act ;  and  have 
described  the  failure  of  the  Laud  Act, 
from  their  point  of  view,  as  a  dismal 
failure,  very  much  in  oonnection  with 
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the  operation  of  this  clause.  On  the 
other  hand,  we  have  heard  from  our 
own  side  of  the  House  —  and  from 
yery  many  Members  sitting  on  our 
own  side  of  the  House,  who  appear  to 
me  to  be  quite  as  well  entitled  to  speak 
for  their  constituents  in  Ireland  as  those 
whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  calls  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Party — urgent  and  re- 
peated applications  to  draw  us  into  a 
oiaenssion  of  the  question  of  arrears. 
We  have  never  repelled  those  applica- 
tions ;  we  have  not  been  insensible  to 
the  great  and  serious  difficulties  with 
whien  the  question  has  been  surrounded. 
I  am  quite  prepared  to  say  that  we 
think  it  demands  our  practical  considera- 
tion; and  that  we  certainly  look  with 
tome  confidence,  provided  we  can  attain 
certain  substantial  conditions,  to  legis- 
lating upon  the  subject  at  a  somewhat 
early  date  during  the  present  Session. 
Now,  Sir,  the  conditions  which  we  deem 
to  be  essential  to  a  satisfactory  plan  are 
these.  We  do  not  look  upon  this  as  a 
matter  which  ought  to  lead  us  into  a 
general  contentious  re-opening  of  ques- 
tions that  have  been  considered  and  dealt 
with.  We  desire  to  be  able  to  approach 
it — ^when  we  do  approach  it — in  a  spirit 
of  perfect  impartiality.  It  is  for  the  in- 
terest of  landlords  quite  as  much  as  of 
tenants — and  it  is  to  the  interest  of  all 
dasses  in  Ireland,  and  of  the  country, 
and  of  the  Empire,  which  never  can  be 
well  while  Ireland  is  ill — that,  if  pos- 
sible, we  should  arrive  at  some  fair  and 
impartial  settlement  of  this  question. 
Well,  then,  next  to  the  impartiality  with 
which  it  is  our  duty  to  approach  the 
qnestion — and,  indeed,  if  possible,  even 
beyond  it  in  its  importance — is  our  de- 
sire to  move  in  accordance  with  Irish 
opinion.  And  here  I  am  not  about  to 
draw  any  invidious  distinctions.  After 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  should 
be  totally  without  justification  if  I  did  not 
give  expression  on  this  occasion  to  what, 
after  all,  is  a  truism  and  a  commonplace 
— namely,  that  Ministers  charged  with 
the  Government  of  the  country,  and  with 
advising  the  House  in  the  work  of  legis- 
lation, have  no  right,  even  if  they  had 
the  inclination,  to  bear  in  mind,  upon  a 
subject  of  this  kind,  former  differences, 
however  sharp  ;  and  that  it  is  their  duty 
to  invite  from  every  quarter  every  sug- 
gestion which  they  can  obtain  from  per- 
sons qualified  to  speak  which  may  con- 
tribute to  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 


question ;  and  therefore,  also,  I  hope 
that  those  whom  I  see  sitting  directly 
opposite — and  I  am  glad  to  see  both  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  the 
Members  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson  and  Mr.  Plunket)  with  a 
pen  or  pencil  in  hand — will  not  with- 
hold  their  counsel  in  regard  to  a  prac- 
tical subject  of  great  importance,  and  I 
trust  that  no  barrier  of  Party  dififerences 
or  old  recollections  may  arise.  And, 
thirdly,  what  I  feel  is  this.  Having 
to  re-open  the  question  of  arrears,  our 
plan  must  not  only  be  impartial,  it 
must  not  only  be  sustained  by  a 
wide  concurrence  of  Irish  opinion ;  but 
I  hope  it  may  be  so  framed  as  to  be 
effectual.  We  have  had  the  advantage 
of  a  good  deal  of  Irish  opinion  upon  this 
subject;  but  I  think  those  who  have 
applied  their  minds  to  it  will  be  pre- 
pared for  a  little  further  development 
from  myself.  It  is  obvious,  I  think, 
that  the  question  of  arrears  may  con- 
ceivably be  dealt  with  upon  either  one 
of  two  bases.  There  are  a  great  num- 
ber of  important  secondary  questions 
involved  in  the  question  of  arrears.  The 
source  from  which  the  money  is  to  be 
derived,  and  many  other  points,  are 
points  of  importance,  upon  which  a  re- 
sponsible judgment  must  be  exercised 
by  the  Government,  and  by  the  House. 
But  there  are  two  distinct  and  definite 
bases,  upon  either  of  which  a  measure 
may  be  founded.  It  may  be  a  voluntary 
measure ;  it  may  be  a  compulsory  mea- 
sure. If  it  is  a  voluntary  measure,  then 
it  will  be  framed  on  the  basis  of  the  Act 
of  last  year.  It  would  proceed  upon  the 
principle  of  making  loans  to  tenants, 
and  of  the  repayment  of  these  loans 
under  their  voluntary  action,  with  an 
increase  of  the  inducements  which  were 
offered  by  the  Land  Act.  But  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  contains  a  Compul- 
sory Clause,  and  I  am  not  sorry  that  it 
contains  that  Compulsory  Clause;  be- 
cause I  think  that  the  question  between 
voluntary  and  compulsory  action  is  a 
question  which  may,  under  the  present 
circumstances,  be  fairly  entertained; 
and  that  the  choice  which  the  Govern- 
ment might  make  between  those  two 
methods  of  procedure  is  a  choice  that 
would  be  materially  influenced  by  what 
they  find  to  be  the  state  of  Irish  opinion. 
That  Irish  opinion,  I  hope,  will  be 
largely  drawn  forth  by  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill  which  the  hon.  Gentieman  has 
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laid  before  us.     I  have  nearly  said  all  I 
have  to  say  upon  these  matters ;  but  I 
wish  to  speak  a  few  words  on  the  clause 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to 
arrears.     It  is  on  the  basis  of  compul- 
sioU)  and,  being  on  the  basis  of  compul- 
sion, I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  it 
a  clause,  upon  the  whole,  drawn  with 
great  care  and  judgment.     There  are 
several  points  in  that  Clause  to  which  I 
wish  to  refer.  In  the  first  place,  arrears, 
in  the  language  of  that  Clause,  are  to 
be  arrears  owing  in  respect  of  rents  due 
before  and  down  to  November,   1880. 
That  is  an  important — a  very  important 
— condition  of  the  Clause.     Secondly, 
the  Clause  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
ceeds upon  proved  incapacity  to  pay. 
That,  likewise,  is  a  provision  of  great 
importance,  and  of  great  value,  if  we 
can  work  it.     When  we  induced   the 
House  to  pass,  in  1880,  what  was  called 
the  Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill — 
I  am  not  going  to  refer  to  any  matters 
associated  with  that  name — we  proposed 
to  proceed   upon  the  basis   of  proved 
incapacity   to   pay.      We   were   under 
the    belief   that    the  Civil  Bill  Court 
would  be  competent  to  deal  with  that 
question;   and  I    do   not  despair,   if  a 
plan   of  this  kind  be  adopted,  of  its 
working  this  provision,  which,  in  point 
of  principle,  is  a  very  valuable  pro- 
vision.    Thirdly,  the   Clause  draws  a 
distinction,  which  I  think  is  just,  at  a 
certain  point  of  valuation.     It  marks 
the  intention  of  the  framers  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case,  and  [not  to  go 
beyond  that  necessity.   The  fourth  point, 
as  I  have  said,  is  that  the  basis  of  it  is 
compulsion — that  is  to  say,  the   appli- 
cation of  the  one  party  will  suffice  to 
make  it  compulsory  on  the  other  party. 
Now,  I  do  not  know — I  am  not  now 
givipg  any  judgment  on  the  part  of  the 
Government — but  I  hope,  with  the  hon. 
Member,  it  will  not  be  supposed  that 
because   its  basis  is  compulsory,  it  is 
therefore  a  Clause  conceived  in  a  spirit 
of  hostility  to  either  party.     I   myself 
happen  to  be  acquainted  with  the  sen- 
timents of  some  considerable  number  of 
Irish    landlords,   and    men   who    have 
taken  a  large  share  in  the  discussion  of 
this  question — by  no  means  on  the  side 
of  the  tenant — who  appeared  to  desire 
that  some  compulsoi*y  plan,  in  the  sense 
I  have  described,  of  dealing  with  arrears 
should  be  introduced  and  adopted.  That 
is  A  subject  of  great  importance,  and  a 
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subject  on  which  we  are  anxious  for 
more  light.    The  hon.  Gentleman  finallj 
proposes  that  the  sum  which  may  be 
advanced  in  respect  of  arrears  under 
his  Clause  shall  be  a  gift,  and  not  a 
loan.     I  entirely  agree  with  him  that  if 
we  are  to  proceed  upon  the  basis  that 
he  has  described,    that  is  the  proper 
course  to  take ;  and  I  will  go  one  point 
further,  and  say  I  think  he  is  right  in 
drawing  the  sum  that  he  desires  to  have 
from  the  Church  Surplus,  in  so  far  as 
this — that  I  do  not  know  that  anything 
cpnld  be  more  emphatically  a  peace- 
offering,  or  a  more  legitimate  applica- 
tion of  that  money,  than  the  application 
of  it  to  this  proposal.     But  I  will  go  a 
point  further,  and  I   will  say  this— it 
would  not  be  fair,  on  my  part,  to  ask 
the  hon.   Gentleman   whether    he  has 
entered    into  a  careful  calculation  to 
show   that    the    Church    Surplus    will 
yield    at   the    present  moment  money 
sufficient  for  this  purpose.     But,  view- 
ing the  nature  of  his  case,  I  would  ven- 
ture to  go  one  point  further,  and  say 
that,   believing,   as    we    do,    that   the 
matter,  although  serious  and  important 
in  a  pecuniary  point  of  view,  yet  is 
limited,  I  should  not  myself  be  prepared 
to  make  it  a  fundamental  objection  to  a 
Compulsory  Clause  that  something  might 
possibly  be  required  from  the   Public 
Exchequer  in  order  to  work  that  Clause 
efficiently.    I  am  very  anxious,  indeed, 
to  take  the  care  that  properly  appertains 
to  my  function  in  setting  forth  what  I 
conceive  to  be  the  main  parts  of  this 
very  important  Clause  in  order  that  it 
may  draw  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  that  we  may  learn  whether  Irish 
opinion  is  favourable  to  the  one  mode  of 
proceeding  or  to  the  other  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding.    For  my  part,  I  have  stated 
the  three  conditions  which,  I  think,  it  is 
our  duty  absolutely  to  keep  in  view — 
namely,    in    the    first    place,    to    treat 
this  subject   impartially ;    secondly,  to 
treat  it  in  conformity   with   Irish  opi- 
nion, so  far  as  we  can  entertain  it,  and 
to  allow  no  recollections  of  former  trans- 
actions to  interfere  with  our  apprecia- 
tion of  that  opinion;   and,    thirdly,  to 
make,  if  we  can,  a  plan  which  shall  be 
effective.     What  I  nope  is,  that  consi- 
dering the  good  and  fair  spirit  in  which 
the   hon.   Gentleman  has  opened    this 
question,  the  debate  may  be  a  debate 
which  will  tend  mainly  to  a  practical 
issue,  and  which  will  give  to  the  Govern- 
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ment  tbai  li^rht  and  aid  which  I  think 
the  House  wil)  feel  that  we  must  neces- 
sarily want,  before  we  can  endeavour  to 
enter  upon  the  reconsideration  of  this 
most  important  subject  of  arrears  in 
connection  with  the  section  of  the  Act. 
Not  alone,  I  must  say,  the  speech  of  the 
bon.  Gentleman,  but  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  itself,  I  hold  to  be  a  favourable 
symptom  ;  and  I  trust  that  the  debate 
may  throw  a  light  upon  a  horizon  which 
has  long  unhappily  been  darkened.  If 
it  18,  I  cannot  say  how  great  a  value  I 
attach  to  any  expectations  connected 
with  it ;  because,  though  I  know,  and 
have  perfect  confidence  in  the  power  of 
this  country,  and  in  the  solidity  of  this 
Empire,  for  the  purpose  of  asserting 
everywhere  the  Imperial  authority,  yet 
I  likewise  know  that  it  is  an  Empire 
organized  on  the  principles  of  freedom 
—that  the  compulsory  government  of 
any  of  its  parts  is  an  idea  hostile  and 
alien  to  the  entire  spirit  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. Therefore,  whatever  may  tend  to 
the  uniting  of  Ireland,  for  a  great  prac- 
tical purpose  such  as  that  we  have  in 
Tiew,  which  raises  no  subjects  of  Con- 
Btitational  difficulty,  but  which  touches 
the  whole  constitution  of  society  in  that 
country — the  importance  of  it  I  cannot 
overstate.  Nor  can  I  overstate  the  ear- 
nest anxiety  of  the  Government  to  know 
that  no  weakness  and  no  pettiness  on 
their  part  shall  interfere  with  their  adop- 
tion of  such  a  course  as  may  be  most  con- 
ducive, not  only  to  the  passing  of  legisla- 
tion in  a  satisfactory  manner,  but  to  the 
completing,  in  a  most  essential  point, 
the  important  labours  of  last  year  for 
the  benefit  and  for  the  happiness  of  ail 
classes  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  was  sure  that 
he  should  not  be  expressing  the  opinion 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
Hoase  if  he  did  not  endeavour  to  re- 
dpiocate  the  expressions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  temper  in 
which  he  had  met  the  proposals  in  this 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  he  thought  he  saw  in  the  Bill  a 
gleam  of  hope ;  but  their  feeling  of 
satisfaction  with  the  course  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  considerably 
mitigated  by  his  statement  that  ho  would 
be  obliged  to  vote  against  the  second 
reading  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Healy)  could  not 
help  regretting  that  when  the  Premier 
had  stated  that  a  gleam  of  hope  which 
had    been    shed  on    the  question  the  i 


Government  should  proceed  to  place 
an  extinguisher  upon  it.  But  he  must 
say  that  their  feeling  was  again  miti- 
gated by  the  statement  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Gt)vemment  to  deal 
with  the  arrears  question.  He  was 
very  glad,  indeed,  that  the  Government 
had  seen  the  great  importance  of  it.  It 
was  a  question  which  he  might  say,  in 
the  present  condition  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land, was  one  of  the  greatest  magni- 
tude ;  and  he  thought,  so  far  as  he  could 
judge  from  the  expressions  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman,  that  the  Government 
were  about  to  meet  the  question  in  a 
proper  spirit,  as  they  were  evidently  in- 
tending to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people.  With  regard  to  the  proposal 
to  make  the  charge  fall  upon  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus,  which  was  an  Irish 
fund,  the  Government  must  remember 
that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  any 
private  Member  to  propose  to  make  a 
charge  upon  the  public  funds,  and  upon 
the  pockets  of  the  country  ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  were  restricted  to  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus,  as  they  were  obliged  to 
put  forward  some  scheme,  and  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  considered  it  was  a  proper  fund 
to  be  applied  as  they  proposed.  There- 
fore, he  listened  with  satisfaction  to  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
that  his  mind  was  not  shut  against  the 
question  of  the  augmentation  of  that 
fund  for  the  purpose  of  a  charge  upon 
the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  that  they  could  not  disturb 
the  Tenure  Clauses  of  the  Bill — namely, 
those  relating  to  improvements  and 
leases.  As  to  the  first  point,  he  gathered 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
admit  the  accuracy  of  the  statements 
made  by  them  on. that  question.  But 
he  stated  he  would  wait,  in  order  to 
see  the  effect  of  ''Adams  v.  Dunseath." 
He  (Mr.  Healy)  had  occasion  to  put 
a  Question  on  this  point  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  and  his  reply  inti- 
mated that,  while  the  decisions  of  the 
Court  did  not  express  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  yet  he  would  watch  care- 
fully any  further  manifestations  of  in- 
justice that  might  be  occasioned  by 
the  decision  in  "  Adams  r.  Dunseath." 
Before  coming  down  to  the  House  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  had  fortified  himself  with 
some  cases  of  that  description.  He  took 
the  case  of  two  tenants  on  the  estate  of 
the  Knight  of  Glin — Dillon  and  Han- 
rahan— who  had  appealed  against  the 
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decision  of  the  Sub-Commissioners ;  and 
their  rents  were  raised,  in  one  case  £4 
and  the  other  £3,  by  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal in  consequence.  Owing  to  the 
decision  in  **  Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  the 
judgment  given  by  Judge  O'llagan  re- 
presented a  loss  for  the  next  15  years  of 
£60  in  the  case  of  Dillon,  and  £45  in 
that  of  Hanrahan.  They  had  before 
•the  Court  at  present  no  less  than  70,000 
cases ;  and  he  asked  the  Prime  Minister 
if  he  could  give  them  any  assurance  as 
to  what  percentage  of  those  cases  in- 
justice would  not  be  worked  by  similar 
decisions  ?  Last  year  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  pro- 
posed an  Amendment  which  was  in- 
tended to  put  it  beyond  doubt  that 
no  enjoyment  of  improvements  by  the 
tenant  was  to  entitle  the  Court  to  in- 
crease rent.  The  declarations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter on  this  point  were  remarkable.  On 
the  9th  of  August  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that — 

**  In  the  Act  of  1870  we  did,  in  respect  to  the 
tenant,  recognize  the  principle  that  he  might  be 
recompensed  by  a  reasonable  lapse  of  time  in 
respect  of  the  improvements  ho  had  made,  and 
that  the  nse  and  profits  of  those  improvements 
for  a  certain  time  might  be  considered  as  com- 
pensation ;  but  we  do  not  recognize  that  prin- 
ciple in  the  present  Act." — [3  Mansard,  cclxiv. 
1293.] 

On  another  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, speaking  on  an  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote),  said  that  the  doctrine  accepted  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1 870 
was  one  they  must  certainly  decline  to 
recognize  then,  as  it  was  neither  the 
basis  of  the  Act  of  1881,  nor  was  there 
any  occasion  for  it — that  was  the  doc- 
trine that  the  enjoyment  by  the  tenant  of 
the  improvements  on  the  property  for  a 
certain  time  should  be  a  ground  for 
raising  the  rent.  But  the  language  of 
the  Government  was  still  more  remark- 
able when  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  moved  liis  Amendment  on  that 
subject,  to  the  effect  that  the  time  during 
which  a  tenant  might  have  enjoyed  the 
advantages  of  his  improvements  should 
not  be  held  to  be  compensation.  The 
present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  (Mr. 
Law)  said  that  it  was  absurd  to  suppose 
that  the  Court  would  hold  enjoyment  to 
mean  that  the  tenant  had  been  paid  for 
his  improvements.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.   Gladstone)  dso  said  ^e 
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Amendment  was  unneoesBary,  beeaose 
it  was  little  short  of  impossible  to  imt- 
gine  that  a  Court  could  think  that  com- 
pensation  was  due  to  the  landlord  for  an 
improvement  which  had  not  cost  him  a 
single  farthing.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  then 
rose,  and,  being  mindful  of  a  racy  ex- 
pression which  the  right  hon.  Oeotleman 
had  made  use  of,  asked  him  if  he  would 
lay  10  to  1  that  the  C^urt  would  not 
assess  rents  on  tenants'  improvements. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  nodded,  as 
much  as  to  say  that  he  was  prepared  to 
do  so.  Perhaps  it  was  fortunate  there 
was  no  stake  involved,  for  if  there  had 
been,  he  was  inclined  to  think  that  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  would  have  been,  by  thii 
time,  a  considerable  winner.  He  wished 
to  call  attention  to  a  still  more  import- 
ant  matter.  In  the  Act  of  1881  there 
was  no  definition  of  improvements. 
There  was,  however,  a  statement  that 
the  definition  of  matters  not  given  in 
the  Act  of  1881  was  to  be  ruled 
by  the  Act  of  1870;  and  that  defined 
*^  improvement''  to  mean  any  work  on 
an  agricultural  holding  which  adds  to 
the  value  of  the  holding,  and  which  ii 
necessary  to  the  holding.  The  most  im- 
portant point  in  the  Bill  was  that,  while 
it  approved  the  definition  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  it  omitted  the  requirement  that  the 
improvement  should  be  suitable  to  the 
holding.  He  thought  he  could  show  that 
the  definition  of  improvements  in  that 
Act,  in  view  of  the  9th  sub-section  of  the 
8th  clause  of  the  latter  Statute,  worked 
very  unfortunately  for  the  tenant.  Let 
them  take  a  case.  Suppose  that  under 
the  Act  of  1870  the  tenant  built  a  villa 
residence  on  a  farm.  That,  not  being  u 
improvement  suitable  to  the  holding,  the 
landlord  would  not  be  bound  to  pay 
compensation  for.  But  in  the  Act  of 
1881,  it  was  stated  that  no  rent  ahoold 
be  payable  on  a  tenant's  own  improte- 
ments.  In  "  Adams  v,  Dunseath,"  hov- 
ever,  the  Court  of  Appeal  had  laid  down 
that  such  rent  might  be  charged  when 
there  had  been  a  user  for  a  certain  time. 
The  effect  was  that  where  there  was  aa 
improvement  which  might  be  very  neoei- 
sary  for  the  holding,  but  wluch  the 
landlord  did  not  deem  to  be  so,  the 
tenant  might  be  assessed  for  it.  There- 
fore, they  were  in  a  worse  position  than 
ever  under  that  Act,  than  if  the  tenanti 
had  been  left  to  make  any  arrangements 
they  could  with  their  landlords.  It  was 
a  most  extraordinary  state  of  thingt* 
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The  tenant  was  put  in  a  worse  position 
by  the  Act  of  1881,  with  regard  to  im- 
provements, than  he  was  by  the  Act  of 
1870,  because,  in  the  Act  of  1870,  he 
was  dealing  with  a  landlord  who  would 
deal  with  him,  in  reference  to  assessing 
rents  upon  improvements,  from  motives 
of  policy ;  but  the  Act  of  1 881  had  taken 
out  of  the  landlord's  hands  altogether 
the  power  of  fixing  rents,  and  put  it 
into  the  hands  of  the  Court,  which  was 
bound  to  decide  the  matter  on  mathe- 
matical and  legal  principles ;  and  the 
legal  principle  was — that  no  matter  what 
improvements  might  be  made  by  the 
tenant,  so  long  as  he  got  a  user  of 
them,  the  Court  was  bound  to  fix  a 
rent  on  them.  Under  the  Act  of  1870, 
the  landlord  was  not  bound  to  assess 
rent  upon  improvements  unsuitable  to 
the  holding ;  but  now  the  landlord  had 
no  power  in  the  matter,  and  the  Court 
was  bound  to  fix  rent  upon  such  im- 
provements. The  Prime  Minister  had 
admitted  that  it  was  not  the  view  of 
Parliament  that  rent  should  be  levied  on 
improvements.  The  cases  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
had  quoted  showed  that  it  was  so  levied. 
Therefore,  he  considered  that  they  had 
made  out  a  very  excellent  case  as  re- 
garded improvements ;  and  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
it  was  not  his  intention  that  rents  should 
not  be  assessed  in  those  cases  ?  What 
were  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  the  other  thousands  of 
tenants  whose  cases  had  yet  to  be  heard? 
Because  of  a  failure  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament, were  these  men  to  go  on  pay- 
ing what  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
had  said  was  unjust  and  beyond  the  in- 
tention of  Parliament  ?  In  effect  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  practically  stated 
that  because  the  House  of  Lords  had 
brought  forward  a  Committee,  and  be- 
caase  he  was  obliged  to  put  down  his 
foot  at  an  early  period  of  the  Session, 
and  say  he  would  not  have  the  Act  of 
last  year  disturbed,  he  did  not  want  to 
take  it  up  again,  notwithstanding  that 
he  saw  his  putting  his  foot  down  was 
doing  an  injustice  to  a  large  class  of  the 
people.  Owing  to  the  decision  in  the 
case  of  "  Adams  v,  Dunseath,"  if  it  con- 
tinued to  be  followed  in  the  cases  of 
some  80,000  tenants  who  had  applied 
to  the  Court,  at  a  fair  percentage  the 
loss  to  the  tenants  would  amount  to 
at  least  £  1 ,000,000.  Yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  because  the  House  of 


Lords  had  asked  for  a  Committee,  that 
he  was  not  prepared  to  disturb  the  Im- 
provement Clauses,  although  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  had  shown  what  the  original  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  and  of  Par- 
liament were,  and  notwithstanding  that 
he  had  instanced  cases  in  which  the  ten- 
ants were  sustaining  considerable  loss, 
and  that,  upon  a  fair  average,  the  loss 
to  the  thousands  whose  cases  had  yet  to 
be  dealt  with  would  amount  to  millions 
of  money.  This  only  impressed  the  more 
strongly  on  the  minds  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers the  real  reason  why  the  Government 
did  not  wish  to  disturb  this  Act  of  Par- 
liament. What  they  were  thinking  of 
was  the  time  of  Parliament.  The  House 
had  not  time  to  attend  to  this  matter. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
of  the  weary  days  and  nights  of  last  year, 
he  might  be  well  excused  if  he  hesitated 
at  the  prospect  of  another  series  of  nights 
such  as  they  had  last  year.  Although, 
in  a  sense,  it  was  to  the  Irish  Members 
a  labour  of  love,  still  they  had  no  desire 
for  it  to  be  repeated.  But  in  plain  justice 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  the  Government 
ought  to  tell  them  what  they  intended  to 
do,  seeing  that  their  failure  to  carry  out 
their  original  intention  of  the  Act  of  last 
year  would  involve  the  Irish  farmers  in 
a  loss  of  so  large  a  sum  of  money.  The 
failure  of  the  Act  in  the  respect  pointed 
out  had  not  been  owing  to  any  laches  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Party,  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  had  brought  forward  an  Amend- 
ment which  would  have  safeguarded  the 
tenants,  and  saved  these  millions  to  the 
tenants;  and  it  would  be  remembered 
that  when  that  Amendment  was  sub- 
mitted, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  he  could  not  conceive  the  proba- 
bility of  any  Court  ever  holding  that 
user  by  the  tenant  was  a  compensation 
for  his  improvements.  The  excuse  given 
for  not  dealing  with  this  matter  was  a 
very  poor  one ;  but  he  saw  in  his  mind's 
eye  a  House  that  would  be  only  too  glad 
to  lend  its  ear  to  tlie  cry  of  the  Irish 
tenant.  But  the  only  House  which  had 
the  time  and  inclination  to  deal  with 
that  important  matter  had  been  de- 
stroyed, and  the  men  who  would  consti- 
tute it  were  powerless.  Therefore,  when 
the  foreign  Government  in  Ireland  had 
to  consider  whether,  from  the  points  of 
view  of  time  and  politics,  they  could  deal 
with  the  question,  it  was  humiliating  for 
the  Irish  Party  to  come  forward  and  to 
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plead  before  foreigners,  knowiDg  well 
that  the  treatment  of  the  question  de- 
pended very  much  on  how  it  would  tend 
to  serve  Party  purposes.  That  was,  un- 
fortunately, the  conclusion  which  was 
forced  on  them.  He  had  dealt  at  sufficient 
length  with  the  first  point — the  improve- 
ments. As  to  the  second,  which  was  that 
the  use  by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors 
in  title  should  be  deemed  compensation 
for  improvements,  the  Court,  in  the  case 
of  **  Adams  v,  Dunseath,"  had  held  that 
the  word  **  improvements  "  meant  the  la- 
bour and  capital  expended  by  the  ten- 
ant on  the  land  which  tended  to  increase 
its  value,  and  not  the  increase  in  value. 
For  those  improvements  the  tenant  was 
to  pay.  Thus,  if  a  man  expended  £1,000 
on  his  land,  according  to  the  Court,  he 
would  be  simply  entitled  to  an  interest 
on  it,  and  not  to  gain  anything  from  the 
improved  working  of  the  land,  owing  to 
this  £1,000  having  been  put  upon  it. 
That  meant  that  if  the  £1,000  brought 
no  interest,  the  tenant  would  receive 
none;  and,  if  it  did,  the  landlord  was 
to  share  it  with  the  tenant.  That  seemed 
to  admit  the  truth  of  the  allegation 
which  had  been  made  in  that  House, 
that  the  improvability  of  the  land  be- 
longed to  the  landlord.  But  he  was 
prepared  to  prove  that  such  was  not  the 
case.  Supposing  a  landlord  had  two 
farms,  and  charged  £50  per  annum  for 
them,  one  being  improvable  and  the 
other  non-improvable,  was  he  to  be  told 
that  £50  did  not  include,  in  the  view  of 
the  landlord,  the  improvability,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  non-improvability  on 
the  other  ?  The  Irish  landlord  was  not 
a  fool,  and  when  he  let  his  land  he 
would  take  care  that  he  fixed  such  a 
rent  as  would  include  the  improvability. 
The  improvability  was  already  taken 
into  account  in  the  rent,  and  all  benefits 
arising  from  any  expenditure  which 
tended  further  to  improve  the  land  must 
necessarily,  in  common  justice,  belong 
to  the  tenant.  This  Bill,  which  the 
Government  had  refused,  was  intended, 
therefore,  to  make  clear  the  decision 
of  the  Court  in  the  case  of  ''Adams 
V.  Dunseath."  He  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion for  a  moment  to  the  pledge  given 
last  year  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
subject  of  town  parks.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  then  said  that  he  could 
see  no  reason  in  principle  why  a  man 
holding  town  parks  land  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  benefit  of  the  Act,  and 
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why  they  Bbould   not  be  treated  like 
other  holdingrs. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  must  have  misunderstood  him. 
He  had  stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  worthy  of  consideration  whether  the 
cases  of  these  persons  ought  not  to  be 
dealt  with  in  some  Bill.  He  had  never 
intended  to  convey  the  belief  that  town 
parks  ought  to  be  dealt  with  like  other 
holding^s. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  this  recalled  to  his 
mind  the  circumstance  that,  in  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  matter,  the  Irish  Memben 
proposed  that  in  respect  to  town  parks 
the  Act  should  be  limited  to  towns  of 
over  6,000  inhabitants,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  could  see  no  principle 
upon  which  distinction  should  be  made 
between  towns  according  to  the  number 
of  their  inhabitants ;  but  he  also  said, 
during  the  course  of  the  coming  Becess, 
he  would  look  into  the  subject.    At  any 
rate,  he  knew  this — that  when  he  had 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  he  could 
give  them  any  idea  as  to  the  area  in 
Ireland  covered  by  town  parks,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman    having   endea- 
voured to  get  the  in  formation  through  the 
only  machinery  for  the  purpose  in  the 
country — namely,  the  Local  Government 
Board — stated  that  he  was  unable  to  find 
the  area.     The  result  was  that  nothing 
whatever  had  been  done  ;    but  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  was  sorry  the  matter  had  as  yet 
remained  undealt  with,  fur  the  view  had 
been  conveyed  to  the  Irish  tenantry  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  inquire  into  it.    These  town  parks, 
unfortunately,  were  very  often  held  by 
persons  carrying  on  some  small  business, 
perhaps    the    business  of   a  publican, 
grocer,   or  general  dealer,   in  a  small 
village.     According  to  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  these  men  were 
not  farmers.     He  held  that  they  were 
traders  first  and    farmers    afterwards. 
The  people  themselves,  however,  if  asked 
what  they  were,  would  describe  them- 
selves as  farmers  first  and  shopkeepers 
afterwards.     These  men  were  excluded 
from  the  Act ;  and  it  appeared  to  them, 
and  to  him  (Mr.  Healy)  also,  very  unfair 
that  this  should  occur  because  a  man 
eked  out  his  living  in  the  way  described. 
Furthermore,  there  was  what  was  called 
land  let  for  accommodation   purposes. 
It  frequently  appeared  that  a  country 
doctor,  with  an  income  of  about  £90  a- 
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Tear,  or  a  parish  priest  or  curate,  whose 
income  was  generally  small,  found  it  ne- 
eeesary,  to  eke  out  his  salary,  to  farm  a 
a  little  land.  That  was  at  once  held  to 
be  accommodation  land,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  those  who  farmed  it 
were  subjected  to  rack  rents.  In  dealing 
with  these  matters  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  take  a  broad  and  compre- 
hensive view,  and  include  all  classes 
within  the  provisions  of  the  Act  except 
a  rery  special  class  indeed,  and  leave  it 
to  the  Court  to  decide  whether  the  rent 
fixed  was  a  fair  one  or  not.  Finall}*,  he 
desired  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  a  very  important 
matter  wliich  was  untouched  by  the  Land 
Act.  There  were  now  some  70,(iOO  casen 
remaining  undealt  with  by  the  Court. 
In  the  60th  section  of  the  Act  it  was 
Stated  that  all  applications  made  to  tho 
Court  up  to  a  certain  time  were  to  be 
considered  as  having  been  made  on  the 
first  day  the  Court  sat,  and,  therefore, 
that  the  rent  fixed  by  it  should  date  as 
from  the  first  rent  day  before  the  Act 
came  into  operation  in  Aug^ust,  so  that 
the  rents  would  date  from  March.  There 
were  60,000  of  the  cases  still  down  for 
bearing  to  which  this  section  would 
apply.  The  Court  was  blocked,  and  it 
might  be  two  or  three  years  before 
the  cases  were  disposed  of.  Therefore, 
while  it  could  cut  down  the  rents  from 
liarch,  1881,  the  landlords  might  in  the 
three  years  the  tenants  were  waiting 
to  have  their  cases  tried,  proceed  against 
them  by  ejectment  and  turn  them  out, 
although  it  might  afterwards  turn  out 
that  the  rents  were  far  t(»o  high,  and 
ought  to  be  lowered  Kome  25  or  t'U)  per 
cent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  merely 
for  the  sake  of  technicality,  because  he 
did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  Tenure 
Clauses  of  the  Bill,  was  going  to  ex- 
clude 60,000  people  from  the  benefits 
of  the  Act.  It  appeared  to  him  (Mr. 
Healy)  that  this  was  a  very  unfortunate 
thing — there  was  something  almost  lu- 
dicrous about  it.  He  could  not  believe 
that  it  had  ever  entered  into  the  heads 
of  the  Government  that  there  would  be 
at  least  60,000  tenants  who  would  have 
made  application,  and  whose  rents  would 
hare  been  cut  down  as  from  the  gale  day 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act.  If  the 
Government  had  imagined  that  there 
would  have  been  such  a  largo  rush, 
■urely  they  would  have  made  arrange- 
ments to  have  safeguarded  the  tenants' 
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interests  until  the  Court  could  ^x  the 
rents  permanently.  They  had  not  made 
such  arrangements,  however.  This  was 
an  Act  for  which  the  tenants  were  told 
they  ought  to  be  grateful ;  but  it  led 
to  strange  anomalies.  But  the  present 
Bill,  whilst  it  carefully  recognized  the 
title  of  the  landlord  to  rent,  said  that 
only  the  Government  valuation  should 
be  made  payable  until  a  fair  rent  was 
fixed,  and  contained  provisions  tho- 
roughly securing  the  tenants  who  were 
waiting  to  have  the  rent  eo  fixed.  The 
Government  did  not  deem  it  necessary 
to  refer  to  this  clause  in  the  Bill,  or 
to  the  poor  people  who,  on  the  faith 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  represen- 
tation, had  gone  into  the  Court,  and 
were  practically  liable  to  be  ship- 
wrecked in  the  meantime  whilst  wait- 
ing to  have  their  cases  heard,  with- 
out any  protection  from  the  Govern- 
ment. It  appeared  to  him  that  this 
was  an  extraordinary  thing,  so  much 
so  that  attention  could  not  be  too 
often  and  too  vigorously  called  to  it. 
It  was  now  proposed  that  until  the  de- 
cision of  the  Court  could  be  obtained 
in  these  numerous  cases,  there  should 
be  a  stay  of  all  proceedings,  and  that 
the  rents  should  be  taken  at  Griffith's 
valuaticm  fmm  the  date  of  the  applica- 
tion which  was  to  relate  back  to  the  day 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act.  Doubtless, 
in  all  liuman  affairs,  most  proposals, 
which  dealt  with  conflicting  interests  as 
between  man  and  man,  were  more  or 
less  imperfect  and  open  to  improvements, 
and  that  Bill,  of  course,  had  its  imper- 
fections; but  he  should  like  to  know, 
bound  as  they  were  to  bring  forward  a 
proposition  on  behalf  of  the  tenant  which 
would  not  have  the  appearance  of  being 
too  much  opposed  to  the  landlord's  in- 
terest, what  proposal  a  body  of  men 
could  have  brought  forward  that  would 
have  been  more  iuipartial  or  more  just 
to  all  parties  interested  ?  If  the  Govern- 
ment had  properly  considered  the  posi- 
tion of  these  tenants,  he  should  have 
thought  they  would  have  done  something 
for  them.  He  would,  therefore,  appeal 
to  them  now  not  to  exclude  this  subject 
from  their  action.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  described  the  bringing  for- 
ward of  that  Bill  that  day  as  a  gleam  of 
light  amid  the  clouds  of  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty, and  had  said  he  believed  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Irish  Home  Rule 
Party  to  make  the  Land  Act  of  1881  a 
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living  reality  in  Irish  minds.  He  de-  |  in  commnnication  with  a  great  manj 
sired  to  impress  upon  the  right  hon.  !  landlords  in  llunster  and  elsewhere,  and 
Gentleman  that  when  a  proposal  of  that  \  all  those  who  were  desirous  of  seeini^ 
kind  was  brought  forward,  it  must  be  i  peace  return  were  willing  to  make  some 
taken  as  an  indication  of  the  desire  of  |  sacrifice,  and  objected  to  the  stringent 
the  Home  Eule  Party,  in  the  first  place,  j  measures  taken  by  a  few  of  their  neigh* 
to  answer  the  charge  that  had  been  hours.  It  would  be  of  the  greatest  poe- 
brought  against  them  of  attempting  to  sibleimportance  that  any  arrangement  of 
upset  and  to  shipwreck  the  Act  of  1881 ;  arrears  arrived  at  should  be  made  oom- 
and,  in  the  second  place,  to  set  them-  pulsory.  In  fixing  the  valuation  of  the 
aelves  right  with  the  country  and  prove    holding  to  come  within  the  operation  of 


their  hondJideM  by  bringing  in  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  which  had  been  described  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House  as  a  moderate  measure. 
Being  a  moderate  one,  it  was  necessarily 
the  result  of  compromise.     He  would 


remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that    they  were   absolutely  unable   to  pay. 


he  had  told  the  Opposition  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  on  the  Bill  of  last  vear 
that  that  was  the  smallest  Bill  the  Go- 
vernment could  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  pass.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  great  difficulty  in  passing  it ; 
but  he  at  length  succeeded,  and  now  he 
(Mr.  Healy)  would  tell  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister in  turn  to  remember  that  this  was 
the  smallest  measure  the  Irish  Party 
would  be  satisfied  with.  Knowing  the 
condition  of  the  country  to  be  what  it 
was,  and  knowing  the  charges  that  had 
been  made  against  them,  it  was  the 
desire  of  the  Irish  Party,  animated  as 
they  were  by  patriotism  and  a  desire 
to  promote  the  best  interests  of  their 


the  Bill  below  £30,  the  hon.  Member  for 
New  Boss  (Mr.  Redmond)  had  shown 
considerable  moderation,  and  had  hit  the 
point  of  almost  absolute  justice,  becanae 
tenants  of  such  holdings  were  not  the  men 
who  could  but  would  not  pay  their  rents ; 


The  proposal  that  all  these  cases  ahonld 
be  adjudicated  on  by  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners appeared  to  him,  however,  to  be 
one  of  the  iU-considered  points  in  the 
Bill.  The  block  of  business  in  the  Courts 
was  already  so  great  that  he  should  be 
sorry  to  see  extra  work  placed  on  its 
shoulders.  A  separate  department  should 
be  formed  in  the  Land  Court  in  Dublin 
for  carrying  out  the  necessary  arrange- 
ments. Power  of  intervention  should  be 
given  to  that  department,  and  a  severe 
penalty  should  be  imposed  upon  anyone 
giving  false  testimony  or  making  false 
affidavits.  With  regard  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  on  the  subject  of 
the  date  from  which  judicial  rents  should 


country,  that  the  Bill  should  be  accepted  I  be  paid,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
as  it  was  presented  ;  but  he  would  tell '  Member  for  Wexfoi^.  It  was  iUogical 
the  House  that,  coming  from  the  quarter  \  to  compel  a  man  whose  name  stood  lower 


it  did.  it  was  the  smallest  measure  they 
would  ask  the  House  to  pass. 

Mr.  0'SnE.\  said,  that  unsatisfactory 
as  was  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
(the  Prime  Minister's)  statement  with 
regard  to  certain  points  of  the  Bill,  he 
sincerely  believed  his  declaration  with 
regard  to  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  deal  with  arrears  would  be 
hailed  with  jov  bv  the  whole  of  Ireland 
to-morrow,  and  would  do  more  for  the 


on  a  list  to  continue  to  pay  a  rack  rent, 
while  another  man  whose  name  stood 
higher  had  to  pay  merely  a  rent  fixed  by 
the  Court.  With  regard  to  leases,  during 
the  progress  of  the  Act  last  Session  he 
had  used  every  means  in  his  power  to 
bring  forward  information,  in  the  hope 
that  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  giving  leaseholders  the  same  ad- 
vantage as  the  ordinary  tenants  from 
vear  to  vear.     He  could  never  under- 


pacification  of  the  country  than  any  num-  |  stand  how  a  contract  made  for  a  term 
ber  of  superior  Resident  Magistrates  or  ■  of  years  became  more  sacred  than  a  con- 
police.  H^  was  glad  there  appeared  to  :  tract  made  for  one  year ;  and  nothiog 
be  a  mode  of  arranging  this  matter  in  had  tended  more  to  unfortunate  dissen- 
a  friendly  way  by — as  the  right  hon.  *  sion  and  to  greater  crime  in  certain 
Gentleman  himself  described  it  —  a  localities  with  which  he  was  acquainted 
"  combination  "  of  all  Parties  in  the  than  the  omission  of  leaseholders  from 
House.  All  sensible  landlords  in  Irelbnd  the  operation  of  the  BilL  The  lease- 
were  most  anxious  that  some  peaceable  holders  saw  on  all  sides  of  them  men 
settloxiient  of  this  question  should  be  .  applying  to  the  Cotfrt.  They  saw  trans- 
arriveJ  at.  He  (Mr.  O'Shea)  himself  was    actions  between  landlord  and  tenant  out 
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of  Court.  Thej  saw  the  advantages 
gained  by  their  neighbours  who  could 
Btate  their  cases,  but  they  themselves 
bad  no  hope  under  the  Act.  It  was  ex- 
tremely mortifying  to  them,  and  it  had 
created  a  sense  of  injustice  in  their 
minds  that  had  led  to  horrible  crimes. 
He  hoped,  then,  it  was  not  too  late, 
although  the  questions  of  tenure  were 
important,  for  the  Government  again  to 
consider  this  matter,  and,  as  they  had 
already  declared  their  intention  to  im- 
prove the  Act  of  last  year,  that  they 
would  go  still  further.  There  was  an 
amount  of  uncertainty  about  the  deci- 
flions  of  the  Court  which  produced  un- 
fortunate results.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  case  of  *'  Adams  t;.  Dunseath  " 
could  remain  without  effect  on  the  Land 
Act,  differing  as  it  did  from  the  in- 
terpretation which  the  Prime  Minister 
Sut  upon  the  clause.  No  theorist  could 
efend  such  a  contradiction  as  there  had 
been  given  effect  to.  He  was  sorry  that 
in  the  Bill  there  had  been  no  mention 
of  labourers,  and  believed  it  was  time 
{hat  some  step  by  a  Eoyal  Commission 
or  otherwise  should  be  taken  to  obtain 
the  evidence  which  would  bring  before 
the  House  the  absolute  necessity  of 
legislatins^  for  this  class.  In  conclusion, 
be  would  earnestly  appeal  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  now  that  they 
were  dealing  with  this  question  in  a 
friendly  spirit,  to  allow  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  in  prison,  and  who  had 
largely  assisted  in  the  preparation  of  the 
present  Bill — for  it  was  the  Bill  of  the 
non.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell) — to  take  part  in  the  discussion 
of  these  subjects  whenever  they  came 
before  the  House.  He  was  sure  nothing 
would  be  lost  by  doing  that.  On  the 
contrary,  it  would  have  a  most  tran- 
quillizing effect. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  he  had 
listened  with  the  greatest  attention  and 
interest  to  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister on  that  the  first  occasion  when  a 
serious  discussion  had  taken  place  on 
the  subject  since  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act.     He  wished  that  some  parts  of  the 

Speech  had  been  a  little  more  clear  and 
efined;  but  the  tone  and  the  expressions 
be  used  were  such  as  to  convey  entire 
satisfaction  to  all  those  interested  in  the 
Land  Question.  At  that  moment  they 
were  in  the  dark  as  to  the  precise  length 
which  the  Prime  Minister  would  go  in 
dealing  with  the  question  of  arrears.    A 


great  advance,  however,  had  been  made 
when  the  Prime  Minister  accepted  the 
necessity  for  dealing  with  the  arrears, 
even  if  it  involved  an  advance  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  There  were  hon. 
Members  who  would  object  to  that,  for, 
unfortunately,  there  was  a  small  section 
in  the  House  who  were  only  willing  to 
give  Ireland  as  much  justice  as  could  be 
given  for  nothing ;  but  he  believed  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed, 
as  he  had  pledged  himself,  to  move  a 
serious  Kesolution  on  this  subject,  he 
would  obtain  the  support  of  an  over- 
whelming majority.  It  was  now  eight 
months  since  this  Land  Act  was  launched. 
From  that  time  to  this  it  had  been,  in 
nautical  language,  so  to  speak,  on  its 
trial  trip,  and  was  now  in  dock  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  repair.  It 
had  been  found  that  its  machinery,  like 
all  new  machinery,  did  not  run  smoothly 
and  completely;  and  it  was  now  once 
more  back  in  dock  for  the  Government 
to  repair,  in  order  that  it  might  be  ren- 
dered more  suitable  for  the  large  num- 
ber of  passengers  it  had  to  carry.  The 
great  danger  the  Act  had  incurred  was 
that  of  being  swamped  by  the  number 
of  passengers.  Eighty  thousand  rushed 
to  avail  themselves  of  it ;  but,  up  to  the 
present,  only  10,000  had  received  any 
benefit.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  he  would 
not  deal  with  the  question  of  lease- 
holders, and  he  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  up  a  logical 
position  on  the  point.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  objected  to  disturb  contracts. 
But  the  Act  of  last  Session  provided  that 
in  the  case  of  every  lease  which  should 
fall  in  during  60  years  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  the  tenant  who  occupied 
under  that  lease  should  be  a  present 
tenant  according  to  the  Act.  There 
could  be  no  greater  interference  with 
contract  than  that,  for  the  material 
covenant  in  all  those  leases  that  at  their 
termination  the  tenant  should  deliver  up 
possession  was  cancelled  by  the  Act  of 
last  iSession.  He  could  see  no  difference 
in  principle  between  setting  aside  a  ma- 
terial covenant  in  a  lease  and  setting 
aside  every  lease  in  Ireland,  and  he  re- 
gretted the  determination  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  could  not  see  why  the  law 
had  not  stepped  in  and  made  them  all 
free  at  one  stroke.  He  had  previously 
pointed  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
during  last  Session  that  the  Act  would 
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be  no  Bettlement  of  the  Land  Question  if 
it  left  r20,000  of  tlie  leaseholders  un- 
provided for.     He  would  not,  however, 
pursue  that  subject  further,  for  he  knew 
how  useless  it  was  to  dificuss  a  suhject, 
especially  one  connected  with  Ireland, 
when  the  Government  had  set  its  foot 
down  and  said,  *'  We  will  fro  no  further." 
With  repjard  to  the  question  of  improve- 
ments, he  rejjretted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  not  followed  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Land  Laws  of  Beng^nl.  That 
principle   was    extremely   simple,    and 
would  have  settled  the  whole  question 
•without  difficulty.    The  Indian  Act  pro- 
vided that  no  extra  rent  should  be  pay- 
able to  the  landlord  by  the  tenant,  un- 
less he  could  show  that  the  value  of  the 
land  had  been   increased  from   causes 
other  than  the  labour  and  capital  of  the 
tenant.     Such  a  provision  would  amply 
protect  the  tenant  for  his  outlay ;  and  if 
the  question  came  before  the  House  in 
a  practical  form,  he  would  endeavour  to 
induce   the   Government    to   accept  it, 
for  it  seemed  to  him  the  simplest  and 
soundest  principle  of  justice  that  could 
be  used  in  the  case  of  Ireland.     As  to 
the  Purchase  Clauses,  he  believed  it  was 
accepted  by  the  House  generally  that 
in  their  development  would  be  found 
the  only  final  solution  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question.     The  compulsory  purchase  of 
estates  was  not  contemplated  by  anyone ; 
but  what  they  wanted  was  that  when 
the  landlord  wished  to  sell  and  the  ten- 
ant to  buy  the  Government  would  ad- 
vance the  money  where  the  security  was 
Bufficient.     He  was  sorry  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  specified  for  the 
satisfaction  of  the  House  the  exact  na- 
ture of  the  proposal  he  intended  to  make 
in   respect  to   arrears.      The  question 
could  not  have  come  upon  the  Govern- 
ment by  surprise,  because  he  (Mr.  Mac- 
farlane)  proposed  an  important  Amend- 
ment on  the  subject  last  year,  which  he 
was  only  induced  to  withdraw  on  the 
introduction  of  the  halting  proposal  in- 
troduced by  the  Government.   He  under- 
stood that  the  Government  would  deal 
with  the  question  some  time  during  the 
Session  ;  but  it  should  be  an  immediate 
Bome  time,  for  during  the  waiting  tenants 
were  being   evicted.     He  thought  the 
proper  course  would  be  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  reinstate  all  the  tenants  evicted 
Bince  the  passing  of  the  Act,  if  they 
could  prove  that  the  arrears  were  caused 
by  rack-renting  or  the  Providential  de- 
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struction  of  the  crops.  He  appealed  to 
the  Government  on  their  belialf.  They 
should  remember  that  the  tenants  were 
being  evicted  in  thousands  for  arrears 
at  the  present  moment ;  and  these  poor 
people  would  be  cast  upon  the  world 
unless  the  measure  contemplated  by  the 
Government  was  made  retrospective. 
Though  he  disapproved  of  much  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  con- 
demned it  as  g^ssly  mistaken  and  in- 
jurious to  the  interests  of  the  ootmtry, 
yet  he  gave  them  credit  for  the  be«t 
motives  in  introducing  the  Land  Act, 
and  in  taking  other  measures  which 
they  had  taken  with  respect  to  Ireland ; 
but  it  was  impossible  for  any  man  to 
govern  a  country  with  which  he  was  not 
very  familiar,  if  he  absolutely  refused  to 
consult  a  single  Representative  of  that 
country.  It  was  impossible  to  derive 
proper  and  sufficient  knowledge  from 
the  permanent  officials  at  Dublin  Castle. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  perfectly 
capable  of  forming  an  opinion  on  any 
subject ;  but  it  was  not  in  human  nature 
not  to  be  afiected  by  the  perpetual  drop- 
ping of  one  story  into  one's  ears.  The 
Representatives  of  the  land  were  not 
the  persons  whose  advice  had  tended  to 
the  pacification  of  Ireland.  It  was  these 
people  whose  principles,  carried  out  for 
so  many  years,  had  brought  Ireland  to 
the  state  she  was  in.  [''Question!*'] 
He  hoped  it  would  be  impressed  upon  the 
Prime  Minister  that  a  few  millions  of 
money  laid  out  in  solving  this  question 
and  in  reinstating  these  tenants  would 
be  money  spent  to  advantage.  Tenants 
so  replaced  would,  he  believed,  never 
give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an  op- 
portunity of  reasonably  suspecting  them 
of  anything  disloyal.  He,  therefore, 
appealed  to  him  to  deal  promptly  and 
liberally  with  this  question  of  arrears, 
the  cost  of  which  would  be  but  as  a 
drop  in  the  ocean  compared  with  the 
expenditure  going  on  in  Ireland  at  pre- 
sent. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  no 
exaggeration  to  say  that  the  issues  sub- 
mitted then  to  the  House  by  that  Bill 
were  in  many  respects  of  quite  as  great 
importance  as  those  which  were  discussed 
at  such  length  last  year,  and  which  most 
persons  hoped  had  been  settled  for  a 
considerable  period.  Personally,  he  did 
not  last  year — any  more  than  he  did 
now — believe  that  the  Land  Act  oould 
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be  a  final  settlement  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion. Indeed,  he  had  prophesied  so  in 
the  House  last  year  in  the  debate  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  on 
more  than  one  occasion  in  Committee. 
He  was  then  told  by  some  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  that  he  was  an  evil 
prophet,  and  that  he  was  doing  his  best 
to  bring  about  the  fulfilment  of  bis  own 
evil  prophecies.  He  did  not  recall  these 
observations  from  any  wish  to  re- open 
old  sources  of  difference  or  dispute,  which 
must  be  painful  and  bitter  to  many  in 
the  House,  but  only  for  this  reason — 
that,  if  upon  this  question  he  ventured 
now  to  say  a  very  few  words,  he  might 
remind  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  that 
what  he  told  them  last  year  had  come 
to  pass—namely,  that  before  there  would 
be  a  single  future  tenant  under  the  Land 
Act,  there  would  be  several  proposals 
made  to  amend  it.  This  Bill  was  the 
first  of  such  proposals,  and  it  contained 
provisions  of  the  utmost  importance  in 
regard  to  three  of  the  main  questions, 
and  in  regard  to  the  four  points  which, 
though  called  subsidiary,  were  likewise 
of  the  utmost  importance.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  paying  a  willing  tribute  to 
the  ability  and  skill  with  which  the  hon. 
Oentletnan  the  Member  for  New  Eoss 
(Mr.  Redmond)  had  submitted  his  case 
to  the  House.  He  would  also  congratu- 
late the  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  friendly 
terms  in  which  he  spoke  of  the  land- 
lords, for  he  expressed  his  own  opinion 
that  whenever  the  hour  of  final  social 
liquidation  arrived,  it  would  not  be 
necessary  for  all  the  landlords  to  leave 
the  country,  but  some  might  be  allowed 
to  remain.  Animated  by  his  example, 
the  h(»n.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  likewise  spoke  in  quite  fiiendly 
terms  of  the  landlords.  Therefore,  he 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  felt  that  he 
could  approach  this  subject  in  the  same 
friendly  spirit  as  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  done.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  arrears,  when  last  year  the  Govern- 
ment submitted  their  proposals,  which 
were  not  part  of  the  Laud  Bill,  he  did 
not  ofPer  any  opposition  to  them.  His 
own  opinion  was,  however,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  only  nibbled  at  the  ques- 
tion. If  he  understood  them  rightly, 
the  Arrears  Clauses  of  the  Land  Act 
were  purely  temporary  clauses,  which 
had  actually  expired  already.  There- 
fore, it  was  not  a  question  of  amend- 
ment, since  the  measure  was  no  longer 


a  piece  of  legislation,  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  now  making  any  change 
of  front  at  all.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
pointed  out  that  the  vital  queHtion  in 
regard  to  arrears  was  this — Were  the 
propositions  which  were  to  be  laid  before 
the  House  for  ultimate  acceptance  to  be 
permiesive  or  compulsory?  His  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaunce's)  own  conviction 
was  that  whatever  was  done  in  this 
matter  ought  to  be  compulsory.  If  it 
were  not  made  compulsory,  they  had  far 
better  leave  it  alone  altogether.  Nobody 
could  fail  to  see  that  the  true  reason  for 
dealing  with  this  question  of  arrears  was 
to  obtain  peace  and  quiet  in  the  land, 
and  what  was  required  was  that  there 
should  be  a  new  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land, when,  if  possible,  all  parties  might 
start  afresh ;  that  there  should  be  a 
burial  of  old  feuds  and  differences ;  and 
that  the  fatal  conditions  of  the  country 
should  be  remedied  so  far  as  it  was 
possible  for  propositions  of  this  kind  to 
remedy  them.  If  they  made  the  law 
optional,  they  placed  it  in  the  power  of 
one  or  two  individuals,  who,  by  their 
own  strong- head edness  or  unwillingness 
to  operate,  would  have  it  in  their  jiower 
to  nullify  intended  legislatiim.  They 
would  thus  deprive  themselves  of  the 
very  objects  they  had  in  view.  It  would 
be  advantageous,  both  to  the  landlord 
and  to  the  tenant,  to  make  these  clauses 
compulsory,  and  he  hoped  that  what* 
ever  the  Government  did  would  be  com- 
pulsory. But  this  was  not  the  only  con- 
sideration which  arose  in  regard  to  this 
question  of  arrears.  The  hon.  Member 
tor  New  Hoss  pointed  out  very  clearly 
that  there  was  an  immediate  connec- 
tion between  his  proposals  in  the  last 
clauses  of  liis  Bill  relating  to  arrears 
and  the  first  two  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
because  he  showed  that  unless  some- 
thing were  done  in  the  direction  of 
the  first  two  clauses,  the  very  con- 
dition of  affairs  which  they  wished 
to  remedy  by  legislating  in  regard  to 
arrears  might  come  into  existence  again 
in  a  slightly  altered  form.  As  regarded 
these  proposals,  he  saw  no  objection  to 
the  1st  clause,  which  provided  that  the 
judicial  rent  was  to  date  from  the  day 
bucceeded  the  date  of  the  application  to 
the  Court.  The  2nd  clause  provided 
that,  pending  the  decision  of  the  Court, 
Griffith's  valuation  was  to  be  takeu  as 
the  rent.  That  proposition,  as  far  as  it 
related  to  Griffim's  valuation,  was  ow 
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which  he  should  feel  bound  to  oppose. 
Every  Commission  which  had  inquired 
into  the  question  had  declared  that 
GriflRth's  valuation  could  not  be  taken 
as  representing  in  any  way  the  existing 
condition  of  things  in  Ireland,  for  it  was 
sometimes  too  high  and  sometimes  too 
low,  and  was  no  actual  criterion  of  the 
value  of  the  land.  As  to  the  block  in 
the  Land  Court,  there  was  no  appreciable 
diminution  in  the  number  of  applications, 
and  the  adoption  of  Griffith's  valuation 
would  not  only  double  but  quadruple 
them.  The  consequence  would  be  that 
the  work  of  the  Land  Court  would  come 
to  a  standstill.  He  was  sure  that  was 
not  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
New  Boss.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
stating  that  th«t  was  a  terrible  blot  on 
the  Land  Bill,  and  he  saw  no  sign  of 
its  immediate  removal.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  appeared  rather  in  a  state 
of  unhappy  optimism  in  considering 
this  question,  and  were  obviously  un- 
willing to  look  the  facts  in  the  face. 
They  continually  spoke  of  the  sensible 
impression  that  was  being  made  in  the 
number  of  cases ;  but  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitxmaurice)  absolutely  denied  the  ac- 
curacy of  such  statements.  Even  where 
decisions  were  actually  given  the  cases 
were  renewable  in  15  years;  there- 
fore, what  the  Government  had  to  show 
was  not  that  cases  had  been  decided, 
but  that  this  enormous  rush  of  busi- 
ness would  be  well  at  an  end  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years  before  the 
expiry  of  the  first  term.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
in  his  speech  at  Derby,  began  talking 
about  sunshine.  An  hon.  Friend  near 
him  suggested  that  it  was  moonshine. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
seemed  to  think  that  the  number  of  eases 
in  the  Laud  Court  was  actually  diminish- 
ing. It  was  the  absolute  duty  of  Parlia- 
ment and  of  the  Government  to  K)ok  in 
the  face  this  questitm  of  a  block  in  the 
Court,  and  to  see  whether  some  arrange- 
ment, even  if  it  were  of  a  rough-and- 
ready  desiTi^>tiou.  could  not  be  made  in 
order  to  diminish  it.  He  would  sujrgest 
that  a  sort  of  flying  Commission  should 
be  sent  into  every  Povir  Law  Union  dis- 
trict^ ci>nsisting  nf  one  person  appointeil 
by  the  head  of  the  Survey  Office,  one 
representing  Parliament,  and  another 
mppinnted  by  the  Land  Court.  This 
(Ximmission  should  he  empowered  to  fix 
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an  interim  rent,  which  would  be  so  much 
above  or  below  Griffith's  raluation.  In 
Ulster  he  believed  that  valuation  would  be 
found  fair.  In  Munsterit  wasnotorioiu 
that  the  valuation  was  made  at  a  time 
when  the  circumstances  were  altogether 
different  from  those  of  Ulster,  so  that  he 
believed  Munster  would  represent  one 
end  of  the  scale  and  Ulster  the  other. 
An  interim  rent  being  ascertained,  he 
would  suggest  that  it  should  be  taken  as 
the  ren  t  pending  appeal.  If  either  land- 
lord or  tenant  liked  to  appeal,  he  should 
be  able  to  do  so  before  the  Land  Court; 
but  if  either  failed  to  g^  to  the  Cooit 
within  a  short  time,  then  the  interim 
rent  should  be  the  fixed  rent.  In  that 
manner  we  should  clear  the  block  in  the 
Land  Court,  for  there  would  be  sent  to 
it  only  the  disputed  cases,  and  there 
would  be  some  chance  of  the  work  being 
done  before  the  end  of  the  first  15  yean. 
But  if  the  Government  really  desired  the 
establishment  of  peace  and  order  in  Ire- 
land, they  must  go  a  step  still  further. 
In  regard  to  smiul  holdings  they  must 
make  up  their  minds  to  fix  a  rent  that 
was  not  to  be  permanently  quarrelled 
over  for  15  years;  there  must  be  some- 
thing practically  approaching  to  a  per- 
manent rent;  and  they  must  give  the 
landlord,  if  he  were  dissatisfied,  the  right 
of  tendering  the  estate  for  purchase. 
He  would  give  the  landlord  the  right  of 
tendering  bis  estate  at  a  certain  number 
of  years'  purchase  of  the  rent  ascertained 
by  the  interim  Commission  in  the  man- 
ner just  described.  He  assumed  that 
the  rent  so  fixed  would  be  low,  and  the 
tenants  would  be  glad  either  to  go  on 
holding  at  that  rent,  or  to  buy  up  the 
estate  in  the  same  manner  that  they 
enfranchised  copyholds  in  England.  In 
this  way  they  should  deal  with  the 
arrears,  as  desired  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
New  Eoss  and  by  the  Government,  and 
they  would  arrive  at  a  way  of  carrying 
out  the  Purchase  Clauses  conformably 
with  the  views  of  the  writer  in  the 
QuatUrljf  RerietCf  which  were  supposed 
to  be  endorsed  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  [•'  No.  no  !  "]  He  heard  an 
hon.  Friend  near  him  say  "  No,  no! "  Let 
him  toll  the  Radical  Party  it  was  of  no  use 
their  saying  **  No,  no !  "  to  these  proposi- 
tions. It  was  high  time  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who,  like  himself,  believed  them- 
selves to  be  just  as  good  Liberab  as  any 
Eadicals  in  the  House,  and  who  also  had 
a  connection  with  Ireland,  ahoidd  say— 
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"Whatever  the  future  of  Ireland  may 
be,  whether  good,  bad,  or  indifferent,  it  is 
perfectly  certain  that  the  very  worst  thing 
that  can  happen  to  Ireland  would  be  for 
her  to  become  the  sport  of  the  Badical 
Party  in  England."  ['*  Hear,  bear  !  "] 
In  saying  that,  he  was  not  working  to 
gain  the  cheers  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site ;  but  still  he  would  say  that  nothing 
oould  be  a  greater  misfortune  than  such 
a  fate.  [**  Hear,  hear ! '']  He  had  the 
courage  of  his  convictions;  and,  although 
he  believed  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union 
would  be  a  great  misfortune,  he  should 
prefer  the  Bepeal  of  the  Union  itself  to 
leaving  Ireland  to  be  "  bally-ragged  " 
and  *' chucked  *'  backwards  and  for- 
wards between  the  two  g^eat  Parties  in 
England.  In  regard  to  this  question, 
he  had  been  alarmed  more  than  he  could 
express  at  the  tendency  he  saw  to  make 
Ireland  the  sport  of  English  Parties; 
the  greatest  offenders  in  this  respect 
were  not  the  Members  of  the  Whig 
Party,  nor  of  the  Liberal  Purty,  nor 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  nor  of  the 
Party  opposite  (the  Home  Rulers) ; 
but  they  were  the  English  Hadical 
Party  who  sat  below  the  Gangway.  It 
was  not  that  Irish  politics  had  so  much 
interest  for  the  Badical  Party  as  that 
they  were  a  means  to  ulterior  opera- 
tions ;  and,  therefore,  he  expressed  his 
individual  opinions  irrespective  of  the 
good  opinion  of  the  Badical  Party  in 
England — great  as  was  his  respect  for 
its  Members — with  which  he  invariably 
acted  on  religious  and  educational  ques- 
tions. Bespecting  another  point,  he 
said  last  year  that  he  was  no  great  be- 
liever in  the  sanctity  of  leases.  The 
justification  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  was 
that  there  was  said  to  be  rack-renting ; 
but  what  proof  had  there  been  that 
there  was  less  under  leases  than  under 
annual  rents  ?  He  had  never  been  able 
to  see  that  there  was  anything  in  a  lease 
which  neces8€Lrily  took  it  out  of  the  pur- 
view of  the  law.  Of  10  farms  five 
might  be  lot  on  lease  and  five  not ;  they 
might  be  intermixed  ;  and  they  were  to 
say  to  the  leaseholder,  because  he  was 
supposed  to  be  in  a  better  position  than 
his  neighbour  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  that  that  was  to  be  an  argument 
for  putting  him  afterwards  in  a  pre- 
sumably worse  position.  It  was  natural 
that  that  should  cause  dissatisfaction 
among  leaseholders,  and  that  they  should 
oomplain  of  having  been  dealt  with  dif« 
ferwitly  from  others ;  and  he  thought 


they  should  be  placed  on  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  them.  He  did  not  see  any 
great  reason  for  objecting  to  something 
being  done  with  reg^d  to  improve- 
ments; but  all  these  questions  were 
thrashed  out  last  year  ad  nauseam,  and 
he  asked  hon.  Members  opposite,  whe- 
ther they  really  thought  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  be  justified  within 
six  months  in  re-opening  all  these  ques- 
tions? [**Yes,  yes!"]  He  must  say 
he  did  not.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  could  not  see  at  all  how  the  whole  of 
this  complicated  question  was  going  to 
be  thrown  again  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  and  still  more  so  in  regard  to 
that  other  question,  on  which  he  frankly 
acknowledged  he  differed  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  Improvement 
Clauses  had,  he  thought,  been  dismissed 
last  year  in  a  manner  which  satisfied 
those  Gentlemen.  Since  then  Mr.  Par- 
nell — he  mentioned  the  hon.  Member  by 
name  as  he  was  not  allowed  to  take 
part  in  this  debate — had  spoken  on 
this  subject,  and  had  used  the  phrase 
**  prairie  value."  [6Vt>*  of  **  John 
Bright !  "]  He  understood  the  phrase 
was  used  by  Mr.  Parnell  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  not  disowned, 
as  a  fair  description  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  proposed.  There  was  in  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  a  translation  of 
^*  prairie  value  ;  "  for  if  its  Clauses  4  to 
8  were  passed,  ''  prairie  value  "  would 
be  an  accurate  description  of  the  worth 
of  land  to  the  landlords.  Now  that,  as 
it  seemed  to  him,  was  the  very  proposi- 
tion that  had  been  said  by  the  Prime 
Minister  to  contain  the  doctrine  of 
public  plunder.  [•*  No,  no  !  "]  If  hon. 
Members  opposite  could  show  that  he 
had  given  an  unfair  description  of  those 
clauses,  let  them  do  so,  and  he  would  at 
once  withdraw  what  he  had  said;  but 
it  certainly  was  his  opinion  that  those 
clauses,  drawn  as  they  were  with  great 
ability  and  great  clearness,  were  deli- 
berately intended  to  compass  that  object 
at  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  had  hinted  when  he  used  the 
words  **  prairie  value."  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  in  his 
most  ingenious  speech,  would  have  led 
the  House  to  believe  that  all  these 
clauses  aimed  at  was  to  put  right  a  little 
matter  touched  upon  in  the  decision  in 
the  case  of  ''Adams  v,  Dunseath  ;"  but  in 
truth  their  effect  would  be  far  greater. 
It  was  true  that  the  last  sub-section  of 
the  5th  clause  did  touoh  the  point  meu* 
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tioued  by  him  in  the  case  of  "Adams  v. 
Dunseath" — namely,  the  decision  that  the 
time  of  enjoyment  of  improvements  was, 
in  certain  cases,  to  be  taken  into  consi- 
deration against  the  tenant  in  ascertain- 
ing his  rent.     If  that  sub-section  had 
stood   alone,  he   was  quite   willing  to 
grant  that  there  would  have  been  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  on  both  sides,  because  it 
was  at  least  open  to  argument  whether 
a  tenant  holding  at  a  low  rent,  for,  say, 
five  years,  had  by  that  low  rent  been 
compensated  for  his  improvements  ?  But, 
taking  Clauses  4  and  5  together,  he  would 
ask  anybody  who  had  read  the  Bill  whe- 
ther it  did  not  go  much  beyond  this? 
If  it  had  merely  been  confined  to  this 
point,  it  would  not  have  been  necessary 
to  go   beyond   the  last  sub-section   of 
Clause  5.  Then,  again,  they  had  Clause  4 
offering  a  definiticm  of  improvements ; 
and  by  the  Ist  and  2nd  sub-sections  of 
Clause  5,  the  presumption  in  regard  to 
improvements  was  entirely  altered.  They 
had  a  provision  in  regard  to  the  rent  of 
a  holding  during  a  statutory  term,  which 
was  undoubtedly  intended  to  make  the 
doctrine  in  Clause  b  still  clearer ;  and, 
lastly,  they  had  the  declaration  respect- 
ing title  by  occupancy,  in  which  it  was 
said  to  be  )>raeticn]ly  the  same  thing  as 
occupancy   by  title.     All  these  clauses, 
taken  together — and  they  must  be  taken 
together — would  leave  the  landlord  the 
happy   possessor   of    something   rather 
less   than    the  **  prairie  value  *'  of  his 
land  ;    and  the  House,  if  it  made  this 
change  at  all,  ought,  at  least,  to  do  so 
with  its  eyes  open.     Do  not  let  them 
believe  they  were  merely  remedying  a 
little  injustice  done  by  the  decision  in 
the  case  of  ''Adams  r.  Dunseath."     He 
(Lord  Edniond  Fitzmaurice)  had  no  wish 
to  discuss  that  case;  but  he  wished  to 
enter   his    protest    against    the   course 
taken  bv  the  lion.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  in  hringiny^  individual  cases 
before  the  House.     Why  did  the  Prime 
Minister  object  to  the  Cunmittee  of  In- 
quiry by  the  House  of  Lords  ?     Was  it 
not  because  the  Sub- Commissioners  were  ' 
to  be  examined  in  regard  to  their  judicial 
decisions  ?     But.  at  least,  those  persons 
would  have  had  an  opportunity  of  an- 
swering on  any  of  the  lacts  mentioned. 
"What   the    lion.  Member  for  Wcxfoixl  j 
did  was,  without  N«itice  to  anybody — to 
c«>tnedown  to  the  House,  bring  up  cases, 
give  figures  and  facts,  and   then  assert ! 
that  there  had  been  gross  injustice,  that  j 
millions  of  property  hod  been  confiscated,  - 
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without  the  persons  whom  he  implicated 
having  an  opportunity  to  reply  to  him. 

Mk.  HEALY :  I  did  bo  because  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  consequence  of  a 
previous  Question  put  by  me  on  the 
subject,  said  that  he  would  watch  the 
operation  of  the  law,  and  would  go  into 
specific  cases.  That  was  a  direct  induce- 
ment to  me  to  notice  this  case. 

L»RD    EDMOND    FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  did  not  know  what  justification 
the  hon.  Member  might  have  had ;  but 
j  it  was  a  most  inconvenient  course.    If 
that  sort  of  thing  was  to  be  continued 
for  the  benefit  and  enlightment  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  it  did  not  seem  to  him 
that  Public  Business  would  make  any 
progress  that  Session.    He  had  no  wish, 
liowever,  to  follow  the  hon.  Member'a 
example,   except  to  say  this — that  ho 
hoped  the  Htmse  would  reserve  its  judg^ 
I  men  tin  regard  to  the  various  allegations 
against  the  Sub-Commissioners.     In  so 
far  as  the  Bill  raised  the  question  of  the 
c<mduct  of  the  Sub-Commissioners,  the 
best  answer  was  that  given  by  the  (Go- 
vernment, that  they  must  take  time  to 
see  how  the  Sub-Commissions  worked. 
Having  heard  a  great  number  of  violent 
attacks  made  both  by  the  landlords  and 
the    extreme    portion    of    the    tenants 
against    these    Sub- Commissioners,  he 
was  glad   to  express  his  own   opinion 
that  he  believed  they   had   done  their 
j  best  to  fulfil  honestly  a   very   difficult 
task  ;  and  even  if  they  had,  but  without 
evil  intention,  done  injustice,  he  recol- 
lected one  thing  that  was  clear — namely, 
that  it  was  the  first  duty  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  to  refrain  from  question- 
ing judicial  decisions.    Those  gentlemen 
whose  names  had  been  of  late  so  often 
brought  forward    in   that   House   and 
**  elsewhere  "ought,  until  they  had  been 
shown  to  be  wrong,  to  have  the  pre- 
sumption of  every  doubt  in  their  favour. 
In   any  case,    if   their  decisions  were 
wrong,  they  could  be  carried  by  appeal 
before  the  Head  Court.     He  must  now 
say    he   was    sorry    for    having    tres- 
passed at  such  length  on  the  attention  of 
the  House ;   but  he  felt  that  upon  that 
Irish  Land  Question  he  occupied  a  dis- 
agreeable position.     He  must  say  this, 
although  he  should  be  showing  himself 
a  peculiar  person,  that  he  had  very  little 
sympathy  indeed  either  with  the  views 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  upon  the 
Irish  Land  Question,  or  with  the  views 
of  a  large  number  of  his  Badical  Friends; 
and  if  ho  were  to  express  his  own  reason 
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for  haying  limited  sjmpathy  with  their 
Tiews  or  positions,  he  should  tell  thorn, 
speaking  with  perfect  frankness,  that  it 
was  because  he  believed  there  was,  in 
regard  to  this  question  of  Ireland,  a 
Teiy  great  want  of  knowled<^e  amongst 
a  great  number  of  Members  of  that 
House ;  and,  although  he  felt  that  the 
Oovernment  had  had  a  most  difficult 
task,  and  had  done  their  best  to  perform 
it — although  nothing  would  induce  him 
to  join  in  the  clamour  that  had  been 
raised  against  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for    Ireland— and  al- 
though he  felt  that  the  Government  had 
acted  most  wisely  in  simply  accepting 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  related  to 
trreara,  and  stating  that  they  would  not 
allow  all  these  tenure  questions  to  be 
re-opened,   yet,   he  equally  firmly  be- 
lieved what  he  said  last  Session,  that  the 
problem  of  Irish  government  was  getting 
more  and  more  difficult,  because  they 
had  removed  all  those  props  and  sup- 
ports one  by  one  on  which  the  whole 
theory  of  Irish  government  rested,  and 
last  year  they  broke  the  last  and  most 
important  of  them — the  power  and  in- 
fluence of  the  landlords.     Without  en- 
tering upon  matters  of  controversy  in 
regard  to  the  Irish  landlords,  what  he 
did  wish  to  insist  upon,  and  what  he 
did  with  the  utmost  respect  urge  upon 
the  Government  was,   that  they  must 
realize,  or  else  facts  stronger  than  they 
would  wish  would  make  them  realize, 
that  the  problem  of  Irish  government 
was  now  entering  upon  a  totally  new 
phase,  that  they  must  form  some  distinct 
plan  of  policy  as  to  what  they  intended 
m  Ireland,  and  what  their  views  were. 
At  all  events,  they  could  not  go  on  drift- 
ing.    His  theory  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard    to    Ireland  was   not, 
perhaps,   altogether  a  united   Cabinet, 
and  that  for  that  reason  they  were  to  a 
certain   extent  inclined  to   drift.      The 
patriotism  of  all  Parties  alike  was  ne- 
cessary and  ought  to  be  united  in  trying 
to  find  some  solution  of  this  Irish  Land 
Question,  which  lay  at  the  root  of  all 
government.     He  lelt  convinced,  how- 
ever,  that  that  solution  would  not  be 
found  by  shutting  their  eyes  to  obvious 
facta  and  plain  warnings.     That  was  his 
contention  in  regard  to  the  point  which 
he  urged  just  now,  when  he  said  that  he 
utterly  differed  from  the  Eadical  Party, 
because  he  heard  them  say  every  day 
that  they  were  for  the  most  drastic  legis- 


lation against  Irish  landlords — ["No, 
no !  *']  —  and  at  the  same  time  they 
were  strongly  opposed  to  the  repeal  of 
the  Union.  There  was  a  certain  amount 
of  difficulty  in  reconciling  these  different 
opinions.  In  thanking  them  for  the 
attention  with  which  they  had  listened 
to  liim,  he  could  only  say  that  they 
ought  to  realize  the  gravity  of  the  situ- 
ation, and  not  to  suppose  that  they  could 
settle  the  question  by  calling  out  ''  No, 
no ! "  whenever  an  independent  Member, 
perhaps  of  peculiar  views,  called  atten- 
tion to  inconvenient  facts  in  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  ( Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice),  who 
had  just  addressed  the  House  with  re- 
markable ability,  had  described  himself 
as  a  peculiar  person.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
could  only  say,  in  answer  to  it,  that  he 
must  confess  to  a  wish  that  there  were 
more  peculiar  persons  of  his  type  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  for,  whatever  might 
constitute  the  peculiarity  of  the  noble 
Lord,  he  was,  at  any  rate,  a  thoughtful 
politician,  and  spoke  not  particularly 
under  the  influence  of  sentiment,  but 
rather  approached  the  type  of  a  cold 
and  logical  doctrinaire.  When  such  a 
Member  expressed  himself  on  that  par- 
ticular question  of  the  political  state  of 
Ireland  in  so  manly  and  straightforward 
a  manner  as  that  which  distinguished 
the  noble  Lord's  utterances  that  even- 
ing, he  (Mr.  Sexton)  felt  they  had  fallen 
in  with  a  remarkable  sign  of  the  times, 
and  in  the  utterances  of  the  noble  Lord 
they  (the  Irish  Members)  saw  the  herald 
of  the  coming  time  when  they  should  no 
longer  trouble  the  House  of  Commons 
with  Irish  questions.  He  (Mr.  Sexton) 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  would  never  have 
to  encounter  a  more  severe  charge  than 
that  made  against  him  by  the  noble 
Lord.  Because,  what  was  the  objection 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  when  he  spoke 
against  his  hon.  Friend?  It  was  that 
he  had  brought  forward  specific  cases 
of  grievance.  His  (Mr.  Sexton's)  expe- 
rience of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
not  long;  but  it  was  long  enough  to 
satisfy  him — and  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  reminding  the  noble  Lord 
upon  the  point  —  that  the  ordinary 
charge  brought  against  Irish  Members 
was  that  they  indulged  too  much  in 
general  complaints  of  grievances,  and 
devoted  themselves  too  little  to  exact 
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and  specific  facta.  He  was  sure  the 
nol)lo  Lord,  on  consideration,  would  see, 
if  his  hon.  Friend  had  committed  a  fault 
at  all,  that  it  was,  at  all  events,  a  venial 
fnult,  and  one  into  which  he  had  been 
led  by  the  accusations  so  frequently 
made  against  Irish  Members.  He  (Mr. 
Sexton)  took  what  was,  perhaps,  the 
most  remarkable  feature  of  that  speech, 
the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord  that 
he  would  prefer  to  see  the  Bepeal  of 
the  Union  granted  than  that  Ireland 
should  always  be  '^shuttlecocked"  be- 
tween the  great  Parties  of  the  State  as  the 
most  creditable  utterance  of  an  English 
Member  in  that  House  within  recent 
years ;  and  he  took  his  stand  beside  the 
noble  Lord  in  thinking,  that  of  all  the 
Parties  which  formed  the  component 
elements  of  that  House,  the  Badical 
Party  had  shown  itself  least  moved 
by  permanent  political  principle,  and 
most  by  Party  requirements,  and  mere 
considerations  of  the  convenience  and 
comfort  of  the  moment.  He  must  con- 
fess that,  in  one  respect,  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister  was  to  him  an 
agreeable  surprise,  and  it  was  especially 
80,  when  he  considered  it,  not  from  a 
practical,  but  from  a  sentimental  point 
of  view.  He  felt  that  the  satisfaction 
with  which  that  speech  was  received 
would  be  derived  infinitely  more  from 
the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
language  than  from  its  substance.  The 
Irish  Members  had  been  so  often  made 
the  target  for  his  denunciation  and 
scorn,  attempts  had  been  so  often  made 
to  stigmatize  them  as  persons  who  fa- 
voured, if  they  did  not  actually  pro- 
mote, outrage  and  crime,  that  it  was  a 
mental  luxury  to  find  the  most  eminent 
authority  in  the  House  deeming  them 
ouoo  more  within  the  palo  and  brother- 
IkhhI  of  human  nature.  They  (the  Irish 
Mombors)  were  always  ready  to  recog- 
nize and  to  reciprocate  even  a  small  ad- 
mission which,  like  that,  need  not  be  re- 
garded as  any  special  compliment.  On 
the  part  of  the  Irish  people  and  the 
Irish  Members  he  claimed  for  them  that 
it  was  not  in  their  nature,  and  it  was 
not  their  desire,  to  be  violent  or  trouble- 
si>me,  or  even  uncivil,  unless  on  despe- 
rate provocation.  Therefore,  he  should 
endeavour  to  follow  the  initiative  set  in 
the  tirst  instance  bv  the  hon.  Member 
for  Now  I\oss  (Mr.  Bedmond),  and  fol- 
lowod  by  the  IVime  Minister,  as  re- 
garded   the   tone  of  the   remarks    be  I 


should  make  use  of;   but,  in  the  fint 
place,  he  was  bound  to  note  that  they 
were  discussing  the  Bill  in  the  absenoe 
of  its  principal  promoter.     They  owed 
that  Bill,  which,  upon  the  admisdcm 
of  the  Government,    was  drawn  with 
so  much  care,  so  much  judgment,  and 
so  much  moderation,  considering  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  to  the  initia- 
tive of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  They  owed  it  to  the 
manliness  and  nobility  of  spirit  which 
had  led  that  hon.  Gentleman,  forgetting 
in  his  prison  cell  the  personal  sense  of 
injury  and  all  feeling  of  resentment,  to 
submit  from  that  coll,   where  he  was 
suffering  unjustly  the  penalties  inflicted 
under  a  coercive  law,  to  the  judgment 
of  the  House  that  most  moderate  and 
reasonable  proposal.     He  and  the  Party 
of  which  he  was  the  accredited,  hon- 
oured, and  recognized  Leader,  had  been 
charged  with  a  desire  to  perpetuate  dis- 
order in  Ireland  ;  one  of  the  most  griev- 
ous, and,  at  the  same  time,  most  base- 
less  charges  ever    made  against  any 
Party,   and    more    particularly   theiia. 
But,  as  his  hon.   Friend  the  Member 
for    New    Boss   had    said,    that  Bill 
was  their  reply.     No  speaker  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  presumed  to  describe 
it  as  anything  but  just,  and,  consider- 
ing the  circumstances  of  their  position, 
a  moderate  Bill ;    and  when  he  said 
that  that  Bill  had  proceeded  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  whoee 
presence  in  the  House  would  be  no  in- 
jury or  loss  to  it,  and  would  be  a  great 
gain  to  the  public  interest,  he  offered  a 
most  conclusive  vindication  of  his  Partf 
against  any  chai^  which  had  hitherto, 
or  might  bo  hereafter,  made  coupling 
that  Party  with  the  perpetuation  of  dis- 
order in  their  country.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork,  presenting  that 
Bill  by  the  hands  of  his  Colleagues,  con- 
veyed to  the  Members  of  that  House  a 
request,  amounting  to  a  command,  to 
say  nothing  which  would  interfere  with 
the  application  of  remedial  legislation, 
or  even  exasperate  the  present  situation 
in   Ireland.     The  Prime  Minister  had 
avowed  that  his  object  was  to  narrow 
the  field  of  the  debate ;  but  in  one  re- 
spect, so  far  from  narrowing  the  field, 
he  widened  it  by  volunteering  informa- 
tion on  a  subject  which  they  did  not  in- 
troduce, and  on  which  they  did  not  feel 
any  need  of  information.  The  right  hon 
Gentleman  said  that  one  of  the  elements 
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of  tlie  Iriflli  case  was  the  preservation  of 
law  and  order,  and  that,  upon  nn  early 
daj,  the  GoTemment  intended  to  offer 
farther  proposals.  Their  (the  Irish 
Members')  experience  of  the  Govern- 
ment during  its  two  years  of  Office,  and 
fhe  inferences  that  they  had  drawn  from 
that  experience,  had  not  led  them  to 
think  that  the  Government  would  be 
■lack  in  the  preservation  of  law  and 
order.  They  felt  that  the  Government 
would  be  always  up  to  the  level  of  the 
occasion,  if  they  did  not  exceed  it ;  and, 
therefore,  they  would  have  been  content 
if  the  Prime  Minister  had  actually  nar- 
rowed the  debate,  and  had  not  offered 
them  information  of  which  they  had  no 
need.  The  main  aspect  of  the  Premier's 
speech,  however,  lay  in  his  declaration 
tnat  that  Bill  largely  opened  the  Lease 
and  Tenure  Clauses  of  the  Act  of  last 
year,  and  in  his  further  dictum  that  the 
Tenure  Clauses  were  not  to  be  disturbed. 
If  he  could  feel  that  that  declaration 
eprang  out  of  a  sense  in  the  Premier's 
mind  that  the  Tenure  Clauses  had  proved 
ineffective  for  their  purpose,  or  out  of  a 
lenae  that  any  system  of  dual  proprietor- 
ahip  of  the  soil  in  a  country  where  the 
landlord  and  tenant  classes  had  not  one 
Bodal  or  political  feeling  in  common, 
and  where  no  ties  of  affection  had  dis- 
tinguished them  in  the  past,  if  he  could 
fieeTthat  the  Premier's  refusal  to  disturb 
these  Tenure  Clauses  arose  from  his  sense 
of  impossibility  of  having  any  dual  pro- 
prietorship in  the  soil  in  Ireland,  he 
would  be  content  with  the  refusal.  Fur- 
ther, if  he  thought  that  the  Premier 
Ibrebore  to  deal  with  the  Tenure  Clauses 
because  he  felt  that  the  Land  Question 
could  only  be  settled  by  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary, he  could  have  regarded  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  refusal  as  ade- 

Suate  and  wise ;  but  there  was  little 
oubt  the  Premier's  unwillingness  to 
deal  with  the  subject  arose  rather  from 
a  parental  affection  for  his  legislative 
offspring — arose  rather  from  the  hope, 
which,  even  in  his  mind,  must  now  be 
almost  a  despairing  hope,  that  the  Tenure 
Clauses  might  eventually  be  made  to 
work.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  could  under- 
stand the  unwillingness  of  the  Prime 
Minister  thus  early  to  interfere  with  the 
work  of  his  own  hand  ;  and  he  would  be 
unworthy  of  the  position  of  a  public  Re- 
presentative, if  he  did  not  make  allow- 
ance for  that  part  of  human  nature  which 
m  a  Statesman  led  him  to  approach  too 


late  the  reformation  of  his  own  work. 
But  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  denied  the  sanctity 
of  any  Act  of  Parliament.  The  proper 
moment  for  amending  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  the  moment  it  was  proved  to 
be  ineffective  ;  and  the  earlier  they  pro- 
ceeded to  the  work  of  necessary  reforma- 
tion, the  more  effectually  did  they  fulfil 
their  legislative  duty,  and  the  better 
would  it  be  for  the  public  interest.  As 
to  the  Tenure  Clauses,  how  stood  the 
case  with  regard  to  leases  ?  He  had  no 
sympathy,  to  say  nothing  of  patience, 
with  the  most  unmeaning  superstition 
which  made  hon.  Members  cling  to  the 
theory  of  freedom  of  contract  in  Ireland. 
No  such  freedom  existed.  The  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice),  with  a  frankness  which  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  could  not  too  much 
admire,  admitted  that  the  pressure  of 
rack  -  renting  was  probably  as  severe 
on  the  holders  of  leases  as  on  the 
tenants  from  year  to  year,  and  ob- 
viously must  be  so.  It  was  notorious 
that  leases  which,  in  England,  were  con- 
sidered as  some  concession,  were,  in 
Ireland,  engines  for  extracting  money 
from  the  tenants  in  the  shape  of  fines, 
and  for  imposing  the  most  onerous  con- 
ditions. If  it  were  the  landlord's  interest 
or  whim  to  rack-rent  his  tenants  from 
year  to  year,  why  should  he  forbear  to 
do  so  with  those  on  whom  he  had  im- 
posed leases?  In  short,  they  were 
ingenious  engines  of  oppression.  The 
House  had  interfered  to  save  the  tenant 
from  year  to  year,  because  his  contract 
was  purely  verbal ;  but  what  equitable 
difference  could  there  be  in  the  eyes  of 
a  reforming  Legislature  between  injus- 
tice perpetrated  under  a  parole  agree- 
ment— an  agreement  by  word  of  mouth 
— and  injustice  perpetrated  in  ink  and 
sanctioned  by  sealing  wax  ?  In  99  cases 
out  of  every  100,  the  free-will  of  the 
leaseholder  had  not  been  exercised  to 
safeguard  his  rights.  He  found  from 
the  Parliamentary  Betum  just  issued, 
that  only  1,400  leaseholders  applied  to 
the  Land  Court  to  have  their  leases 
voided.  On  a  moderate  assumption, 
there  were  80,000  leaseholders  who  did 
not  come  within  the  operation  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  of  the  1,400  who  applied, 
only  72  had  their  leases  broken.  Yet  the 
Government  and  the  House  were  de- 
luding themselves  with  the  fond  idea  that 
they  could  hope  for  tranquillity  in  Ire- 
land, while  they  left  80,000  leaseholders 
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to  be,  as  the  noble  Lord  aptly  expressed 
it,  centres  of  disaffection  throughout  the 
country.  Any  man  who  considered  the 
question  calmly  and  dispassionately  must 
see  that  it  was  idle  and  futile  to  hope 
for  any  permanent  good  from  any  settle- 
ment of  the  Land  Question  which  left 
80,000  leaseholders  to  feed  upon  their 
sense  of  wrong.  He  further  held  that 
on  the  question  of  improyements,  their 
claim  to  reform  the  Land  Act  was  already 
amply  established.  The  case  of  ''Adams 
V.  Dunseath"  was  plainly  overturned  and 
destroyed  by  the  natural  effect  and  in- 
terpretation of  the  Healy  Clause.  The 
noble  Lord  appeared  to  attach  a  strange 
interpretation  to  the  expression  *' prairie 
value  '*  of  land.  Now,  that  expression 
did  not  mean  the  value  of  waste  land  or 
land  commonly  known  as  prairie;  it  was 
the  value  of  land  when  in  a  state  of  pas- 
ture, which  included  lands  in  various 
degrees  of  fertility.  Their  claim  was 
that  whatever  was  added  after  the  land 
had  passed  from  the  landlord  to  the 
tenant  belonged  to  the  tenant,  and  that 
no  length  of  time  during  which  he  had 
been  enjoying  his  own  improvements 
could  ever  entitle  the  landlord  to  have 
the  property  in  those  improvements 
transferred  to  himself.  By  the  judg- 
ment in  **  Adams  i>.  Dunseath,"  how- 
ever, it  was  declared  that  the  length  of 
time  during  which  a  tenant  had  been 
enjoying  his  improvements  might  ope- 
rate to  destroy  his  right  of  property 
in  them,  and,  if  the  landlord  had  for- 
borne to  exact  an  increased  rent,  that 
fact  might  be  counted  in  his  favour.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  however,  it  would  be 
safe  to  assume  that  landlords  in  Ireland 
had  generally  exacted  as  much  rent  as 
they  could  conveniently  get.  Then,  as 
regarded  the  question  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary and  the  Purchase  Clauses,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  dealing  with 
the  subject,  evaded  a  most  important 
part  of  the  Land  Question,  because  he 
said  a  Motion  would  presently  be  offered 
from  the  other  side  of  the  Ilouse.  In- 
stead of  saying  that,  however,  he  had 
better  have  made  a  declaration  on  the 
subject  that  day.  It  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Sexton)  that  a  game  of  ** hide-and- 
seek*'  was  being  played  by  the  two 
great  Parties  in  the  Ilouse.  The  Minis- 
terialis>ts  and  the  Opposition  Party  were 
competitors  in  their  plagiarism  of  the 
Land  League  policy.  They  had  both 
•asented  already  to  the   Isl  article  of 
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the  Land  League  policy,  and  they  were 
both  now  trembling  on  the  Terge  of  a 
plunge  into  the    2nd   article;  but  tha 
Prime  Minister,   before  he   committed 
himself  to  any  statement  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  establishment  of  a  national 
purchase  scheme  for  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land, was  anxious  to  hear  what  could 
be  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  (Mr,  W. 
H.  Smith).    He  (Mr.  Sexton)  would  have 
thought  that  a  Statesman  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  sure  and  long-proren 
power  of  initiative,    and  being  at  the 
head  of  a  great  majority  in  the  House, 
would    have    scorned    to  wait   till   he 
had  heard  what  his  opponents  had  to 
say ;  but  that  he  would  have  come  down 
to  the  House,  and,  recognizing  that  the 
purchase  system  must   be  the  ultimate 
solution  of  this  Land  Question,  wouU 
be  prepared  to  anticipato  his  opponents, 
and  instead  of  waiting  for  an  opportu- 
nity to  *^  dish  "  them  after  they  had  de- 
clared their  views,  would  have  had  the 
frankness  to   declare   at  once  what  he 
himself  intended  to  do.     To  show  the 
urgency  of  the  "  purchase  "  scheme,  he 
need  only  refer  to  a  Parliamentary  Be- 
turn  lately  issued,  as  being  one  out  of 
several  grounds  upon   which  it  might 
be  pressed.     According  to  that  Paper, 
76,000  applications  had  been  made  to 
the  Court;    4,000  cases  only  had  been 
dealt  with,  and  he  challenged  contra- 
diction when  he  said  that  the  Courts, 
as  an  almost  universal  rule,  kept  abore 
the  level  of  Griffith's  valuation.     More- 
over, since   the   speech  of    the   Prime 
Minister,   two    months    ago,    in  which 
he    said    that    the    largest    reductions 
would  be  made  in  the  cases  first  heard, 
this    significant    result    occurred,  that 
the  reductions  had  become  more  meagre 
and    less   adequate   to    the    necessities 
of   the    caso    than    they   were   before. 
Griffith's  valuation  included  all  the  im- 
provements made  by  the  tenant  up  to  )0 
years  ago;  and  he   (Mr.  Sexton)  need 
not  say  more  to  convince  the  House  that 
by  the  ruling  of  the  Sub-Commissioneis 
in  fixing  these  judicial  rents,  the  im- 
provements   of  the  tenants  were  noir 
being    confiscated,    the   judicial    rents 
which  tenants  were  being  called  upon  to 
pay  being  rents  fixed  upon  their  own 
improvements.     Would  any  Member  of 
the  House  say  that  such  a  settlement 
could  permanently  pacify  Ireland  ?  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Edmond  Fit» 
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manrice)  said  that  if  tbe  Healj  Clause 
and  the  doctrine  of  improvements  were 

E ashed  to  their  logical  conclusion,  the 
mdlords  would  not  be  left  an3'thing 
worth  having.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  did  not 
feel  constrained  to  contest  in  any  great 
deg^e  the  contention  of  the  noble  Lord ; 
but  if  the  improvements  effected  by  the 
tenants  were  of  such  a  character  that  to 
allow  the  tenants  to  assume  property  in 
thoi>e  improvements  would  be  to  reduce 
the  landlord's  interest  to  nothing,  surely 
this  was  proved — that  the  continuance 
of  a  dual  proprietorship  in  Ireland  was 
impossible ;  it  proved  that  the  position 
of  the  landlord  was  untenable  ;  it  proved 
that  if  morality  was  to  be  courageously 
applied  to  his  position,  he  must  starve  ; 
ana,  therefore,  that  the  only  logical 
escape  from  the  difficulty  was  that  the 
■ystem  of  dual  proprietorship  should 
cease,  and  that  the  landlords  must  be 
paid  off.  or  find  themselves  in  a  condi- 
tion of  beggary.  He  would  pass  to  an- 
other very  singular  fact.  He  had  said 
that  4.000  cases  had  been  heard  by  the 
Sub-Commissioners;  and  how  many  had 
been  appealed  against  ?  One  thousand 
four  hundred  had  been  appealed  against, 
and  of  those  1,400  appeals  the  Court 
of  Appeal  had  decided  195.  But,  what 
was  a  singular  fact  with  regard  to  these 
195  decisions?  An  undeniable  fact  was 
this — the  Chief  Commissioners,  in  their 
judgments,  had  kept  so  close  to  the 
figures  of  the  official  valuators,  as  to 
adopt  them  almost  entirely.  On  what 
principle  did  tbe  official  valuators  pro- 
ceed ?  They  proceeded  on  the  principle 
of  ascertaining  the  present  fair  letting 
Talue  of  the  farms  ;  and  the  consequence 
was  that  there  had  been,  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  a  complete  confiscation  of  the 
occupancy  right  of  the  tenant,  and  of 
his  entire  property  in  his  improvements. 
Bad  as  the  decisions  of  the  Sub- Com- 
missioners had  been,  they  were  good 
and  liberal  compared  with  the  final  deci- 
sions of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  It  was 
absurd  to  think  that  rents  fixed  on  those 

frinciples  could  satisfy  the  farmers  of 
reland.  The  facts  he  had  submitted 
showed  the  urgent  necessity  for  the 
adoption  of  the  **  purchase "  scheme, 
and  the  abolition  of  the  system  of  dual 
proprietary.  The  only  question  on  which 
the  Premier  gave  them  a  positive  answer 
was  upon  the  question  of  arrears ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Sexton)  confessed  that  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  promise  he  saw 


little  cause  for  congratulating  his  coun- 
try. No  language  that  he  could  use 
could  convey  to  the  House  his  sense  of 
the  importance  of  the  terrible  question 
of  arrears.  There  were  500,000  tenants 
in  Ireland  who  had  not  applied  to  the 
Land  Courts  at  all,  and  uf  the  number 
who  had  applied  10,000  had  not  their 
cases  heard,  and  years  must  elapse 
before  they  could  have  them  heard. 
What  was  happening  in  Ireland  in  the 
meantime?  One  hundred  thousand 
tenants  were  in  arrear,  and  they  were 
being  evicted,  or  intimidated,  under 
threat  of  eviction,  from  seeking  the 
protection  of  the  Land  Courts.  He 
knew,  indeed,  of  numerous  cases  in 
which  tenants  who  had  gone  into  the 
Court  had  since  been  coerced  to  with- 
draw from  it  under  a  threat  of  that 
kind.  This  was  a  proof  that  the  with- 
drawals of  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  made  so  much  had  thus,  in  many 
cases,  been  negotiated  under  duress. 
The  furious  and  shameful  riot  and  car- 
nival of  eviction  never  had  such  free 
way  in  Ireland  as  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. The  saddest  document  he  ever 
saw  was  the  last  Betum  of  Evictions 
for  the  quarter  ending  31st  March.  It 
showed  that  even  the  fell  licence  of  last 
year  had  been  exceeded.  It  showed  that 
in  throe  months  7,000  persons  had  been 
turned  out  on  the  highway.  Of  those, 
4,000  had  been  denied  even  the  poor 
privilege  of  caretakers ;  and  now  the 
chosen  lieutenants  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land were  beginning  to  develop  their 
new  policy,  by  refusing  to  allow  the 
Land  League  to  spend  the  funds  at  its 
disposal  in  providing  these  poor  people 
shelter  in  the  shape  of  huts.  To  what 
were  they  to  be  condemned  ?  To  wander 
over  the  country,  to  drift  into  the  lanes 
and  slums  of  the  adjoining  towns,  to 
have  no  hope  and  no  heart,  to  be  given 
up  to  the  counsels  of  wretchedness  and 
despair,  and  to  end  their  days  in  misery 
and  starvation.  How  much  time  was  to 
elapse  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  perfect  his  policy?  Delay  in 
settling  this  question  would  tend  to  an 
increane  of  crime  in  Ireland,  and  he 
warned  the  Government  to  waste  no  time 
on  this  question,  for  every  day  was  act- 
ing against  the  interests  of  peace  and 
order  in  Ireland.  He  wished  he  could 
think  the  promise  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  something  more  than  words. 
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It  was  so  carefully  hedged  around,  it 
was  such  a  m artel  of  dtpldme,  it  was  so 
judiciously  guarded  by  plausible  condi- 
tions and  by  subtle  references  to  future 
development  and  contingencies,  that  he, 
seeing,  on  the  one'  hand,  that  miracle  of 
phrase  and  the  marvel  of  judicious  and 
careful  statesmanship,  and  on  the  other 
the  terrible  fact  of  the  eviction  of  thou- 
sands of  families,  together  with  their 
state  of  despair,  and  the  hunting  policy 
pursued  by  the  magistrates  of  the  right 
non.  Gentleman,  greatly  feared  that  the 
policy  which  he  contemplated,  depend- 
ing upon  so  many  contingencies  and 
taking  so  many  months  for  its  comple- 
tion, would  not  run  as  fast  as  the  evils 
which  must  inevitably  follow  from  the 
conduct  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  satisfied 
that  Irish  opinion  was  in  favour  of  a 
settlement  of  the  question  of  arrears  by 
a  compulsory  plan.  No  other  plan  would 
settle  it.  He  (Mr.  Sexton)  told  the 
House  frankly,  with  regard  to  those 
arrears,  which  never  had  any  founda- 
tion in  morality,  and  which  the  poor 
tenants  who  were  liable  for  them  ex- 
pected would  have  been  wiped  out  by 
the  Land  Act  of  last  year,  that  to  expect 
those  poor  creatures,  already  overloaded, 
to  consent  quietly  to  pay  them  in  yearly 
instalments  in  addition  to  their  judicial 
rents,  was  more  than  human  nature 
could  expect.  The  arrears  must  be 
settled  by  a  gift,  if  settled  at  all.  If 
there  was  any  moral  to  be  drawn  from 
the  action  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  in 
anything  that  had  hitherto  occurred  in 
connection  with  the  question,  it  was  that 
any  law  depending  upon  voluntary  action 
on  their  part  would  be  a  dead  letter. 
There  must  be  compulsion,  or  there 
would  be  no  practical  effect.  He  did 
not  think  the  evicted  tenants  would 
feel  that  that  promise  made  to-day  by 
the  Prime  Minister  afforded  any  reason 
for  their  hoping  anything  would  come 
of  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
touched  upon  so  many  conditi(ms  that 
he  might  retreat  from  his  promise  with- 
out much  difficulty,  for,  in  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  six  omni- 
buses could  drive  through  the  passage 
which  he  had  left  for  escape.  He  hoped, 
hovrever,  the  Government  would  apply 
themsolves  to  this  terribly  grave  ques- 
tion of  arrears.  Upon  the  whole,  he 
was  obliged  to  say  that,  although  the 

Mr.  S$xton 


Government  complimented  the  hon. 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party  upon  the 
moderation  of  their  Bill,  and  on  the 
judgment  which  had  distinguished  the 
manner  in  which  they  submitted  it  to 
the  House,  he  was  afraid  that  was  all 
they  had  guaranteed  to  them  as  theii 
reward.  It  was  said  that  virtue  had  ita 
own  reward  ;  and  certainly  the  Iri^h 
Party  could  only  console  themselves  with 
that  reflection,  because  any  external  re- 
ward in  the  speech  of  the  Premier  he 
had  sought  and  failed  to  find. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Sexton)  in  the  very  hope- 
less conclusions  which  he  had  drawn 
from  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  believed  the  Prime  Minister  meant 
what  he  said  when  he  spoke  of  the 
question  of  arrears  as  one  demanding 
tiieir  immediate  attention.  Of  course, 
his  language  was  guarded — and  veiy 
naturally  so,  because  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
supposed  it  was  possible  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  heard  the  speeches  of 
several  of  the  Irish  Members  on  the 
subject,  and  he  rather  thought  no  two 
of  them  had  agreed  on  the  subject 
["Oh,  oh!"]  Very  likely  the  Prime 
Minister  haa  several  proposals  on  the 
subject  before  him.  He  (Mr.  Shaw) 
wished  to  say  that  he  also  heartily 
agreed  in  the  expressions  already  used 
as  to  the  moderation  of  the  Bill,  con- 
sidering the  names  of  the  Gentlemen 
who  were  inserted  on  the  back  of  it, 
and  their  position  and  antecedents.  He 
did  not  approve  of  some  things  in  the 
Bill;  but  he  would  announce,  without 
hesitation,  his  intention  of  supporting 
it  if  it  went  to  a  division.  It  touched 
the  most  important  points  in*  the  Land 
Act  of  last  year  which  required  amend- 
ment. He  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Sexton)  in  his 
view  of  the  urgency  of  this  question  of 
arrears.  It  was,  to  his  mind,  at  the 
very  foundation  of  the  possibility  of  the 
settling  of  this  Land  Question,  and  not 
only  was  it  at  the  very  foundation  of 
the  settling  of  that  question,  but  at 
the  very  foundation  of  the  settlement  of 
the  social  state  of  the  country.  Befer- 
ence  had  been  made  to  circulars;  bat 
he  thought,  as  a  rule,  crime  could  not  be 
traced  to  them.  He  thought,  as  a  general 
rule,  crime  in  Ireland  was  to  be  traced 
to  local  causes,  and  those  local  cauaeR,  in 
liiuo  cases  out  often  arose  from  evictioni 


1588    Ztmi  Lm9  {Irthmi)  Jet    (Apexl  26,  1883)     (IB^l)  AmmdmintBia.    1684 


which  the  people  thought  and  believed 
in  their  hearts  to  be  cruel  and  unjust. 
Therefore,  if  the  House  in  its  wisdom 
eould  in  any  way  stop  these  evictions, 
many  of  which  had  been  cruel,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  go  an  immense  way  to 
•top  the  crime  in  the  country.  With 
regard  to  arrears,  he  did  not  care  to 
express  his  views  until  the  Government 
proposal  was  before  them.  His  own 
opinion  was  that  very  likely  they  might 
be  able  to  make  some  mixture  of  the 
two  principles.  They  might  be  able  to 
put  such  inducement  before  the  land- 
MMrds  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
whatever.  In  settling  the  question  of 
arrears,  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  take  the  landlords  into  conside- 
ration, as  he  was  quite  sure  that  in 
many  respects  there  was  no  class  of  men, 
except  the  poor  unfortunate  evicted  ten- 
ants in  the  country,  deserving  of  more 
sympathy  than  many  of  the  landlords 
in  Lreland.  These  arrears  seemed  to 
the  landlords  the  best  possible  hold  they 
had  over  the  tenants  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  get  anything  like  a  fair  settle- 
ment ;  and  they  could  not  expect  them 
all  at  once  to  throw  over  the  arrears. 
In  fact,  they  must  induce  them,  by 
liberal  means,  to  come  in  and  settle  this 
question.  He  hoped  they  would,  to  some 
extent,  put  money  in  their  pockets.  The 
question  of  purchase  was  also  an  im- 
portant one.  He  was  quite  sure  no  one 
would  derive  more  advantage  and  relief 
from  the  purchase  of  their  estates  than 
many  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  them- 
selves. Many  of  them,  he  believed, 
were  in  a  most  distressed  condition. 
They  were  men  of  the  worthiest  charac- 
ter, men  with  largo  families,  not  brought 
np  to  industry  in  any  way,  or  who  had 
now  nothing  but  misery  and  want  staring 
them  in  the  face.  He  was  not  one  of 
those  who  said  that  landlords  should 
be  banished.  He  believed  there  always 
would  be  landlords  in  Ireland,  notwith- 
standing the  sentences  they  had  earned 
from  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He 
believed  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
eventually  be  the  best  judges  themselves 
as  to  whether  they  should  be  tenants  or 
purchasers.  He  would  give  them  every 
ucility  for  the  two  things,  and  they 
might  trust  to  their  own  shrewdness  to 
determine  what  they  considered  best  for 
themselves.  He  did  not  see  why  the 
Irish  Party — by  which  he  meant  not 
alone  the  hon.  Members  opposite,  but 


the  Oonservative,  Whig,  and  rational 
Home  Hule  Members  from  Ireland — 
could  not  take  up  this  question  and 
other  questions  that  were  really  demand- 
ing settlement,  and  produce  some  feasible 
plan  among  themselves,  and'  not  place 
themselves  in  the  hands  of  English  Par- 
ties, who  would  deal  with  them  for  their 
own  purposes.  They  could  settle  the 
three  great  points — the  question  of  ar- 
rears, of  purchase,  and  of  leases.  He 
did  not  profess  to  understand  the  legal 
question  ;  but  there  were  many  hon. 
Members  who  would  do  so.  Then  there 
was  another  important  point.  When 
acting  on  the  Bessborough  Commission, 
he  (Mr.  Shaw)  never  found  a  single 
farmer  anywhere  in  Ireland  —  either 
North,  South,  East,  or  West — who  put 
forward  the  principle  that  the  landlord 
was  not  to  get  anything  from  the  in- 
creased value  of  the  land;  they  all  stated 
that  was  what  was  called  the  unearned 
increment — he  did  not  know  whether 
they  understood  it — of  the  land  belonged 
fairly  to  the  landlord.  He  believed, 
however,  it  was  entirely  against  the 
spirit  of  the  Land  Act  to  give  the  land- 
lords the  greatest  part  of  the  improve- 
ments of  the  land,  and  if  the  decision 
about  which  so  much  had  been  said 
upset  that  principle — he  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  against  its  letter ;  but, 
no  doubt,  the  legal  Gentlemen  connected 
with  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
give  their  attention  to  the  matter  as 
quickly  as  possible,  and  endeavour  to 
remedy  it.  Ho,  however,  believed  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  would  not  demand 
the  major  part  of  the  improvements 
effected  by  the  tenants.  But,  leaving 
that  aside,  there  were  the  three  great 
points  which  could  be  settled  by  the 
Irish  Members  together,  and  they  ought 
to  meet  together  and  settle  these  things. 
He  would  here  take  an  opportunity  of 
referring  to  another  matter,  entirely  of 
a  personal  character.  He  thought  it 
was  only  right  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  had 
said  that  he  (Mr.  Sliaw)  had  complained 
be(!ause  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  not  consulted  him  on  Irish  ques- 
tions. He  might  practically  say  that  he 
never  complained  of  anything  of  the 
kind.  On  the  Land  Question,  and  on 
Bills  of  a  similar  character,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  often  consulted 
him ;  and  ho  had  never  hesitated,  whe- 
ther consulted  or  not,  to  let  him  know 
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his  own  opinion  on  sucli  matters.  But 
he  must  say  that  both  the  ripfht  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Prime  Minister  al- 
ways received  his  views  with  the  greatest 
kindness  and  consideration. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  said,  that  he 
said  that  he  understood  that  both  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had 
complained  of  not  having  been  consulted 
on  the  subject.  He  begged  to  withdraw 
the  statement. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  that  was  with  refer- 
ence to  another  question  concerning  Ire- 
land, upon  which  the  Government  had 
never  consulted  him,  because  they  had 
a  very  shrewd  notion  of  the  kind  of 
advice  he  would  give  them,  and  that  it 
would  be  unpalatable.  He  had  always 
been  opposed  to  the  policy  of  repression 
in  Ireland,  which  he  believed  to  be  en- 
tirely unnecessary,  and  an  incentive  to 
the  evils  existing  in  that  country.  The 
sooner  the  Government  returned  to  com- 
mon sense  in  that  direction  the  better 
would  it  be  for  the  peace  of  the  country; 
and,  until  they  did  so,  they  would  never 
arrive  at  the  results  which  they  de- 
Bired. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  debate  of 
that  day  had  naturally  been  looked  for- 
ward to  with  considerable  interest  and 
anxiety,  not  only  from  the  intrinsic  im- 
portance of  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  New  Ross  (Mr.  Red- 
mond), but  also  because  it  was  dis- 
tinctly and  ostentatiously  put  forward 
that  the  Prime  Minister  would  make  an 
important  rommunication  to  the  country 
and  the  House  as  to  the  methods  of 
government  to  be  pursued  in  Ireland  as 
regarded  the  landed  institutions  of  the 
country.  In  consequence  of  that  ex- 
pectation, the  House  at  12  o'clock  pre- 
sented an  unwonted  appearance  in  re- 
spect of  the  number  of  hon.  Members 
present.  The  general  expectation  to 
which  he  referred  was  arrived  at  largely 
from  the  Prime  Minister's  own  language 
used  in  that  House  on  more  than  one 
occasion  witliin  the  last  10  days.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
that  day  as  the  period  when  he  would 
give  an  explanation,  and  make  matters 
plain  as  regarded  the  intentions  of  the 
Government ;  and  other  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters had  also,  in  **  another  place,"  latel}* 
made  clear  statements  that  they  would 
not  at  present  go  into  the  matters  under 
discussion,  because  these  matters  were  to 
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be  dealt  with  fully  that  day  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  In  these  circumstances,  there- 
fore, when  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  came  to  the 
House,  he,  in  common  among  other  per- 
sons, felt  much  interest  and  anxiety  u 
to  the  probable  nature  of  the  commu- 
nication to  be  made.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  thought  they  might  have  a 
statement  clear  and  distinct  as  to  the 
policy  to  be  pursued  in  the  administration 
of  the  country.  They  also  expected  soaie 
clear  statement  as  to  what  was  to  be  doae 
with  reference  to  the  land  topics  referred 
to  that  afternoon.  But,  while  he  recog- 
nized to  the  full  the  extremely  concili- 
atory feeling  and  courteous  manner  in 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  addressed 
the  House,  he  could  not  but  remark 
that  his  statements  were  indefinite  and 
▼ague  ;  that  they  were  not  distinct ;  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
availed  himself  of  the  opportunity  which 
had  fallen  to  him  to  make  a  clear  and 
comprehensive  statement  about  many  of 
the  matters  upon  which  public  attention 
had  been  directed.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  postponed  everything  to  a 
more  convenient  season,  which  all  knew, 
on  the  highest  authority,  meant  a  time 
which  might  never  come  at  all.  Law  and 
order  was  a  question  of  extreme  urgency 
and  importance,  and  certainly  things 
occured  from  day  to  day,  and  from  hour  to 
hour,  which  did  not  allay  the  anxiety  felt 
on  that  point ;  and  yet  the  Prime  Minister 
had  put  those  questions  by  for  discussion 
on  an  occasion  which  he  did  not  promise 
should  be  given,  and  which  was  an  un- 
known quantity  which  he  did  not  define, 
and  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro-, 
ceeded  to  state,  not  )iis  own,  but  four 
important  points  which  had  been  rai^ied 
in  the  interesting  speech  of  the  Member 
for  New  Ross.  Having  mentioned  thoee 
points,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
touched  on  three  of  them,  not  giving  any 
final  opinion,  but  postponing  them  for 
consideration  in  the  future.  As  to  the  last 
point— the  fourth — that  which  dealt  with 
the  arrears,  he  (Mr.  Gibson),  had  cer- 
tainly expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  reserved  it  till  the  end,  for 
the  very  purpose  of  making  some  de- 
finite and  distinct  statement.  On  the 
contrary,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  come  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  arrears,  putting  it  into  plain  English, 
all  ho  had  said  was  to  ask  difierent  parts 
of  tho  House,  different  Members  of  the 
Houde,  to  furnish  tho  Government  with 
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iheir  yiews,  or,  to  use  his  own  words,  to 
famish  the  GoTemment  '*  light  and 
aid"  on  the  subject.  The  topics  pre- 
flonted  for  the  Prime  Minister's  con- 
sideration were  some  of  the  most  im- 
portant and  interesting  that  could  well 
be  imagined.  They  were  not  new  topics. 
They  were  not  novel,  for  they  had  been 
piresented  and  thrashed  out  in  every 
▼ariety  of  form  for  two  months  past.  In 
those  circumstances,  the  House  and  the 
country,  he  thought,  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect some  intimation  of  opinion  from  the 
GoTomment.  First  take  the  Purchase 
Glauses  of  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
That  question  had  been  raised  in  the  most 
distinct  form.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  expressed 
no  opinion  upon  the  precise  and  distinct 
form  in  which  the  question  was  dealt 
with  in  the  two  clauses  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  stated  were  carefully  and 
well-drawn  clauses.  The  proposals  em- 
bodied in  those  clauses  were  argued 
temperately  and  with  much  force  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  introduced  the  Bill. 
But  the  Prime  Minister  had  not  given  a 
single  Testige  of  intimation  of  what  his 
opinion  was  on  these  clauses.  All  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  was  to 
admit,  with  some  reserve  of  caution, 
what  everybody  thought  was  notorious, 
that  the  present  clauses  did  not  work 
at  all.  An  admission  of  the  kind,  al- 
though interesting  and  showing  advance 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind, 
contributed  nothing  towards  the  solution 
of  the  matter.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  said  it  was  an  allowable  subject  to 
discuss,  and  a  matter  requiring  considera- 
tion, and  added  that  he  would  say 
nothing  more,  as  he  did  not  desire  to 
prejudice  the  Motion  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
Tentured  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's words  erred  somewhat  on  the 
side  of  caution ;  but  caution  mi&rht 
wander  sometimes  near  the  confines  of 
cowardice,  and  he  thought  when  the 
Prime  Minister  was  brought  face  to  face 
with  an  important  public  question  in  a 
Bill,  on  a  day  which  he  had  delibe- 
rately himself  selected  as  the  occasion 
on  which  to  make  a  statement,  al- 
though he  might  have  reserved  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  details,  it  would  have 
been  reasonable  that  he  should  have 
said  something  which  would  show  the 
working  of  his  mind.  He  wished  to 
make  his  acknowledgments  to  the  hon. 
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Member  for  New  Eoss  for  the  friendly 
references  he  had  made  to  Irish  land- 
lords, which,  knowing  the  hon.  Member's 
political  attitude,  he  was  glad  to  wel- 
come. The  hon.  Member  had  said, 
what  was  a  notorious  fact,  that  there 
were  thousands  of  landlords  who  were 
treading  on  the  confines  of  ruin  ;  and  he 
hoped  that  whatever  changes  might  take 
place  under  the  Purchase  Clauses,  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  would  not,  as  a 
class,  leave  the  country.  His  (Mr. 
Gibson's)  belief  was — and  he  had  stated 
it  before,  both  in  the  House  and  out  of 
it — that  if  increased  facilities  were  given 
under  the  Purchase  Clauses  in  the  Bill 
before  them,  and  if  they  were  made  to 
work  fairly,  instead  of  remaining  a  dead 
letter,  like  those  under  the  Land  Act, 
the  landlords,  as  a  rule,  would  sell  their 
tenants  a  portion  of  their  estates,  and  in 
many  cases  would  retain  their  mansions 
and  home  farms  and  live  in  the  country. 
Those  topics  the  Prime  Minister  had 
passed  by  in  a  manner  which  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  would  not  criticize,  although  he 
regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  said  either  less  or  more.  As 
regarded  Ireland,  that  was  not  the  time 
for  a  man  to  use  vague  and  doubtful 
language,  that  could  be  interpreted  in  a 
variety  of  ways,  according  to  the  hopes 
and  fears  of  those  who  heard  and  read. 
It  was  a  time  to  say  either  **  Aye  "  or 
**No"  to  proposals  submitted  for  con- 
sideration. It  was  not  only  kind  to  the 
people  to  do  so,  but  it  was  the  best  and 
wisest  policy,  if  you  meant  to  do  any- 
thing at  all.  All  the  Prime  Minister 
had  really  in  substance  said  was — **  I 
cannot  assent  to  the  proposals  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  will  not  give  it  a  second  reading. 
On  the  other  hand.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  there  is  not  something  to  be 
said  on  the  subject  of  leases  ;  "  or,  as  he 
had  paid  on  the  24th  of  March — **  There 
is  considerable  reason  for  some  amend- 
ment of  the  law  in  respect  of  leases." 
He  would  admit,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  more  on  the  24th  of  March 
than  he  said  to-day ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  ventured  to  suggest  whether  it 
would  not  have  been  wiser,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  to  have  said  something 
more  or  something  less?  As  it  was,  just 
enough  had  been  said  to  create  excite- 
ment and  agitation  whi(^h  would  probably 
be  difficult  to  allay,  without,  at  the  same 
time,  giving  any  satisfaction.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  what  was  known  as 
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Healy's  Clause,  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  spoken  of  as  of  great,  but  not 
overwhelming,  importance.  He  (Mr. 
Gibson)  would  not  go  into  the  history  of 
that  clause,  though  it  was  a  curious  one. 
It  was,  however,  idle  to  say  that  that 
clause,  or  any  construction  put  upon  it, 
could  be  at  variance  with  the  original 
intentions  of  the  beneficent  framers  of 
the  Bill,  for  it  formed  no  part  of  their 
original  scheme — it  was  never  dreamt  of 
until  the  Bill  had  nearly  left  the  House, 
and  then  it  was  handed  in  in  manu- 
script by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  then  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  at  the  last  mo- 
ment. He  would  only  say  this  much 
— that  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, who  had  criticized  Healy's  Clause 
and  the  decision  upon  it  in  the  case  of 
''Adams  v,  Dunseath  "  had  not  presented 
the  question  with  their  usual  accuracy, 
and  anyone  would  see  that  the  import- 
ance of  what  was  done  in  this  particu- 
lar case  on  the  subject  had  been  ridi- 
culously exaggerated.  What  had  been 
done  by  six  Judges  to  one  was  obvious 
common  sense  and  fair  play,  and  it  was 
this — in  the  Act  of  1870  there  was  a 
clause  which  said  that  in  a  tenancy  from 
year  to  year  in  existence  before  1870, 
the  Court,  in  awarding  compensation  for 
improvements,  would  be  at  liberty  to 
consider  the  time  the  tenant  had  enjoyed 
the  benefit  of  improving  the  land  he 
held,  and  the  benefits  that  had  been  con- 
ferred upon  him  by  his  landlord.  There 
was  also  a  provision  in  the  Act  of  1881 
which  said  that  the  two  Acts  in  regard 
to  this  matter  should  be  read  toge- 
ther. The  obvious  consequence  was 
that  the  definition  of  improvements 
in  the  Act  of  1870  governed  that  of 
18bl,  introducing  the  qualifications  he 
had  referred  to  in  the  earlier  defini- 
tion for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  of  1881. 
Now,  all  that  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal  did  in  that  matter  was  to  hold 
that  that  particular  class  of  tenancies 
should  be  subject,  if  the  Court  thought 
proper,  to  the  just  and  moderate  qualifi- 
cation which  he  had  just  mentioned.  He 
wished  to  contrast,  without  going  into 
details,  the  way  in  which  the  Prime 
Minister  dealt  with  suggestions  made  on 
the  part  of  landlords  with  the  way  in 
which  he  dealt  with  suggestions  on 
behalf  of  tenants.  It  had  been  men- 
tioned, over  and  over  again,  that  the 
decisions  of  the  Land  Courts  had  been 
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at  variance  with  the  express  under- 
takings of  Ministers  in  that  House  as  to 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  the  working 
of  the  Act.  What  had  the  landlords 
been  told  when  they  represented  the 
case  to  the  Government?  They  were 
told  that  Ministers  had  only  given  their 
impressions  of  what  the  result  of  the 
Act  would  be;  but  that  they  had  not 
guaranteed  what  the  result  of  judicial 
considerations  might  be.  They  said  they 
had  no  control  in  the  matter.  That  was 
the  way  in  which  landlords  were  dealt 
with.  But  when  it  was  suggested  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants,  that  the  decrees,  not  of  the 
Commissioners,  but  of  the  highest  Court 
in  Ireland,  were  contrarj  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  framers  of  the  Act,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  at  once  that  the 
decision  was  contrary  to  those  intentions, 
and  that  it  would  be  necessary  carefully 
to  watch  the  decisions  in  order  to  decide 
whether  the  Government  would  do  any- 
thing in  the  matter.  He  (Mr.  GKbson) 
thought,  considering  the  ciroumstaooes, 
that  was  a  matter  calling  for  observa- 
tion and  criticism.  He  passed  it  by,  how- 
ever ;  but  he  would  say  that  when  the 
Prime  Minister  had  censured  others  so 
strongly  for  presuming  to  suggest  that 
an  inquiry  might  be  made  in  certain 
circumstances  into  the  judicial  working 
of  the  Act,  it  was  rather  a  strong  mea- 
sure for  himself  to  use  language  that, 
he  confessed,  if  it  did  not  amount  to 
a  reflection,  at  all  events  threw  a  doubt 
upon  the  highest  Court  in  Ireland  as  to 
a  judicial  determination  it  had  come  to. 
It  was  more  than  that.  There  was  some- 
thing dangerous  in  the  ambiguity  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  answer,  when  he  said 
that  he  would  observe  the  construction 
which  would  be  put  upon  that  decision 
by  the  final  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland. 
Did  not  what  he  said  suggest  that  the 
interpretation  of  the  Court  was  a  false 
one,  and,  if  false,  should  be  amended? 
and  did  it  not  suggest  to  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  to  put  no  construction  at 
all  on  it — the  Assistant  Commissioners, 
he  would  remind  the  House,  being  gen- 
tlemen appointed  only  for  a  year,  who 
were  not  called  upon  to  give  reasons  for 
their  decisions.  They  had  only  to 
hold  their  tongues  to  do  pretty  much 
what  they  liked.  That  line  of  ob- 
servation on  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's part  was  calculated  to  lead  to 
complications  and  confusion  in  IrelaQd. 
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It  led  the  farmers  to  believe  that  they 
would  g:et  more  by  holding  out ;  it  led 
agitators  to  believe  that  they  had  only 
to  use  terrorism  in  order  to  get  what 
they  were  agitating  for.  As  he  had 
said  before,  on  this  question  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  too  much  or 
too  little.  The  Court  of  Appeal  should 
be  treated  either  as  the  final  Court  of 
Appeal,  or  the  Government  should 
promptly  bring  in  an  amending  Bill. 
When  a  decision  was  given  by  the 
highest  Court  in  Ireland,  the  Prime 
Minister  was  bound  to  bow  before  the 
decision  in  silent  assent;  or,  if  he 
thought  that  the  decision  called  for  ob- 
servation, it  must  not  only  be  an  obser- 
vation, but  should  fructify  in  legislation. 
It  ill  became  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
throw  doubt  upon  the  administration  of 
the  law,  unless  he  was  prepared  at  once 
to  amend  it.  The  Prime  Minister  bad 
said  he  would  reserve  the  question  of 
arrears.  He  thought  that  the  shadow 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
had  influenced  all  who  had  spoken,  in- 
cluding his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw).  There  was 
the  same  call  for  ''light  and  leading" 
in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  oracular  utter- 
ances. Everyone  felt  that  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  vast  importance.  He  thought 
the  word  generally  used  on  the  subject 
was  "  supreme  urgency  ; "  and,  bearing 
in  mind  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
promised  to  consider  the  question  during 
the  Easter  Becess,  and  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  promise,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  had 
put  down  his  Question  for  Monday,  and 
that  then  that  hon.  Member  was  told 
that  Wednesday  was  the  day  when  the 
Prime  Minister  was  going  to  make  a 
statement,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
nothing  could  be  more  admirable  than 
the  courtesy  and  demeanour  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  had  waited  for  "  light  and 
leading,"  instead  of  giving  the  House 
something  which  might  be  criticized. 
What  had  the  Prime  Minister  said  of 
the  question  to  be  settled  ?  Only  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  platitude — "  It 
demanded  our  practical  consideration." 
Of  course  it  did.  Then  "  the  Govern- 
ment would  legislate  upon  the  matter  at 
an  early  date,  if  the  House  would  tell 
them  how."  The  Prime  Minister  then 
had  laid  down  three  conditions  which 
ought  to  be  fulfilled  by  all  right-minded 
legislators  who  approached  the  question. 


First,  they  were  to  be  impartial.  He 
(Mr.  Gibson)  hoped  they  were  all  im- 
partial. He  could  only  speak  for  him- 
self. It  was  to  be  in  accordance  with 
the  opinion  of  the  Irish  people.  He 
could  not  speak  for  the  Irish  nation, 
which  was  rather  like  the  letter  Xy  which 
stood  for  an  unknown  quantity.  Then, 
all  dealing  on  the  matter  should  be 
effectual.  That  was  like  telling  them 
an  Act  of  Parliament  should  be  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  Then,  all  action  in  the 
matter  would  have  to  be  either  volun- 
tary or  compulsory.  That  might  be  true 
enough;  but  it  all  depended  upon  the 
terms  of  the  compulsory  legislation.  If 
he  was  to  be  compelled  to  accept  good 
terms,  he  was  the  man  for  compUlHory 
legislation.  But  if  the  terms  were  bad, 
he  ought  to  be  allowed  some  choice  in 
the  matter  as  to  whether  he  would  accept 
them  or  not.  When  the  right  h(m.  Gen- 
tleman said — what  was  perfectly  true — 
that  this  Bill  was  drawn  upon  the  com- 
pulsory system,  would  it  not  be  rea- 
sonable, when  the  creditor  had  given 
time  to  his  debtor,  that  he  should  have 
some  voice  in  the  matter  ?  Would  it,  on 
the  other  hand,  be  reasonable  to  expect  a 
creditor  to  voluntarily  cancel  part  of  his 
debt  ?  At  all  events,  he  should  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  had 
made  up  his  mind  on  the  matter,  to  give 
the  House  some  reason  why  the  volun- 
tary element  should  not,  in  some  shape 
or  form,  enter  into  the  arrangement. 
It  might  well  be  that,  bearing  in  mind 
that  while  some  of  the  arrears  had  accu- 
mulated during  three,  or  four,  or  five 
years,  while  others  had  arisen  during 
only  one  or  two  years,  there  was  some 
scope  for  the  voluntary  element  in 
some  cases,  while  the  compulsory  ele- 
ment might  possibly,  to  some  extent,  be 
applied  in  others.  Everything,  how- 
ever, would  depend  upon  the  nature 
of  the  plans  which  the  Government  in- 
tended to  present  to  the  House.  He 
had  been  thinking  a  great  deal  over  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  ;  and 
when  he  said  that  the  Bill  being  drawn 
upon  compulsory  lines,  the  grant  under 
it  would  take  the  form  of  a  gift  instead 
of  a  loan,  as  a  gift  was  peculiar  to  the 
compulsory  system,  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
altogether  failed  to  understand  what 
there  was  in  a  gift  which  was  inconsis- 
tent with  the  voluntary  element.  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he    came  to  speak    on   the    question, 
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would  enlighten   tbem   on    the  point. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  sources  whence 
the  grants  were  to  come,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister did  not  say  that  he  was  pleased : 
but  he  said  that  he  was  not  surprised 
that  it   should  be  proposed    that  the 
crrants  should  come  rrom  the  Surplus  of 
the  Irish  Church.     That,  however,  was 
a  serious  consideration,  for  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Church  Surplus 
.  could  not  last  for  ever,  and  that,  to  use 
an  expression  of  the  Prime  Minister,  it 
was  within  measurable  distance  of  its 
end.  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  found,  on  exami- 
nation, that  the  assets  of  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  now  amounted  to  from  £1,800,000 
to  £2.000,000;    and   it  was  a  serious 
thing,  bearing  in  mind  the  many  claims 
of  a  more  enduring  character  that  might 
be  made  upon  the  not  very  large  residue 
of  that  fund,  to  appropriate  a  very  large 
part  of  it  to  what  the  Prime  Minister 
himself  had  termed  a  temporary  pur- 
pose. In  his  opinion  that  surplus  should 
be  applied  to  something  more  durable 
and  more  calculated  to  insure  the  lasting 
prosperity  of  the  country.     Turning  to 
the  general  question,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  main  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland  was 
the  block  of   litigation  in    the    Land 
Courts;  and  if  the  compulsory  system 
were  put  into   force    with    regard    to 
arrears,  the  amount  of  that  litigation 
would  be  enormously  increased,  for  they 
would  have  in  every  case  what  might 
be  a  separate  lawsuit,  and  as  many  law- 
suits as  cases.     If  they  told  the  land- 
lord he  must  submit  to  the  cancelling 
of  a  certain  percentage  of  the  arrears 
as  bad  debts,  they  could  not  possibly 
prevent  a  landlord,  when  brought  under 
the    compulsory  element,    from    going 
into  Court  with   the  view  of  showing 
that    the    defaulting  tenant  was    per- 
fectly able  to  pay  the  whole  of   the 
arrears.     The  result  would  therefore  be 
that  for  so  many  cases  of  arrears  there 
would   be   so  manv  fresh  lawsuits,  in 
which  the  tribunal   would  have  to  be 
satisfied  of  the  tenant's  incompetency  to 
pay  the  arrears.     He  did  not  say  that  it 
was  so  in  every  case ;  but  there  were  a 
vast  nuniWr  of  cases  in  which  the  tenant 
could  pay  if  he  would,  or  in  which  he 
would  pay  if  he  were  allowed  to  do  so, 
although  there  were  others,  of  course, 
in  which   ho,  unfortunately,  could  not 
pay,  whatever  his  desire  on  the  point 
ndght  bo.      It  was  a  very  important 
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element,  therefore,   for  the  House  to 
consider  that,  in  agreeing  to  these  pro- 
posals, they  might  be  sowing  the  seeds 
of  a  vast  variety  of  complicated  and  very 
serious  lawsuits.     With  regard  to  the 
proposed  tribunal,  he  regretted,  as  he 
had  said  before,  that  no  plan  with  re- 
gard to  it  had  yet  been  submitted  to  the 
House  by  the  Prime  Minister.     He  was 
of  opinion  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  to  submit  a  plan 
to  the  House  in  reference  to  it.     It  was 
a  matter  with  which  no  one  but  the  Oo- 
vemment could  deal ;  it  was  not  possible 
for  a  private  Member,  nor  for  any  series 
of  private  Members,  to  deal  with  it.   He 
was,  therefore,  strictly  within  his  right 
when  he  said  that  the  Ghovemment  were 
bound  to  submit  a  plan  to  the  House 
with  regard  to  this  tribunal.     When 
that  plan  was  submitted  to  the  House, 
it  ought  to  be  fairly  and  moderately 
considered  on  it  own  merits.     Looking 
at  the  proposals  as  a  whole,  there  was 
one  danger  to  which  he  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House.    It  was  the 
serious  and  terrible  danger  of  demora- 
lizing the  Irish   tenants    by  teaching 
those  who  had  been  honest  and  brave, 
and  had  paid  their  rents,  that  they  had 
needlessly    sacrificed    themselves,    and 
those    who    had    been    dishonest   and 
cowardly  that  they  had  been  gainers 
by  their  dishonesty  and  their  coward- 
liness.    The  other  clauses  of  the  Bill  he 
did  not  intend  to  allude  to — not  out  of 
want  of  respect  to  the  authors  of  the 
Bill,  but  because  that  had  already  been 
efficiently  done  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Calne  TLord  Edmond  Fitc- 
maurice),  and  also  oecause  he  had  pre- 
ferred to  deal  with  the  important  ques- 
tions referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister.      It  must,  of 
course,  be  a  matter  of  grave  disappoint- 
ment and  regret  to  the  Prime  Minister 
to  find  that  this  discussion  was  taking 
place,  and  that  the  House  should  he 
making  a  searching  criticism  into  the 
working  of  every  part  of  the  Land  Act 
only  five  or  six  months  after  it  had  be- 
come law.     That  such  should  be   the 
case  could  not  be  pleasant  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  was  no  cause  for 
congratulation.    The  Prime  Minister,  in 
asking  the  House  to  pass  the  Land  Bill, 
had  stated  that  it  could  only  be  justified 
by  the  special  circumstances  of  the  case. 
He  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought,  hovever,  that 
there  was  more  truth  in  ib»  observation 
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that  had  been  made  with  regard  to  that 
Acty  that  the  only  excuse  for  it  would  be 
its  success;  and  that  excuse  was  cer- 
tainly not  forthcoming.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice),  in  his  very  interesting 
speech,  had  warned  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  against  the  danger  of  drift- 
ing ;  and  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  could  only 
repeat  that  warning.  At  some  time  or 
other  the  Government  would  have  to 
speak  plainly  and  distinctly,  instead  of 
postponing  these  questions  for  con- 
sideration on  future  days,  which  might 
be  next  week  or  many  days  off.  How  to 
deal  with  the  Lrish  crisis  was  absolutely 
the  question  of  the  day.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  no  Government  could 
deal  with  that  question  which  did  not 
use  plain  and  distinct  language.  He 
believed  that  if  the  Government  were 
actuated  by  a  steady  purpose  and  by  a 
resolute  courage — if  they  were  prepared 
to  carry  out  that  purpose  through  evil 
report  and  through  good  report,  if  they 
were  not  dismayed  by  unpopularity  nor 
disheartened  by  ingratitude — and  if  they 
applied  themselves  to  restore  law  and 
order,  that,  when  they  had  succeeded  in 
reetoring  law  and  order,  they  might 
then  hope  to  see  also  restored  in  Ireland 
peace,  contentment,  and,  after  a  time, 
loyalty. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  said,  he 
wished  most  especially  to  say  a  word  or 
two  on  the  subject  of  leases.  As  far  as 
arrears  were  concerned,  he  had  every 
confidence  in  the  statements  of  the  Prime 
Minister;  but  he  could  not  help  wishing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  ex- 
pressed himself  more  positively  on  the 
subject  of  leases.  He  did  not  expect 
him  to  have  promised  to  deal  with  them 
that  Session ;  but  he  was  in  hopes  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
admitted  more  frankly  and  positively 
that  there  was  a  question  to  be  dealt 
with.  In  his  (Colonel  Colthurst's)  view 
it  was  the  next  most  important  question 
to  arrears  in  connection  with  the  Land 
Act,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  make  up  their  mind  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  taking  it  up.  It  was  most 
especially  important,  as  far  as  regarded 
the  county  he  represented  (Cork),  where, 
out  of  43,000  tenants,  there  were  19,000 
leaseholders;  while,  in  the  whole  of 
Munster,  they  were  in  similar  propor- 
tion. One  man  out  of  every  two  in 
County  Cork  considered  himseH  injured, 


and  that  he  was  not  receiving  the  bene« 
fits  of  the  Land  Act.  A  very  large  num- 
ber of  these  leaseholders,  no  doubt,  paid 
higher  rents  than  they  would  as  tenants. 
This  he  could  only  account  for  by  the 
intense  desire  that  existed  on  the  part  of 
the  occupiers  in  Ireland  to  get  security 
upon  any  terms  against  a  continual  in- 
crease of  rent ;  and  he  believed  that 
many  of  the  men  who  were  now  com- 
plaining were  not  in  any  way  forced  to 
take  leases.  On  the  contrary,  they  them- 
selves offered  to  pay  fines,  and  pressed 
the  landlords  to  grant  them  leases.  He 
could  not  agree  with  the  clauses  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Red- 
mond), for  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
leaseholders  wished  to  retain  their  leases, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  have  their  rents 
revised.  They  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
fied to  go  into  Court  and  prove  that  the 
rent  was  excessive;  and,  if  they  suc- 
ceeded in  their  proof,  to  be  made  present 
tenants.  As  far  as  he  understood  the 
wishes  of  the  farmers  in  the  South  of 
Ireland,  this  was  what  they  desired.  He 
hoped  the  Prime  Minister  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  consider  this 
question,  feeling  satisfied  it  was  a  far 
more  important  one  than  that  involved 
in  the  decision  of  ''  Adams  v,  Dunseath." 
It  was  second  only  in  importance  to  the 
question  of  improvements,  and  until  it 
was  settled  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Land  Act  to  work  satisfactorily. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  was 
unwilling  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time  without,  on  his  own  behalf 
and  on  behalf  of  some  other  Members 
from  Ulster,  expressing  his  opinions  re- 
garding it.  If  the  Bill  went  to  a  division, 
they  would  all  vote  for  its  second  reading. 
They  believed  its  proposals,  speaking 
generally,  were  just,  moderate,  and  fair; 
and  they  believed  also  that  if  the  Land 
Act  was  to  work  smoothly  and  satis- 
factorily, it  must  be  amended  on  the 
lines  laid  down  in  the  Bill.  He  could 
well  understand  the  reluctance  of  the 
Government  to  re- open  the  question  so 
soon  after  the  passage  of  their  Act ;  but 
it  should  be  remembered  that  the  same 
arguments  were  applied  to  the  Land 
Act  of  1870,  although  its  defects  were 
pointed  out  soon  after  it  passed.  The 
result  of  not  re-modelling  the  Act,  as 
soon  as  its  defects  became  apparent,  was 
seen  in  the  agitation  of  1879  and  1880, 
which  culminated  in  the  Land  Act  of 
1881.    He  had  intended  to  refer  to  th^ 
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block  in  the  Land  Courts  and  other 
BubjectB;  but  time  was  running:  short 
and  would  not  permit.  As  regarded  the 
subject  of  arrears,  to  which,  therefore, 
he  would  conGne  himself,  he  had  had  a 
Question  on  the  Paper  for  five  weeks ; 
and  seeing  that  the  House  appeared  to 
be  agreed  that  it  was  a  matter  of  vital 
importance,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
made  a  statement  on  that  subject,  he  and 
other  hon.  Members  from  Ulster  hoped 
it  would  have  been  more  explicit  and 
satisfactory  than  it  was.  So  far  as  he 
was  aware,  they  had  derived  very  little 
information  from  the  statement  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  that 
day,  and  had  no  adequate  idea  as  to 
how  or  when  he  proposed  to  deal  with 
the  subject.  The  Arrears  Glauses  of  the 
Act  had  hopelessly  failed,  because  the 
landlord  and  tenant  were  compelled  to 
go  jointly  to  the  Court  to  obtain  the 
loan ;  and  because  another  most  unfair 
provision  was  that  the  landlord  was 
bound  to  become  security  for  the  loan. 
The  result  was,  according  to  the  last 
Betum,  that  only  £1,000  of  arrears  had 
been  applied  for  on  behalf  of  1 28  tenants, 
and  only  £500  had  been  granted.  The 
average  rent  in  those  cases  was  £8,  and 
they  had  been  settled  by  the  payment 
of  10«.  in  the£l.  There  was  no  use 
talking  about  the  state  of  the  country, 
and  the  Government  could  not  expect 
that  peace  would  be  restored  to  Ire- 
laud  so  long  as  during  the  last  three 
months  you  could  have  1,300  families 
evicted,  representing  about  7,000  per- 
sons. The  evicted  man  was  an  enemy, 
an  angry  and  a  dangerous  man,  not 
only  dangerous  in  himself,  but  more 
especially  so  in  the  members  of  his 
family,  who  might  not  be  so  easily 
restrained.  They  were  told  that  these 
evictions  did  not  really  take  place 
as  represented,  that  the  tenants  were 
generally  restored  as  caretakers.  No 
doubt  they  wf^re ;  but,  as  a  magistrate, 
knowing  what  went  on  in  Petty  Sessions, 
he  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  could  say  that 
their  tenure  was  only  temporary,  for  in  a 
few  weeks  or  mouths  they  were  again  put 
out  under  a  Petty  Sessions  decree.  He 
saw  in  an  Irish  paper,  a  few  days  ago, 
particulars  of  34  evictions  recently  carried 
out  on  the  Marquess  of  Sligo's  property. 
Their  average  rent  was  £6  10». ;  the 
average  arrears  less  than  two  years, 
total  amount  of  arrears  due  being  only 
£220 ;  and  yet,  for  want  of  that  sum, 
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and  through  the  Arrears  Claiues  not 
operating,  192  persons  were  cast  out 
He  had  a  letter  from  an  Ulster  tenant 
which  put  the  whole  difficulty  concisely 
and  pithily.  The  tenant,  on  behalf  of 
himself  and  others,  wrote^ — 

"  The  landlords  are  turning  many  oat;  but  wt 
got  our  fair  rents  fixed  on  December  8ih.  My 
valuation  was  £9  10«. ;  my  old  rent  £22  \0t. ; 
my  new  rent  £12  10«. ;  but  all  this  was  no  good. 
The  landlord  got  writs,  and  evicted  ns  idl  on 
January  4th.  We  got  a  form  from  Dubliu  for 
the  arrears;  but  the  landlord  would  not  sign  lui 
name.  We  put  our  interest  in  the  farms  up  for 
sale ;  but  no  one  would  buy,  aa  the  landlord  tdd 
them  not  to  buy  until  the  time  for  redemptton 
had  passed,  and  the  landlord  then  bought  him- 
self. What  are  we  to  do  P  We  are  to  be  thrown 
out  on  the  4th  January,  after  having  paid  rack 
rents  for  years.  We  do  not  want  to  wrong  the 
landlord ;  but  we  pray  you  to  ask  the  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  to  get  us  time  to  pay  the 
arrears." 

There  was  another  great  evil,  which  was 
that,  though  a  tenant  might  have  a  fair 
rent  fixed,  he  stiU  had  the  arrears 
hanging  over  his  head.  The  fact  of  the 
arrears  kept  hundreds  and  thousands 
from  applying  to  the  Land  Courts.  The 
tenant  could  not  apply  with  the  burden 
of  arrears  hanging  over  his  head.  If  he 
did  he  was  threatened  with  a  writ,  and 
he  knew  that  eviction  would  follow.  He 
believed  that  the  extent  of  the  arrears 
were  vastly  exaggerated.  There  were 
200,000  tenants  in  Ireland  of  £4  valuation 
and  under,  and  '200,000  more  between 
£4  and  £10  valuation.  The  average 
valuation  of  400,000  tenants  was  £5,  and 
the  average  rent  £7.  In  the  128  ap- 
plications for  relief  under  the  Arrears 
Clauses,  the  average  rent  was  £b,  and 
the  average  arrears  a  year  and  a-half. 
He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
£1.500,000,  or  even  less,  would  settle 
the  whole  question  of  arrears  in  Ireland. 
He  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  devise  at  once  a  practical 
plan  for  dealing  with  arrears.  He 
differed  with  that  portion  of  the  Bill 
which  proposed  the  settlement  of  the 
arrears  in  the  shape  of  a  gift  to  the 
tenant.  Nothing  could  be  more  immoral 
or  more  demoralizing.  What  would  the 
Bill  do  for  the  tenant  who  paid  his  rent 
last  week  ?  What  would  it  do  for  the 
honest,  struggling,  thrifty  tenant  who, 
up  to  the  present  time,  had  paid  every 
U.  of  his  rent,  and  was  not  in  arrears  ? 
The  very  man  with  whom  he  sympa- 
thized !  It  was  impossible  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  the  way  of  a  gift    This 
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Bill  proposed  that  the  Land  Oommis- 
sioners  should  ascertain  tre  amount  of 
arrears  due  by  the  tenant,  and  there- 
upon decide  as  to  his  capacity  to  pay ; 
but  look  at  the  enormous  amount  of 
work  that  that  would  put  on  those  gen- 
tlemen. It  would  make  them  a  tribunal 
to  try  the  insolvency  and  the  honesty  of 
CTery  tenant  who  applied  to  them.  Ho 
was  opposed  to  the  proposal,  because  he 
believed  it  would  be  impracticable  and 
impossible.  He  was  willing  to  do  any- 
thing to  relieve  the  tenants  from  the 
arrears  now  hanging  over  their  heads ; 
and  if  the  Government  would  bring  for- 
ward a  broad  and  just  measure  that 
would  deal  liberally  with  the  question, 
he  was  certain  they  would  receive  the 
support  of  all  sides  of  the  House.  It 
would  do  more  to  solve  the  great  diffi- 
culty that  now  existed,  and  restore  peace 
to  the  country  by  increasing  public  con- 
fidence, than  any  other  plan  which  had 
been  brought  before  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Justin  McCarthy.) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  oppose  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate ;  but  I  hope  it  will  be  understood 
by  the  House  that  it  does  not  mean 
adjourning  for  further  consideration  the 
very  important  and  practical  subject 
brought  before  us.  I  am  especially  al- 
luding to  the  question  of  arrears.  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just 
spoken  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  that  it  is 
possible  that  the  amount  of  arrears  may 
be,  to  some  extent,  exaggerated;  but 
there  is  no  question  that  it  is  a  very 
urgent  matter ;  and  I  must  also  say  its 
urgency  is  not  diminished,  but  increased, 
by  being  brought  before  the  House. 
And  though  the  Prime  Minister  made  no 
definite  statement  as  to  when  he  would 
be  able  to  take  th&  matter  in  hand,  hon. 
Members  must  not  suppose  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton) 
was  right  in  assuming  that  we  did  not 
mean  to  take  it  in  hand ;  but  I  think 
all  hon.  Members  must  be  aware  that, 
in  the  present  state  of  Public  Business, 
it  is  difficult  to  name  an  exact  day  for 
the  plan  which  it  will  be  our  duty  to 
submit.  But  we  do  intend  to  bring  for- 
ward what  we  consider  to  be  a  solution 
of  the  question  as  soon  as  we  can  with 
any  consistent  regard  to  other  matters 
before  the  House.     The  right  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  in 
his  interesting  and,  I  may  say,  rather 
amusing  speech,  found  a  little  fault  with 
us  that  we  did  not  disclose  our  plan  to- 
day. It  is  not  very  often  the  custom — I 
do  not  know  that  it  was  the  custom  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Colleagues  to  state  the  Government  pro- 
posal in  a  discussion  on  another  Bill.  He 
also  seemed  to  think  we  were  to  blame 
for  wishing  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  Gen- 
tlemen connected  with  Ireland ;  but  we 
have  often  been  told  that  we  did  not 
sufficiently  seek  to  obtain  their  views. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  determined,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, at  any  rate,  not  to  g^ve  us  much 
of  suggestion  as  to  what  he  thought  on 
the  matter.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
House  generally,  or  the  country,  will 
blame  us  for  trying  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  this  debate  to-day  to  ascertain 
how  this  question  is  looked  upon  from 
difiPerent  sections  of  the  House.  If  I 
may  compare  so  important  a  matter  with 
what  has  happened  in  regard  to  my 
own  position,  I  would  remind  the  House 
that  1  have  been  sometimes  found  fault 
with  because  I  have  consulted  the  Irish 
Members,  and  again  I  have  been  blamed 
for  not  having  consulted  them.  In  the 
same  way,  we  have  to-day  been  blamed 
for  asking  the  opinion  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  whereas  we  have  often  been 
blamed  for  not  having  done  so.  I  must 
admit  that  what  has  happened  to-day 
has  been  very  helpful  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  question.  I  think  we  have 
clearly  ascertained  that  this  matter  of 
arrears  is  one  that  may  be  approached 
without  any  very  strong  Party  feeling, 
not  merely  between  the  two  great  Parties, 
but  between  the  Government  and  the 
two  sections  of  the  Opposition.  More- 
over, it  is  a  question  that  may  be  ap- 
proached without  creating  any  angry 
feelings  between  difi'erent  classes  in  Ire- 
land, because  it  concerns  the  landlord 
quite  as  much  as  the  tenant.  All  this  is 
a  very  satisfactory  gain  to  have  got  from 
the  discussion.  May  I  go  a  little  further, 
and  say  that  the  whole  tone  of  this 
debate  is  hopeful,  as  I  consider,  for  the 
government  of  Ireland  ?  Not  merely  the 
mode  in  which  the  subject  has  been 
brought  forward,  but  the  way  in  which 
it  has  been  treated,  makes  niu  hope  that 
the  difficulties  which  beset  the  Govern- 
ment and  this  Parliament,  and  beset  the 
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country,  and  rather  especially  beset  my- 
self, may  diminish  if  all  Irish  ques- 
tions be  approached  and  debated  in  the 
reasonable  manner  in  which  this  ques- 
tion has  been  debated.  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed,  before  I  sit  down,  to  correct 
one  or  two  misapprehensions  with  regard 
to  the  fipfures  relating  to  the  decisions  of 
the  Land  Court.  The  block  in  the  Land 
Oourt  is.  no  doubt,  considerable;  but 
hon.  Members  must  not  suppose  that 
the  B  isiness  is  not  proceeding  with 
more  rapidity  than  they  seem  to  be 
aware  of.  I  shall  put  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  to-day  a  Iteturn  which  shows 
that,  instead  of  the  number  of  cases 
disposed  of  being  nearly  4,000,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  alleges,  there 
are  8,600  disposed  of  in  the  Land  Com- 
mission Court,  and  1,784  by  the  County 
Court  Judges.  Thus,  there  are  more 
than  10,000  cases  disposed  of,  and  what 
is  of  importance  is  this — that  the  rate 
at  which  they  are  being  disposed  of  is 
increasing  month  by  month,  and  very 
considerably.  There  were  disposed  of 
in  January  1,681,  in  February  2.416, 
and  in  March  more  than  3.000.  I  also 
believe  that  the  appeals  will  be  heard 
much  quicker  than  hon.  Gentlemen  ima- 
gine. One  chief  reason  why  appeals 
have  not  hitherto  been  heard  has  been 
that  the  Land  Commissioners  waited  for 
the  result  of  the  very  important  appeal 
to  which  so  much  allusion  has  been 
made  to-day.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  it 
will  not  bo  some  time  before  all  the 
cases  are  disposed  of ;  but  the  increase 
in  the  rapidity  with  which  they  are 
being  dealt  with  is  likely  to  continue, 
and  the  number  of  cases  settled  by  the 
intervention  of  the  Land  Court,  without 
actual  litigation,  will  grow  larger  every 
day.  I  am  glad  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  stating  that  the  Land  Commissioners 
are  issuing  an  Order,  which  1  hope  will 
be  generally  known  throughout  Ireland, 
for  it  will  tend  to  considerably  increase 
the  speedy  settlement  of  the  cases.  They 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  to  let  it  be 
known  throughout  all  parts  of  Ireland 
that  if  the  landlord  and  tenant  are 
willing  to  take  the  decision  of  a  valuator 
sent  down  from  Dublin,  and  to  make 
that  the  ground  upon  which  the  judicial 
rent  shall  be  fixed,  they  will  send  down 
such  valuators.  This  would  enable  the 
judicial  rent  to  be  obtained  without 
taking  up  time  and  expense  in  litiga- 
tion.    They  hope,  and  I  have  the  hope,  | 
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that  that  will  still  further  promote  the 
rapidity  of  business.  With  regard  to 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  I  will 
merely  say  again  that  if  hon.  Memben 
are  able  to  bring  it  forward  again,  I 
will  be  very  glad  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion,  which  I  hope  may  prove  as 
useful  as  on  the  present  occasion  ;  bat  in 
consenting  to  the  adjournment,  the  Oo- 
vernment  do  not  mean  that  we  feel  it  ii 
not  our  duty  to  take  up  ourselves,  as 
soon  as  we  possibly  can,  this  question 
of  arrears,  and  submit  our  views  to  the 
House. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
was  very  glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  assented  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate ;  but  he  regretted  that  he  had  not 
given  any  pledge  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment providing  a  day  for  a  future 
discussion.  Everyone  must  admit  that 
not  a  particle  of  the  time  of  the  Hoose 
had  been  wasted  on  this  occasion ;  and 
he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  could  only 
say,  for  himself,  that  while  he  was  dis- 
posed to  criticize  some  of  the  details,  he 
should  certainly  seize  the  opportunity  of 
voting  for  the  second  reading.  He  would 
respectfully  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Gt)vemment  to  fix  a 
day  for  the  resumption  of  the  debate, 
especially  as  the  appeal  of  the  Prime 
Minister  for  a  declaration  of  Irish  opi- 
nion had  been  effectually  answered. 
They  had  had  such  a  declaration,  and 
upon  that,  he  thought,  they  might  hope 
that,  when  the  Government  next  took  up 
the  question,  they  would  be  able  to  make 
a  definite  announcement  on  every  im- 
portant point. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  that,  before  the 
adjournment  was  agreed  to,  he  should 
like  to  suggest  that  it  would  be  desirable 
for  the  Government  to  state  that,  pend- 
ing the  bringing  foiward  again  of  this 
question  of  arrears,  they  would  cease  to 
give  special  assistance  in  cases  of  evic- 
tion. If  they  continued  to  fi;ive  special 
assistance  by  police  and  soldiers  m  the 
evictions  of  tenants  who  were  unable  to 
pay  their  arrears,  the  public  in  Ireland 
would  doubt  their  bona  fides  in  the  mat- 
ter. On  the  other  hand,  if  they  gave 
that  assurance  on  that  point  there  would 
be  great  satisfaction  in  Ireland.  With- 
out such  an  assurance  he  did  not  think 
the  Irish  people  would  have  the  slightest 
confidence  in  the  action  of  the  Ooveni- 
ment. 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  tliat  as  tlie 
debate  was  to  be  adjourned,  and  as  the 
GoTemment  had  not  ofiPered  any  parti- 
cular day  for  its  resumption,  it  might, 
after  all,  turn  out  well  that  no  certain 
day  had  been  fixed ;  for  he  trusted  the 
lesalt  would  be  that  Irish  Members  on 
both  sides,  without  distinction  of  Party, 
would  utilize  the  time  between  now  and 
the  renewal  of  the  debate  by  taking 
council  together,  and  following  the  Scotch 
precedent — sinking  all  questions  of  Party 
and  try  and  put  together  a  body  of  prac- 
tical proposals  that  could  be  presented 
to  the  GK>vemment  representative  of  the 
united  opinion  of  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  such  a  proposition  would  be  sup- 
ported by  the  public  opinion  of  England, 
and  that  it  was  not  hostile  to  the  wishes 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
Prime  Minister  invited  every  kind  of 
assistance  in  the  solution  of  this  most 
difficult  problem ;  and  he  trusted  that 
every  Irish  Member,  whether  advanced 
Home  Buler  or  less  advanced  Home 
Buler,  Conservative  or  Liberal,  Member 
for  Ulster  or  Member  for  Munster,  would 
take  the  suggestion  to  heart  during  the 
next  few  days,  and  present  an  example 
of  the  Irish  nation  united  on  the  most 
important  question  that  had  ever  come 
berore  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that, 
for  his  part,  he  had  the  greatest  desire 
that  the  counsels  of  the  Irish  Members 
should  be  united,  so  as  to  produce  an 
impression  on  the  Government  on  behalf 
of  the  Irish  tenant;  and  nothing  should 
be  wanting  on  his  part  to  respond  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan's  (Mr. 
O'Donnell's)  appeal,  especially  as  that 
appeal  pointed  to  the  payment  of  rent, 
while  it  was  the  advice  to  pay  no  rent 
that  had  been  one  of  the  causes  of  the 
difference  between  that  side  and  this. 
[(Vw#  of  **  Oh !  "]  He  believed  they 
were  at  one  on  the  question  of  arrears, 
and  on  most  of  the  points  dealt  with  in 
the  Bill,  idthough  not  entirely.  But  as 
to  utilizing  the  opportunity  of  the  next 
few  days  in  a  practical  spirit,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
would  find  none  more  eager  and  zealous 
to  aid  in  the  solution  of  the  question 
than  the  Members  who  represented  the 
old  principles  which  were  defined  by  the 
late  Mr.  Butt. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  he  had  no  desire  to 
interfere  with  the  unity  of  the  Irish 
Members;  but  if  the  solution  of  the 


question  of  arrears  was  to  be  in  its  pay- 
ment by  British  taxpayers,  some  of  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  English  consti- 
tuencies would  have  something  to  say 
on  the  subject. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  agreed  that 
it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  the  Bepre- 
sentatives of  the  different  sections  of  the 
Irish  Party  would  combine  in  order  to 
place  their  views  upon  the  subject  of 
arrears  before  the  Government.  In  the 
case  of  its  being  fulfilled,  he  hoped  that 
the  Gt)vemment  would  give  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Dillon),  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  the  oppor- 
tunity of  joining  in  the  debate. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

BANKRUPTCY  BILL.— [Bill  87.] 
[Mr.  Dixon^Harilandf  Mr.  Oorat,  Sir  Edmund 

Lechmere.) 

SECOND   READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  DIXON-HABTLAND,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  was  perfectly  willing  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  other  Bills  relating 
to  the  Bankruptcy  Law  had  been  com- 
mitted. He  would  move  the  second 
reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Dixon- Ear tland.) 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  that  he 
should  offer  no  opposition  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  measure,  as,  with  a  few 
alterations,  to  most  of  which  he  saw  no 
objection,  it  was  in  principle  a  copy  of 
the  Government  measure  of  last  Ses- 
sion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]— fi'fl*  Tint  in  ParUamnt—Tb* 
Lord  HopetouD,  aftor  the  death  of  his  father. 

Public  BilL»— S«onrf  Reading— hxBiy  AJtoma- 
tive  FuDLshmeiit  (68),  ittgetivtd. 

Third  Stnding — Metropolitan  Commoiu  Supple* 
mental"   (38);    Army   (Annual)    (SG),    and 

ARMY  ANNUAL  BILL.— (No.  8S.) 
{Th4  Earl  of  MoTlty.) 
THIRD  ■BXAUDta. 


Moeed,  "ThattheBillbeiiovreadS' 
— {  Ths  Earl  of  MorUy. ) 

The  T'-abt.  of  LONQFOBD  said,  he 
wished,  before  the  Bill  vas  disposed 
of,  to  be  allowed  to  express  a  hope  ai 
to  whether  a  better  system  of  distri- 
bution of  Army  prize  money — if  evei 
such  an  occurrsnoe  should  again  take 
place— oonld  not  be  instituted  by  the 
authorities  at  the  War  Office.  He  might 
point  out  that  certain  Army  prize  money 
had  been  in  dispute  for  somsthing  like 
20  years,  and  he  hoped  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  give  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject. 

Motion  agrui  to ;  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingly, and  j)iMW(^. 

ARSil"    [ALTEKNATIVE    PUNISHMENT) 
BILL— (No.  68.) 

[Jhe  Lord  Dtnmart.) 
SECOND   EEAOINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  DENMAN,  in  moving  that  the 
Hill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  its 
object  was  to  enable  those  soldiers  who 
had  become  liable  to  impriBOnment,  if 
asked  to  eay  that  they  would  rather  sub- 
mit to  being  flogged,  that  they  should 
have  the  option.  It  was  known  to  their 
Lordships  that  at  Petty  Sesssions  de- 
fendants had  the  choice  of  being  tried 
summarily,  or  being  sent  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  for  trial  there.  The  convicted 
soldier  would  have  an  option,  as  was  the 
case  where  a  fine  was  imposed,  with  the 
alternative  of  imprisonment,  notwith- 
standing the  words  "other  than  flogging" 


in01ause4of  the  Anny  Act,  1881.  Th« 
Bill  would  enable  the  administrators  of 
the  Act  of  1H62  to  sentence  any  convicted 
soldier  to  a  punishment  acoording  to 
rules  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  coupled  with  the  choice, 
instead  of  imprisonment  or  hard  labour, 
of  the  punishment  of  more  or  fewer 
lashes,  according  to  the  gravity  of  hia 
offence  and  the  sentence  passed  npon 
him,  such  lashes,  in  every  respect,  to  be 
in  accordance  with  hia  act,  and  never 
exceeding  ^5  lashes.  When  he  wu 
at  Eton  he  was  promised  £SQ  a-year 
from  his  father  for  every  year  in  which 
he  should  escape  floggiing ;  hut  though 
he  was  seven  years  there,  and  during 
half  of  the  last  year,  from  being  in  the 
sixth  form,  no  longer  liable  to  be  fitted, 
yet  he  never  escaped  corporal  punish- 
ment for  a  whole  year.  He  (Lord  Den- 
man)  did  not  consider  this  punishment  a 
disgrace  to  school  boys ;  but  he  recol- 
lected, with  disgust,  seeing  a  soldier  for 
theft  receive  300  lashes  in  Windsor,  in 
1823,  and  afterwards  saw  the  same  man 
in  thp  ranks  of  the  Grenadier  Guards, 
with  his  coat  turned,  as  the  completion 
of  hie  sentence.  For  his  own  part, 
when  he  was  a  boy  he  would  sooner 
have  endured  the  pain  of  the  extraction 
of  a  double  tooth  than  the  agony  of  a 
flof^ing.  He  believed  the  reduction  of 
the  amount  of  corporal  punishment  to 
he  most  salutary,  and  that  if  this  Bill 
became  law  it  would  have  a  beneficial 
effect.  He  had  received  little  encourage- 
ment ;  but  if  the  Bill  wore  r«ad  a  second 
time  he  would  appoint  the  Committee 
for  Monday  next. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{Tht  Lord  Dtumait.) 

Tas  Earl  of  MOBLEY  aaid,  that,  on 
the  part  of  the  Qovemment,  he  coidd  not 
assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  would  remind  their  Lordships  that 
the  question  of  the  abolition  of  flogging 
in  the  Army  was  fully  discussed  re- 
cently, both  in  their  Lordships'  Houis 
and  in  "  another  place,"  and  he  could  not 
consent  to  the  re-opening  of  the  oontre- 
versy.  If  the  Bill  were  passed,  it  would 
be  attended  with  great  inconvenience, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
entertain  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord. 

On  question,  retohtd  in  the  ntftiin. 
HouK  adjoamed  at   a   qoarter  part 
Fonr  o'clock,  till  To-mmToir,  i 
quarter  put  Tm  o'chrl. 
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HINTJTES.]— New  Mbmbeu  Swoun— Edward 
James  Stanley,  esquire,  for  Somerset  County 
(Western  Division). 

Public  Bilia— Ordered— First  Reading — Tram- 
ways Provisional  Orders*  [141];  Pier  and 
Harbour  Provisional  Orders*  [142];  Docu- 
mentary Evidence  *  [143]. 

Seeomd  Reading — Parliamentary  Elections  (Cor- 
mpt  and  Illegal  Practices)  [21]. 

SeUei  Cotnmittee  —  Civil  Imprisonment  (Scot- 
land) *  [19],  nominated. 

Committee— Report— OommonoXAQ  Rights  [23]; 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts)  [44] ;  Places 
of  Worship  Sites  [971. 

Cnuidered  ae  amended — Koads  Provisional  Order 
(Edinburgh)  *  [139]. 

Q  UESTIONS. 


PRISONS  (IRELAND)— LIMERICK  GAOL 
—PUTTING  UNTRIED  PRISONERS  TO 
WORK. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Go- 
remor  of  the  County  of  Limerick  Pri- 
son is  in  the  habit  of  compelling  pri- 
floners  to  work  who  are  simply  returned 
for  trial  Tas  instanced  in  the  case  of  the 
twelve  prisoners  returned  for  trial  from 
Bruff  in  November  last) ;  and,  if  so, 
if  such  is  done  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Prisons  Board,  or  on  the  indivi- 
dual authority  of  the  Governor  of  the 
Prison? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  would  answer  the  Question  in  the  ab- 
Bence  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  which  was  due  to 
urgent  business.  It  was  not  a  fact  that 
untried  prisoners  in  the  County  Limerick 
Prison  were  compelled  to  work. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  would 
call  the  special  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  certain 
cases* 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  would  supply 
him  with  instances  he  would  have  an 
inquiry  made ;  but  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  would  find  he  was  mistaken. 


THE  NATIONAL  DEFENCES- CHAT- 

HAM  DOCKYARD. 
Mr.  W.  n.  JAMES  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  the  report  in 
the  Naval  and  Military  intelligence  of 
the  "Times"  of  April  17th  is  correct, 
that  an  immense  forib  for  the  protection 
of  Chatham  Dockyard,  the  garrison,  &c. 
is  to  be  commenced  forthwith  on  the 
main  road  between  Chatham  and  Maid- 
stone ;  and,  whether,  in  addition  to  this 
fort  and  another  cdready  under  con- 
struction at  Birstal  near  Rochester, 
several  others  are  to  be  constructed; 
and,  if  he  will  state  what  are  the 
grounds  of  these  special  military  defen- 
sive propositions  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
Royal  Defence  Commission,  in  1860,  re- 
commended the  expenditure  of  £500,000 
on  the  works  required  for  the  eastern 
land  defence  of  Chatham.  In  1872 
these  works  were  settled,  and  were  to 
consist  of  a  fort  and  its  accessories  at 
Birstall,  another  at  Horstead,  and  a 
third  on  Darland  Hill.  It  was  also  then 
decided  that  these  works  should  be  con- 
structed by  convict  labour,  at  a  reduced 
expense  to  the  War  Department  of 
£200,000,  and  the  Home  Department 
erected  a  convict  prison  for  this  pur- 
pose. The  Birstall  works  are  in  pro- 
gress, the  main  fort  being  two-thirds 
completed ;  Horstead  is  just  commenced, 
at  an  expense  of  £45,000  ;  but  nothing 
has  been  done  beyond  the  acquisition  of 
the  necessary  land  at  Darland  Hill.  As 
to  the  ground  for  these  defensive  works, 
I  can  only  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission. 

Colonel  STANLEY  asked  if  some  of 
the  fortifications  were  not  being  built 
by  convict  labour  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  replied,  that  they 
were  all  being  built  by  convict  labour. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  that  he 
would  take  the  earliest  available  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  a  reduction  of  the 
Vote  relating  to  those  fortifications. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA— FREE  EMI- 
ORATION. 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE  (for 
Sir  James  Lawrence)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  At 
what  period  of  the  year  1869  the  Oo- 
vemment  came  to  the  decision  that  no 
obligation  rested  on  the  Imperial  Go- 
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vemment  to  send  out  free  emigrants  to 
Western  Australia ;  if  he  is  aware  that 
on  5th  July  1869,  Mr.  Monsell,  then 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, stated  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  the  Qovernment  had  undertaken  to 
send  out  a  free  emigrant  for  every  con- 
vict received  by  that  Colony,  and  that 
although  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Western  Australia  were  of  opinion  that 
the  number  of  free  emigrants  still  to  be 
sent  out  at  the  expense  of  this  Country 
to  exceed  3,000,  he  considered  only  about 
1,800  to  be  due;  and,  if  he  will  have 
any  objection  to  the  production  of  Copies 
of  all  Correspondence  upon  the  subject 
with  the  Governor  of  Western  Australia? 
Mk.  COUETNEY  :  I  find  that  Lord 
Emly  did  not  speak  of  the  undertaking 
to  send  out  free  emigrants  as  absolute — 
it  was  subject  to  certain  conditions; 
and  the  1,800  probably  due  to  the  Colony 
were  to  be  sent  out  only  if  these  con- 
ditions were  fulfilled.  An  inquiry,  to 
which  Lord  Emly  referred,  was  made 
by  a  despatch  of  the  26th  of  July,  1869, 
and  the  result  was  adverse  to  the  exist- 
ence of  the  necessary  conditions,  and 
the  undertaking  became  inoperative. 
Much  of  the  Correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject is  of  a  confidential  character,  which 
could  not  conveniently  be  produced. 

RUSSIA— PERSECUTION  OF  THE  JEWS. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiPairs,  Whether  he  has  received  any 
confirmation  from  Her  Majesty's  Con- 
suls in  Russia  of  the  outrages,  which 
are  stated  by  the  Russian  papers  to 
have  been  committed  during  the  present 
month,  upon  the  Jews  in  that  Country, 
and  especially  of  the  statement  that  at 
Balta  15,000  persons  have  been  rendered 
homeless,  forty  seriously  wounded,  a 
large  number  of  women  and  girls  vio- 
lated, and  infants  thrown  into  the  river; 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
Reports  that  may  have  been  received 
from  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  and  the 
Consuls  in  Russia  on  the  subject ;  whe- 
ther he  has  seen  a  suggestion,  made  in 
a  leading  German  paper,  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  Europe  to  send  a  collective  note 
to  St.  Petersburg,  demanding  that 
Russia  shall  discharge  the  common  obli- 
gations of  justice  and  humanity  towards 
the  Jews;  and,  whether,  inasmuch  as 
the  course  hitherto  pursued  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  with  regard  to  the 
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outrages  in  Russia  has  failed  to  briog 
about  a  cessation  of  these  outrages,  any 
steps  will  now  be  taken  with  a  view  to 
carrying  out  the  suggestion  referred  to  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
British  Vice  Consul  at  Odessa,  who  has 
visited  Balta  since  the  outbreak,  reports 
that  one  Jew  was  killed  and  many  badly 
wounded ;  that  there  were  three  alleged 
cases  of  violation  of  women,  of  which 
one  was  undoubtedly  true;  that  no 
children  were  killed,  and  that  the  value 
of  the  property  destroyed  was  about 
1,000,000  roubles.  At  the  time  of  his 
visit  the  authorities  were  energetically 
endeavouring  to  ascertain  who  were  the 
guilty  persons.  The  Yice-Consnl's  full 
Report  has  not  yet  been  received ;  but 
when  it  arrives  there  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  laying  it  before  Parliament,  with 
other  despatches  on  the  subject.  I  have 
not  seen  the  article  in  a  German  paper 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  no 
such  suggestion  has  been  made  by  Ger- 
many or  any  other  Power. 

Barox  henry  DE  WORMS  asked 
whether  the  reports  published  in  the 
Russian  papers  did  not  give  the  number 
of  persons  rendered  homeless  at  15,000, 
and  that  a  large  number  of  women  had 
been  outraged  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  I  can 
only  state  I  have  not  seen  the  Russian 
newspapers,  and  I  can  only  go  by 
the  Vice  Consul's  preliminary  Report. 
A  fuller  Report  is  coming  home.  The 
Vice  Consul  did  not  say  that  40  persons 
were  seriously  wounded.  His  woras  were 
— **One  killed,  many  badly  wounded;" 
and  then  the  exact  words  which  I  have 
quoted  with  reference  to  the  outrage  on 
women. 

CUSTOMS-PENALTIES  FOR 
SMUGGLING. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  COWEN  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  cor- 
rect that  where  sailors  have  been  con- 
victed with  smuggling  the  owners  of 
the  vessels  in  which  the  smuggling  has 
been  conducted  are  liable  to  penalties  in 
addition  to  those  inflicted  on  the  sailors ; 
and,  if  it  is  the  case,  that  even  where 
the  owners  have  been  admitted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Customs  to  be  entirely  free 
from  complicity  in  the  acts  of  the  saOon 
they  have  not  been  fined  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  law  provides  that  any  vessel 
with  prohibited  goods  shall  be  forfeited. 
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But  this  is  seldom  strictly  enforced.  In 
cases  where  the  offender  is  a  person  in 
authority,  either  the  ship  is  detained,  or 
a  deposit  of  money  is  required,  where  the 
detention  of  the  ship  would  cause  incon- 
▼enience  to  the  trade  or  the  public.  On 
release  of  the  ship  or  repayment  of  the 
deposit  a  fiue  is  generally  imposed,  with 
the  view  of  causing  owners  and  masters 
to  take  due  precaution,  not  merely  that 
there  shall  be  no  complicity,  but  that 
every  effort  shall  be  used  for  the 
prevention  of  concealments  on  board 
vessels. 

GIBRALTAR    (RELIGIOUS   DISSEN- 
SIONS}—DR.  CANILLA. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Golonies,  11  he  will  give  a  return  of  the 
names  of  the  persons  arrested,  com- 
mitted, and  sentenced  at  Gibraltar  for 
the  events  which  accompanied  the  in- 
stallation of  Dr.  Canilla  as  Vicar  Apos- 
tolic, together  with  the  charges  made 
against  them  and  the  terms  of  their  sen- 
tences, and  of  any  representations  made 
by  inhabitants  of  Gibraltar  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  whether  the  Governor  of  Gibraltar 
has  refused  to  acknowledge  the  existence 
of  the  Junta  of  Lay  Elders  of  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Community,  though  that  body 
has  been  recognised  since  the  possession 
of  Gibraltar  by  this  country,  and  has 
been  confirmed  by  a  decree  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  whether  he  has»  in  conse- 
quence, transferred  to  Dr.  Canilla,  or 
to  any  other  person,  the  custody  of  the  * 
Boman  Catholic  temporalities  hitherto 
administered  by  the  Junta;  and,  fur- 
ther, whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment wiU  take  any  steps,  and,  if  so, 
what  steps,  to  restore  to  the  Homan 
Catholic  Community  of  Gibraltar  the 
tranquillity  which  has  been  recently  so 
much  disturbed  ? 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, with  reference  to  the  Question  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  Portsmouth, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Gibraltar  to  this  effect : — 1.  That  the 
appointment  of  a  Junta  or  Board  on  the 
12th  August  last  was  invalid ;  2.  That 
the  Junta  nominated  in  1863,  since  when 
no  lay  members  have  been  elected,  did 
not  possess  any  right  to  the  Church  of 
St.  Mary  or  adjacent  buildings ;  3.  That 
the  draft  orduiance  of  1876  transfers 


the  churches  not  to  bodies  or  Junta  but 
to  trustees  (five  in  number)  comprising 
the  Vicar  Apostolic  and  Vicar  General ; 
and,  whether  it  would  be  possible  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  give  effect 
to  such  opinion  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Ee- 
turn  will  be  given.  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  Governor  has  refused  to  acknow- 
ledge the  existence  of  the  Junta,  or  that 
he  has  transferred  to  Dr.  Canilla  or  any 
other  person  the  custody  of  any  tem- 
poralities hitherto  administered  by  the 
Junta.  I  believe  some  question  has 
been  raised  as  to  the  legality  of  a  recent 
election  to  the  Junta;  and,  indeed,  it 
appears  in  the  Papers  presented  that 
the  Attorney  General  has  expressed  an 
opinion  that  that  election  was  invalid, 
as  stated  in  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  ;  but  with  reference 
to  his  further  Questions  and  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth, 
I  would  repeat  what  I  have  said  on  a 
former  occasion — that  it  is  not  in  the 
power  of  the  Governor  to  divest  the 
Junta  of  any  legal  right.  If  the  cus- 
tody or  administration  of  anything  has 
been  taken  from  them  to  which  they  are 
entitled,  they  can  assert  their  claims  in 
the  Law  Courts,  as  was  done  40  years 
ago.  Tranquillity  has  now  remained  for 
some  time  undisturbed. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— MILFORD 
POST  OFFICE. 

Mb.  LEAMY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  the  office  of  Post- 
master at  Milford,  county  Cork,  was  re- 
cently held  by  Mr.  Mathew  Murphy, 
millowner  and  shopkeeper,  at  present 
imprisoned  under  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
that  since  his  arrest,  which  occurred 
about  six  months  ago,  and  up  to  the 
29th  of  last  month,  the  office  has  been 
under  the  charge  of  his  sister.  Miss 
Murphy ;  whether,  on  the  29th  of  last 
month.  Miss  Murphy  was  informed  that 
she  could  not  be  allowed  to  continue  to 
conduct  the  office,  as  she  was  not  a  house- 
holder, and  that  since  that  date  there 
has  been  no  post  office  at  Milford ;  whe- 
ther Miss  Murphy  conducted  the  post 
office  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  authori- 
ties ;  whether  the  real  reason  for  re- 
fusing to  allow  her  to  continue  to  con- 
duct it  is  the  imprisonment  of  her 
brother  on  suspicion ;  and,  whether  he 
approves  of  the  course  taken  by  the 
local  postal  authoiLtvQ^vsi\!^^\£L^\Rit*l 
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Mb.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  Miss 
Murphy  cannot  be  appointed  to  the  post 
office  at  Milford  because  she  does  not 
fulfil  the  necessary  condition  of  bein^  a 
householder.  The  reason  why  the  office 
has  been  closed  is  that  no  one  who  is 
eligible  is  willing  to  take  it.  If  Miss 
Murphy  can  qualify  herself  by  becoming 
a  householder,  I  shall  be  willing  to 
appoint  her,  and  to  continue  her  in  the 
office,  so  long  as  she  conducts  the  office 
properly. . 

ARMY— STAFF  APPOINTMENTS. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  can 
state  why  Officers  who  have  not  passed 
the  final  Staff  College  Examination  are 
appointed  to  the  Staff  contrary  to  the 
Queen's  Eegulations  and  to  the  detri- 
ment of  those  who  have  qualified  in 
every  respect  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant  Gentleman's  Question  contains  two 
assumptions — first,  that  officers  have 
been  appointed  to  the  Staff  contrary  to 
the  Queen's  Regulations;  and,  secondly, 
that  those  Regulations  require  that 
officers  appointed  to  the  Staff  should 
have  gone  through  the  Staff  College.  In 
this  he  is  mistaken,  as,  by  the  Regula- 
tions, an  officer  may  be  appointed  to  the 
general  Staff  of  the  Army  if  he  be  ''of 

f  roved  ability  on  the  Staff  in  the  field." 
know  of  no  officer  on  the  general  Staff 
of  the  Army  below  the  rank  of  lieuten- 
ant colonel  who  does  not  fulfil  these  con- 
ditions. The  Regulation  does  not  apply 
to  officers  of  higher  rank. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  take  an  early  opportunity 
of  calling  attention  to  a  recent  violation 
of  the  rules  governing  the  appointment 
of  officers  to  the  Staff  of  the  Army. 

NAVY- THE  SHIPBUILDING 
PROGRAMME. 
Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the 
ship-building  programme,  which  he  has 
asked  the  House  of  Commons  to  sanc- 
tion, is  sufficient  to  provide,  at  the  com- 
Sletion  of  that  progpramme,  an  armoured 
eet  fully  equal  in  numbers  and  fight- 
ing strength  to  those  of  any  two  Euro- 
pean Powers,  or  superior  in  these 
respects  to  anv  sinjjjlo  rower? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir.  the  essen- 
tial   feafuro    (»f    w    shipbuilding    pro- 


gramme is  the  number  of  tons  to  b« 
built  in  a  g^ven  year,  and  it  cannot  be 
said  that  any  one  year  or  another  wiU 
provide  a  fleet  of  a  certain  aize  as  is  in- 
dicated in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Qaes- 
tion.  For  three  years  past  the  amount 
of  tonnage  built  has  been  increasing 
steadily,  and  the  Admiralty  would  not 
hesitate  to  increase  it  still  further,  if  it 
appeared  to  them  necessary,  in  order  to 
maintain  the  supremacy  of  Great  Britain 
at  sea.  As  to  the  relative  strength  of 
our  own  and  foreign  Fleets,  I  put  for- 
ward the  view  of  the  Government  last 
week  in  a  speech  of  an  hour,  and  the 
hon.  Member  criticized  it,  if  I  recollect 
right,  at  about  the  same  length.  There 
are  so  many  considerations,  which  must 
all  be  taken  into  account,  that  I  could 
not  undertake  to  repeat  what  I  then 
said  within  the  limits  of  an  Answer. 

ROYAL  PASSENGERS— THE    ''ALBERT 
VICTOR  "  CHANNEL  STEAMER. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  public  will  not  be  charged 
£40,  in  the  usual  manner,  for  the  con- 
veyance of  the  Duke  and  Duchess  of 
Edinburgh  from  Boulogne  to  Folkestone 
on  the  18th  in  the  "Albert  Victor;" 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  consequent 
neglect  by  Railway  Companies  of  the 
comfort  and  safety  of  the  public,  he  will 
consider  whether  this  system  of  payment 
for  special  packets  for  the  conveyance  of 
distinguished  persons  should  be  more 
cautiously  adopted  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  orders  for  special  packets  for 
distinguished  persons  are  given  by  the 
Admiralty;  but  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  usual  payment  will  be 
made  in  the  case  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  The  system  now  in  force  was 
adopted  some  years  ago  as  a  more  con- 
venient one  than  that  of  providing  a 
ship  of  the  Royal  Navy ;  and,  as  far  as 
I  am  aware,  no  complaints  have  arisen 
with  respect  to  it  until  the  late  unfortu- 
nate mishap.  I  will  communicate  with 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  Admiralty  as  to 
the  necessity  for  making  any  alteration 
in  its  details  for  the  protection  of  the 
public. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT— THE  REVENUE. 
Mr.  W.  H.  smith  (for  Sir  Stafiobd 
Northcote)  asked  the  Financial  Secre* 
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taxy  to  the  Treasury  for  some  explana- 
tion of  the  two  following  items  in  the 
comparative  statement  of  the  Estimate 
of  Kerenue  for  1882-3,  and  of  the  Ee- 
ceipts  in  1881-2  :— Estimate  for  1882-3, 
Stamps  (exclusive  of  Fee,  &c.  Stamps), 
£11,145,000;  Exchequer  Eeceipt  in 
1881-2,  £11,385,000.  Estimate  for 
1882-3,  Miscellaneous  (inclusive  of  Fee, 
fto.  Stamps),  £4,235,000;  Exchequer 
Seceipt  in  1881-2,  £5,011,020? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  two  changes  have  been  made  this 
year  in  the  method  of  stating  the  Ee- 
venue.  First,  receipts  realized  by  the 
Army  and  Navy  Departments,  which 
before  this  year  were  paid  into  the  Ex- 
chequer, will  this  year  be  applied,  as 
shown  in  the  Estimates,  under  fixed 
regulation,  in  diminution  of  the  Votes  of 
those  Departments.  This  measure,  of 
course,  diminishes  the  amount  of  Mis- 
cellaneous Eeceipts  to  be  paid  into  the 
Exchequer.  Secondly,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  presents  the  Eevenue 
in  two  parts — 1,  produce  of  taxes;  2, 
receipts,  not  taxes,  properly  so-called. 
Fees  levied  in  Courts  of  Law  and  other 
Departments  form  part  of  the  receipts 
of  the  year.  Formerly  these  fees  were 
receivea  in  cash ;  but,  for  sake  of  con- 
venience, they  are  now,  for  the  most  part, 
collected  by  means  of  stamps.  The 
Treasury  does  not  consider  these  fees  as 
taxes  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word, 
and  proposes,  therefore,  to  bring  them 
to  account  henceforth  as  Miscellaneous 
Eevenue,  so  that  the  Account,  laid  be- 
fore Parliament,  may  show  distinctly 
the  two  kinds  of  Eevenue.  The  first 
measure  diminishes  the  amount  of  Mis- 
cellaneous Eeceipts  to  be  paid  into 
the  Exchequer.  The  second  increases 
that  head  of  Eevenue,  diminishing  the 
Stamp  Eevenue  by  a  corresponding 
amount. 

POLICE  (SCOTLAND)  —  DISTURBANCES 
IN  THE  ISLAND  OF  SKYE. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Is  it  true  the  police  sent  from 
Glasgow  to  Skye  were  supplied  with 
revolvers;  and,  if  so,  under  what  Sta- 
tute are  civil  officers  at  liberty  to  carry 
arms? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  No,  Sir ;  the  police  sent  from 
Glasgow  to  Skye  were  not  supplied  with 
revolvers.  They  had  no  weapons  other 
than  their  ordinary  batons. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRI- 
SONERS DETAINED  UNDER  TBHE 
ACT— P.  AND  W.  M'QUINLAN. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  cases 
of  Patrick  M'Quinlan  and  William 
M'Quinlan  his  brother,  now  confined  in 
Limerick  Prison  on  suspicion  of  being 
accessory  to  an  attack  upon  a  dwelling- 
house,  have  been  recently  under  his 
notice ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  both 
men  have  characterised  the  charge  as 
false  ;  whether  a  Mr.  Brosnan,  arrested 
on  the  same  charge  and  at  the  same 
time,  was  discharged  after  four  months' 
detention,  whereas  these  young  men 
have  been  in  prison  for  twelve  months  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  younger, 
Patrick,  had  recently  returned  from 
college,  and  was  about  to  present  him- 
self for  his  examinations;  whether  ap- 
plication was  made  in  January  for  per- 
mission for  him  to  go  up  for  examina- 
tion, and  whether  any  reply  was  sent  to 
that  application,  and  whether  he  will 
now  be  permitted  to  present  himself; 
and,  whether  he  has  any  special  reason 
for  detaining  these  boys  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  cases  of  the  two  M'Quinlans  were  re- 
considered on  Friday  last,  and  the  de- 
cision arrived  at  was  that  they  could  not 
be  released  at  present.  They  may  have 
characterized  the  charge  as  a  false  one  ; 
but  that  did  not  necessarily  make  it  so. 
As  to  Mr.  Brosnan,  he  was  discharged 
last  August  on  a  sufficient  undertaking. 
Patrick  M'Quinlan  applied  last  January 
for  permission  to  go  up  for  a  Civil  Ser- 
vice examination,  but  was  informed  that  * 
His  Excellency  was  not  able  to  accede  to 
his  request.  There  are  sufficient  reasons, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Government,  for 
the  detention  of  these  two  persons  at 
present. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— TREAT- 
MENT  OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE 
ACT— ARMAGH  GAOL. 

Me.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Letter  in  the  **  Freeman's 
Journal,"  of  April  22nd,  signed  by  Mr. 
Nicholas  H,  Dfi^vuft,  x^^uXX:^  ^  ^>as^wX 
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in  Armagli  Qaol ;  whether  it  is  a  fact, 
as  stated  in  that  Letter,  that  Mr.  Deyine, 
when  suffering  from  an  attack  of  in- 
flammation of  the  lungs,  was  remoTod 
from  the  ordinary  cell  which  he  in- 
habited to  one  fifteen  feet  by  thirteen ; 
that  in  this  cell  three  other  suspects 
were  confined  with  him  for  eighteen  out 
of  every  twenty-four  hours  ;  that  the 
cell  contained  four  beds  and  the  fur- 
niture necessary  for  four  men,  and 
was  used  for  sleeping  and  dining  in ; 
and,  whether  better  provision  will  be 
made  for  hospital  patients  in  Armagh 
Oaol? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson):  Sir, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  seen 
the  letter  referred  to  in  this  Question. 
The  statement  in  that  letter  about  Mr. 
Devine's  illness  in  Armagh  Prison  is 
quite  incorrect.  He  never  suffered  from 
inflammation  of  the  lungs  while  in  de- 
tention under  the  Protection  Act.  The 
remaining  portions  of  this  Question 
were,  I  am  informed,  fully  answered  on 
the  20th  of  March  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  have  only  to  add  that 
there  is  ample  hospital  accommodation 
in  Armagh  Prison. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  that  portion  of 
his  Question  which  had  not  been  answered 
before  he  would  like  to  have  answered 
now,  with  reference  to  Mr.  Devine  being 
confined  for  this  time  in  a  cell  of  these 
dimensions. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  would  inquire. 

PROTECTION   OF    PERSON   AND    PRO- 

PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-AR- 

RESTS  in  CO.  TIPPERARY. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  about 
six  months  ago  five  men  were  arrested 
under  the  Coercion  Act  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Cashel,  county  Tipperary, 
all  charged  with  the  same  offence  ;  whe- 
ther four  of  these  men  have  been  re- 
leased, the  only  one  remaining  in  custody 
being  Mr.  Michael  Ryan  Wall,  at  present 
in  Naas  Gaol ;  and,  whether  he  will  now 
order  his  release  ?  

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Four 
of  these  men  have  been  released.  Mr. 
Byan,   his  sobriquet  being,  I  believe, 

Mr.  R$dm(md 


Wall,  is  still  in  detention ;  but  his  case 
is  now  under  His  Ezcellenoy's  oonsiden- 

tion. 

IRISH    FISHERIES— FRENCH    FISHING 

VESSELS. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Reports  have  been 
made  of  violation  by  French  fishing 
vessels  of  the  three-mile  limit  on  the 
coasts  of  Clare  and  Kerry  and  in  the 
estuary  of  the  Shannon;  whether  any 
and  what  steps  are  to  be  taken  to  secure 
the  observance  of  the  Law ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Irish  Oovemment  will  consult 
with  the  Admiralty,  with  a  view  of  ob- 
taining the  presence  of  a  gunboat,  as 
suggested  by  Reports  of  the  Irish 
Fisheries  Commission,  to  protect  the 
rights  of  Irish  and  British  fishermen  oa 
the  Irish  coast  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  This 
Question  relates  to  the  action  of  French 
fishing  vessels  on  the  Irish  coast.  The 
Inspectors  of  Irish  Fisheries  have  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  Oovernment  to  al- 
leged violations  by  these  French  fishing 
vessels  of  the  provisions  of  the  Fisheries 
Convention,  and  the  Irish  Law  Officers 
will  be  consulted  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  during 
two  successive  years,  when  the  Estimates 
were  discussed,  the  attention  of  the  Oo- 
vernment was  called  to  this  very  ques- 
tion ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jounson)  said, 
he  did  not  know.  He  understood  it 
turned  upon  the  construction  of  an 
Article  of  the  Convention. 

EVICTIONS   (IKELAXD)— LONGFORD 
WORKHOUSE. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
on  Wednesday  the  12th  instant  a  large 
number  of  persons  applied  for  relief  at 
the  Longford  Workhouse,  stating  that 
they  had  been  evicted  from  the  estate  of 
Lord  Granard ;  whether  the  spokesman 
of  the  applicants  was  a  young  man 
named  Fury,  who  had  been  imprisoned 
as  a  suspect,  and  was  but  lately  released; 
whether  Fury  stated  that  his  father,  one 
of  the  evicted,  was  eighty  years  of  age, 
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and  ocymplained  that  they  were  all  in 
ffreat  distress ;  whether  Fury  has  since 
been  re-arrested ;  and,  whether  he  can 
state  the  reasons  for  his  re-arrest  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
it  is  the  fact,  as  stated  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member,  that  a  number  of 
perBons  on  the  12th  instant  applied  at 
Iiongford  Poor  House  for  relief,  stating 
theynad  been  evicted  from  their  farms  on 
Lord  Oranard's  estate ;  and  their  spokes- 
man was  a  man  named  Fury,  who  had 
not  been  arrested  under  the  Protection 
Aot,  but  had  been  committed  for  trial 
for  firing  into  a  dwelling-house.  He 
stated  that  his  father  was  80  years  old 
and  in  g^eat  distress.  The  relieving 
officer  visited  these  persons,  and  found 
half  of  them  not  destitute,  and  those 
whom  he  considered  destitute  refused 
relief  in  the  poor-house.  I  am  informed 
that  these  tenants  owed  from  three  to 
four  years'  rent,  and  that  an  offer  was 
made  to  stop  the  ejectments  on  payment 
of  one  year's  rent  and  costs.  Fury  had 
two  holdings;  on  one,  I  am  informed, 
four  years',  and  on  the  other  five  and  a- 
half  years'  rent  was  due.  On  the  17th 
of  this  month  James  Fury  was  arrested 
nnder  the  Protection  Act  on  suspicion  of 
posting  threatening  notices. 

PBOTECnON  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— ENNIS- 
KILLEN  GAOL— MR.  J.  P.  QUINN. 

Me.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  J.  P. 
Qninn,  suspect,  confined  in  Enniskillen 
QboI,  who  has  been  allowed  the  use  of 
a  well-lighted  room  in  the  hospital,  in 
order  that  he  may  carry  on  certain  work 
in  which  he  is  engaged,  has  been  refused 
permission  to  receive  his  visitors  in  his 
room,  although  such  permission  is  given 
under  similar  circumstances  in  Kilmain- 
ham  ;  whether  he  will  order  the  prohi- 
bition to  be  withdrawn;  or,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  state  the  reason  for  his 
refusal ;  and,  whether  he  will  state  the 
reason  for  Mr.  Quinn's  removal  from 
Kilmainham  to  Enniskillen  Prison? 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
Mr.  Quinn  was  allowed  to  use  a  room 
for  writing  in  ;  but  there  is  no  reason 
why  an  exception  should  be  made  in  his 
case  as  to  visits.     The  inquiry  is  inaccu- 
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rate  in  suggesting  that  there  is  any  pro- 
hibition to  be  withdrawn;  there  is  no 
prohibition ;  these  are  the  ordinary  rules 
for  the  government  of  the  prison,  and 
these  must  be  observed.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  that,  on  grounds  which  have 
been  stated  formerly  to  the  House,  I 
cannot  give  the  reason  which  influenced 
the  Government  in  removing  Mr.  Quinn 
to  Enniskillen. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRI- 
SONERS DETAINED  UNDER  THE  ACT 
—MR.  P.  ARNOLD. 

Mr.  EDWARD  SHEIL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  consider  the 
case  of  Mr.  Patrick  Arnold,  of  Qor- 
manston,  in  the  county  of  Meath,  who 
has  been  confined  in  Armagh  since 
January  2nd  last;  whether  Mr.  F. 
Tullam,  his  neighbour,  who  was  arrested 
in  December  1881,  has  not  been  re- 
leased ;  and,  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  will  direct  that  Mr.  Arnold 
be  released  from  prison  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
Mr.  Tullam  has  been  released,  and  Mr. 
Arnold's  case  is  at  present  under  His 
Excellency's  consideration. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— ARMS  LICENCES. 

Me.  EDWARD  SHEIL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr. 
William  Gogarty,  of  Clondalkin,  has 
been  refused  a  licence  to  carry  arms ; 
whether  the  licence  was  refused  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  been  a  member  of 
the  Land  League ;  whether  Mr.  Gogarty 
did  produce  a  certificate  signed  by  two 
justices  of  the  peace,  as  required  by  the 
Arms  Act ;  and,  whether  under  the  cir- 
cumstances Captain  Keogh,  R.M.  was 
justified  in  refusing  a  licence? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  facts  are  not  quite  accurately  stated 
in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 
Mr.  Gogarty  brought  an  informal  certi- 
ficate to  the  licensing  officer,  who  re- 
quested him  to  bring  a  proper  one,  which 
he  never  did.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  Resident  Magistrate,  who 
was  the  licensing  officer,  was  justified  in 
not  granting  him  an  arms  licence  ^ 


Mb.  EDWARD  8HEIL :  Would  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  state 
where  the  informality  was  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  was  not  able  to  tell  exactly  ;  but  the 
Arms  Act  required  certain  specified  re- 
quirements to  be  complied  with,  and  in 
case  any  of  them  were  omitted  the 
licence  should  be  refused. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS- 
RIVERS  CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOODS 
PREVENTION  BILL. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  proceed  with  the  Rivers 
Conservancy  and  Prevention  of  Floods 
Bill  on  Friday ;  and,  if  not,  whether  it 
could  be  arranged  that  it  should  not  be 
again  put  on  the  Paper  without  some 
serious  intention  of  proceeding  with  it, 
seeing  the  inconvenience  caused  to  the 
large  number  of  Members  interested  in 
it  by  such  a  course  ? 

Me.  HIBBERT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Rivers  Conservancy  Bill  had  been 
put  down,  not  for  Friday  next,  but  for 
Friday,  the  6th  of  May ;  but,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  Motion  which  stood  for  that 
day,  he  thought  it  very  improbable  that 
the  Bill  would  be  brought  forward  on  that 
occasion.  He  entirely  sympathized  with 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the 
inconvenience  caused  to  Members  by 
putting  down  a  Bill  for  a  day  on  which 
it  could  not  possibly  be  brought  on  ;  and 
he  trusted  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board 
would  put  down  the  Bill  for  a  future  day 
when  it  could  be  considered. 

EJECTl^IENTS  (IRELAND)— THE 
RETURNS— THE  CIVIL  BILL  COURTS. 

Mb.  GIBSON  desired  to  ask  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  g^ven  him  Private  Notice. 
In  a  Return  of  Ejectments  in  Ireland 
issued  that  morning,  it  had  been  shown 
in  the  case  of  the  Superior  Courts  how 
many  Orders  of  Ejectment  had  been 
issued,  and  how  many  had  been  carried 
out.  But  in  the  case  of  the  other  Courts 
only  the  Orders  issued  had  been  shown ; 
but  not  whether  they  had  been  carried 
out.  He  would  like  to  know  whether  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  could  see 
his  wa^  to  amend  the  Return,  or  to  issue 
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a  Supplementary  Return,  ahowing  in 
how  many  cases  tiiese  Orders  of  the  Civil 
BiU  Courts  had  been  carried  into  effect? 
The  ATTORNEY  GENERAJ.  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johfboh)  said, 
he  understood  that  the  form  in  which 
the  Orders  of  the  Civil  Bill  Courts  weie 
carried  out  was  introduced  by  the  late 
Government,  and  had  been  persisted  in 
up  to  the  present  time.  But  if  it  were 
practicable  he  would  endeavour  to  supplj 
what  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
asked  for,  as  the  request  was  ezceedinglj 
reasonable.  It  was  desirable,  of  course, 
to  show  what  proceedings  in  the  Inferior 
Courts  had  ripened  into  eviction,  aa  well 
as  those  in  the  Superior  Coarts. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ZTJLULAND. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  asked,  Whether 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tiie 
Colonies  could  give  the  House  anj  in- 
formation as  to  the  statement  in  Th 
Daily  New*  as  to  the  serious  condition  of 
affairs  in  Zululand? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  I  have  seen 
the  statement  in  The  Daily  yewt,  dated 
the  25th,  and  to-day  I  have  received  a  tde- 
gram  from  Sir  Henry  Bulwer,  dated  the 
26th — one  day  later — in  which  he  merely 
refers  incidentally  to  a  demonstration  i^ 
Natal  by  the  ex-King's  brother.  Evi- 
dently he  does  not  attribute  to  it  the  im- 
portance which  one  woidd  attach  to  Tk$ 
Daily  Newt  telegpram. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRI- 
SONERS DETAINED  UNDER  THE  ACT 
—MR.  T.  RYAN. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attoraej 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  Mr. 
Thomas  Hyan,  of  Two  Mile  Bonis, 
County  Tipperary,  is  still  detained  in 
Clonmel  Oaol,  while  Mr.  Fanning,  in 
the  same  locality,  arrested  at  the  same 
time  and  on  the  same  chaise,  has  been 
released ;  and,  what  reason  there  is  for 
Mr.  Eyan's  continued  detention  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johksok)  :  Sir, 
Mr.  Fanning  was  released  on  the  ground 
of  ill-health.  He  was  attacked  by  ferer 
and  removed  to  the  hospitaL  As  soon 
as  the  doctor  certified  that  he  was  fit  to 
travel,  His  Excellency  ordered  his  re- 
lease. His  Excellency  has  reconsidered 
Mr.  Ryan's  case,  but  cannot  see  his  way 
to  order  his  release  at  present, 
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THE  ROTAL   IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
TELEGRAMS  TO  CORONERS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  when 
oases  of  suspicious  deaths  ooour,  the 
polioe  are  in  the  habit  of  sending  tele- 
IB  for  the  Irish  coroners  free  of 
;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  police 
will  Be  instructed  so  to  do  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
the  only  telegrams  which  the  Constabu- 
lary are  authorized  to  send  free  are  those 
which  relate  to  the  Constabulary  Service. 
No  case  has  been  made  out  to  the  Go- 
remment  for  extending  this  to  telegrams 
for  Irish  coroners. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  POLICE   AT 

CAPPOQUIN. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  statement 
in  a  Waterford  paper  that,  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  rejoicings  for  the  release  of 
Mr.  Pamell  at  Cappoquin,  the  police  in- 
terfered, and  the  head  constable  drew  a 
dagger  and  held  it  up  before  the  people ; 
whether,  on  the  Rev.  Mr.  Casey  caution- 
ing him,  the  head  constable  said  that 
the  clergyman  was  inciting  the  people  to 
attack  him ;  whether  the  Rev.  gentle- 
man reported  the  circumstances  to  the 
sub-inspector,  and  what  has  been  the 
result  of  the  inquiry ;  whether  daggers, 
such  as  that  alleged  to  have  been  dis- 
played by  the  constable,  have  been 
senred  out  to  the  Irish  Police  Force ;  if 
not,  whether  the  Government  approve 
of  the  display  of  this  weapon  by  the 
oonstable,  when  his  regulation  sword 
was  available;  whether,  if  the  state- 
ments are  denied,  the  Government  will 
grant  an  inquiry  thereinto ;  and,  whe- 
ther, on  the  evening  in  question,  a  sub* 
oonstable  was*  stationed  at  the  door  of 
the  house  of  Mr.  Michael  Fitzgerald, 
general  merchant,  thereby  deterring 
many  people  from  entering  his  shop  on 
business ;  and  what  justification  there  is 
for  such  a  proceeding  ? 

The  ATOORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Sir, 
I  am  informed  that  the  account  of  this 
transaction,  which  has  been  furnished 
to  the  hon.  Member,  is  exaggerated. 
The  oonstable,  on  the  occasion  referred 
to  in  the  Question,  seeing  an  explosive 
alight  near  a  dwelling    in    the  main 


street  in  the  town  of  Cappoquin,  went 
to  put  it  out  with  a  sword-cane  which 
he  had  in  his  hand.  While  doing  so  the 
cane  became  detached  from  the  sword  ; 
but  the  constable  at  once  replaced  it. 
The  Rev.  Mr.  Casey  then  came  up,  and 
remonstrated  with  the  constable  for  ex- 
tinguishing the  fire,  and  told  him  he 
was  exciting  the  people.  The  constable 
respectfully  replied  that  it  was  his  duty 
to  put  out  the  fire,  and  if  there  was  ex- 
citement it  was  due  to  the  interference 
of  the  rev.  gentleman.  Next  day  the 
rev.  gentleman  called  on  the  Sub-Inspec- 
tor, and  complained  to  him  of  the  con- 
stable. The  Sub-Inspector,  in  reply, 
told  him  that  he  thought  the  constable 
had  only  done  his  duty,  but  that  he 
would  inquire  into  it.  He  did  so,  and 
found  no  further  step  called  for.  Of 
course,  no  daggers  are  served  out  to  the 
police,  nor  was  any  dagger  displayed  on 
the  occasion  referred  to.  No  sub  or 
other  constable  was  placed  at  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald's door,  nor  was  anyone  deterred 
from  entering  his  shop  on  business. 

Mr.  HEALY :  I  beg  leave  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whe- 
ther sword-canes  have  been  served  out 
to  the  police ;  and  whether  the  Govern- 
ment approve  of  their  use,  since  ordi- 
nary swords  have  been  placed  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  police  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  No 
sword-canes  have  been  served  out ;  and 
I  should  think  that  they  are  very  much 
a  more  harmless  weapon  than  the  ordi- 
nary swords. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT— GLOUCESTER  WRIT. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  lewis  rose  to  move — 

"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crovvii  to  make  out  a  now 
Writ  for  the  Election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in 
this  present  Parliament  for  the  City  of  (^Hou- 
cester,  in  the  room  of  Thomas  R<>bin8ou, 
esquire,  whoso  Election  has  been  declared  to 
be  void." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Sir,  I  rise  to 
Order.  On  a  previous  occasion  I  had  it 
in  my  mind  to  move  a  new  Writ  for  the 
borough  of  Northampton.  When  I  com- 
municated that  intention  to  the  autho- 
rities of  the  House,  with  the  view  of 
putting  on  the  Paper  a  Motion  to  that 
effect,  I  was  informed  that  if  I  did  so 
my  Motion  would  not  have  precedency 
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of  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  I  observe 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry 
(Mr.  Lewis)  has  put  on  the  Paper  a 
Motion  of  which  he  gave  Notice,  that 
he  intends  to  move  for  a  new  Writ 
for  Gloucester.  I  would  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether,  in  the  circumstances,  that 
Motion  has  precedence  over  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis)  is  in  pursuance  of  a  Kesolution 
of  the  House,  passed  on  the  10th  of 
February  last,  declaring — 

**  That  in  all  cases  where  the  Seat  of  a  Member 
has  been  declared  void  on  the  ground  of  Briberv, 
no  Motion  for  the  issue  of  a  new  Writ  shall  oe 
made  without  two  days*  previous  Notice  with 
the  Votes,  and  that  such  Notice  be  considered 
before  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Mo- 
tions.*'— [3  Hansardy  cclxvi.  470,] 

Mr.  LEWIS  said,  he  begged  to  thank 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere")  for  another  eflFbrt  to  teach 
the  House  its  business.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  more  to  do  with  election  pro- 
ceedings in  til  at  House  than  any  other 
hon.  Member  during  the  present  Session ; 
and  he  should  have  thought  the  hon. 
Member  was  aware  that  this  Sessional 
Order  had  been  passed  in  order  that  the 
House  might  not  be  taken  by  surprise 
in  the  issue  of  Writs  for  vacancies  occa- 
sioned by  corrupt  practices.  In  intro- 
ducing that  Motion  ne  should  be  able  to 
convince  the  House,  he  thought,  that  it 
involved  a  great  Constitutional  question  ; 
and  he  apprehended  that  upon  no  light 
ground,  and  in  no  indirect  manner, 
would  the  House  allow  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  electors  to  be  interfered 
with  largely  or  destroyed,  but  would 
take  care  to  deal  with  them  in  a  re- 
gular and  legal  manner.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  no  fewer  than  eight  constitu- 
encies and  14  Members  were  affected 
by  the  extraordinary  conduct  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  election  for 
the  borough  of  Gloucester  took  place 
more  than  two  years  ago.  In  the  summer 
of  1880  an  Election  Petition  was  duly 
tried,  and  under  it  Mr.  Robinson,  one  of 
the  Members,  was  unseated.  Before  the 
expiry  of  the  Session  of  1880  the  Attorney 
General,  in  pursuance  of  the  Report 
of  the  Election  Judge,  moved  for  a  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry.  That  took  place  in 
the  autumn  and  winter  of  1880.  The 
Report  was  presented  as  long  ago  as 
March,  1881.     He  apprehended  that  it 
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was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  take  care 
that  there  was  no  undue  delay  in  the 
matter.  Instead  of  that,  what  ooune 
had  been  pursued  ?  From  March  until 
August  no  step  was  taken.  Late  in  the 
Session,  in  August,  a  Bill  was  intro- 
duced to  prevent  the  issue  of  the  Writia 
any  of  these  boroughs  until  eight  daji 
after  the  commencement  of  the  preset 
Session.  After  this  Session  oommsDoed, 
two  or  three  weeks  were  allowed  to 
elapse  before  any  notice  was  taken  of 
the  incriminated  boroughs.  It  was  not 
until  several  Questions  had  been  pat  to 
Ministers  that  the  Bill  was  proauoed. 
He  then  gave  Notice  with  re&rence  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The 
question,  he  thought,  deserved  the  clow 
attention  of  the  two  Ministers  againit 
whom  charges  had  been  made  in  connee- 
tion  with  the  Cities  of  Chester  and 
Oxford  affected  by  that  Bill.  It  was 
reasonable  to  expect  that  every  ex- 
pedition would  be  used  with  respect 
to  this  Bill.  One  would  have  thought 
that  the  two  Cabinet  Ministers  would 
have  desired  to  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  showing  how  unmerited  were 
the  charges  that  were  made  against 
them.  But  that  was  not  the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  Government.  When  he  pat 
a  Question  on  this  subject  to  the  noble 
Marquess,  the  answer  he  gave  was  that 
he  cared  nothing  for  the  suggestion 
made  as  to  the  conduct  of  his  Col- 
leagues ;  but  he  admitted  that  the  ques- 
tion, affecting  the  constituencies,  was 
a  very  serious  one.  That  took  place 
a  week  ago.  What  was  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  next  day  ?  Instead 
of  proceeding  with  the  Disfranchisement 
Bill,  they  put  down  the  Parliamentaiy 
Election  Expenses  Bill — a  Bill  of  a 
kindred,  but  general  character — and  en- 
tirely overlooked  and  evaded  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  in  the  other  Bill.  He  thonght 
there  must  be  some  reason  in  the  back- 
ground for  this  course.  Turning  to  the 
question  raised  by  this  Motion,  what 
were  the  precedents  with  reference  to 
matters  of  this  kind  ?  He  would  quote 
the  cases  of  Beverley  and  Bridgwater. 
Three  months  after  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  was  presented  a  Bill  for  the 
disfranchisement  of  the  boroughs  was 
presented  to  the  House,  and  on  the  6th 
of  May  it  was  read  a  third  time.  This 
was  very  different  from  the  course  which 
the  Government  was  nowpursuing  with 
regard  to  Gloucester.    He  maintained 
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that  anyone  who  had  read  the  whole  of 
the  Oommisdoners'  Heports  could  have 
oome  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that  a 
Tevy  g^ve  case  had  been  made  out  for 
two  responsible  Ministers  of  ti^e  Grown 
to  answer.  [The  Attorxey  General 
dissented.]  The  Attorney  General  shook 
his  head  ;  but  let  him  bring  forward  the 
Disfranchisement  Bill,  and  then  they 
would  discover  the  truth  of  his  allega- 
tions. What  he  wanted  was  an  oppor- 
tunity of  showing  what  had  been  the 
conduct  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
Gtovernment  Board. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
Hbkrt  jA^fEs)  rose  to  Order.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  Member's  lan- 
guage was  relevant|to|  the  Motion  that 
A  new  Writ  be  issued  for  Gloucester ; 
whether,  in  fact,  he  could  go  into  mat- 
ters in  no  way  connected  with  that  City 
or  its  Representatives,  and  make  charges 
against  persons  who  had  no  connection 
with  it  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
ought  to  confine  himself  to  matters  re- 
lating to  the  Gloucester  Election. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  upon  that  occasion,  as  upon 
6Tery  other,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman should  attempt  to  evade  the  issue 
whichhe  had  raised.  [Crie*  of  **  Order! " 
"  Withdraw ! " 

Ma.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  attending  to  my  directions. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  his  point  was  that 
the  Oity  of  Gloucester  was  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Government,  and  that  its  rights 
were  likely  to  be  seriously  jeopardized 
and  infringed.  His  chief  object,  how- 
ever, in  bringing  forward  his  Motion  was 
to  guard  against  the  possibility  of  its 
being  said  later  on  that  the  delay  of 
the  Government  in  dealing  with  the  con- 
stituency had  not  been  made  the  subject 
of  protest.  He  would  only  further  point 
out  that  of  the  5,381  electors  of  the  City 
of  Gloucester,  only  one-third  were  at  all 
involved  in  the  Report  of  the  Election 
Commissioners.  He  begged  to  move 
that  a  new  Writ  be  issued  for  the  City  of 
Gloucester. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new  Writ 
lor  the  Election  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  this 
preaent  Parliament  for  the  City  of  Gloucester,  in 
the  room  of  Thomas  Kobinson,  esquire,  whose 
Election  has  been  declared  to  be  void." — {Mr. 
Xmrtf.) 


The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did  not  appear  to  seriously  propose 
the  issue  of  ^e  Writ ;  but  there  were 
many  Members  in  the  House  who  had  a 
strong  interest  in  tlie  City  of  Gloucester, 
and  he  had  no  wish  to  anticipate  the 
discussion  which  must  arise.  He  would, 
therefore,  only  remind  the  House  that 
the  Commissioners  had  reported  that 
corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed  ; 
and  it  was,  therefore,  impossible  to 
consent  to  the  issue  of  the  Writ.  There 
must  be  a  discussion  of  the  matter,  and 
it  was  most  unfair  if  he  made  any  state- 
ment which  could  not  be  discussed  in 
detail.  He  did  not  think  there  were 
many  hon.  Members  who  would  wish  to 
see  a  new  Writ  for  Gloucester  imme- 
diately issued.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Londonderry,  as  he  understood,  wished 
to  press  the  Motion  as  a  Censure  on  the 
Government  for  not  having  hurried  the 
Disfranchisement  Bill  forward.  The 
Motion  before  the  House  was,  however, 
a  very  indirect  mode  by  which  to  accom- 
plish that  object.  The  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  was  not  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  until  the  month  of  April 
last  year.  The  Government  had  to  con- 
sider carefully  what  should  be  their 
action  in  the  matter ;  and  it  was  not  till 
a  comparatively  late  period  of  last  Ses- 
sion that  they  had  so  shaped  their  policy 
as  to  present  it  to  the  House.  At  that 
time,  however,  a  communication  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  was  made  ask- 
ing that  the  Bill  should  not  be  discussed 
at  the  end  of  the  Session  in  an  empty 
House.  He  did  feel  that  every  matter 
in  the  Bill  should  be  very  carefully  dis- 
cussed, and,  in  consequence,  the  Bill  was 
not  introduced.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  there  would  be  full  opportunity 
given  for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill ;  and 
he  was  sure  the  Prime  Minister  would 
take  care  that  no  attempt  should  be 
made  to  pass  the  Bill  in  the  absence  of 
Members  who  might  wish  to  discuss  it. 
Before  sitting  down,  he  desired  to  say  a 
few  words  about  the  charges  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  brought  against  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  I^resident  of  the 
Local  Gt)vemment  Board. 

Mr.  LEWIS:  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir. 
At  the  instance  of  the  Attorney  General, 
you  prevented  me  proceeding  one  step 
in  the  direction  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  now  proceeding. 
I  beg  to  ask  if  he  is  in  Order  \ 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  wished  to  refer  only  to  a 
matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  allowed  to  refer — namely,  the  rea- 
sons adduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
delay  in  the  production  of  the  Bill.  Ac- 
cording to  the  hon.  Member,  the  delay 
was  accounted  for  by  a  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  Govemment  to  evade  unpleasant 
charges.  Nobody  had  brought  any 
charges  against  his  right  hon.  Friends 
except  the  hon.  Member.  There  were 
no  charges  against  them  in  the  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission ;  and  because 
the  hon.  Member  chose  to  imagine  cer- 
tain charges,  were  they  going  to  dislocate 
the  Business  of  the  House  ?  He  wished, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  his  charges  in  the  presence  of  his 
right  hon.  Friends,  instead  of  choosing  a 
day  when  they  were  absent  to  state  to  the 
public  that  grave  charges  were  brought 
against  them  in  those  Keports. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  was,  to  a  certain 
extent,  justified  in  the  course  which  he 
had  taken,  since  the  Govemment  had  un- 
questionably been  guilty  of  undue  delay 
in  formulating  in  a  Bill  their  proposals 
for  the  treatment  of  the  boroughs  against 
which  charges  wore  made.  Now,  how- 
ever, that  a  Bill  had  been  introduced,  it 
would  not  be  reasonable  to  ask  the  House 
to  issue  a  new  Writ  for  any  one  of  the 
boroughs  to  which  the  measure  would 
apply.  At  the  proper  time  he  hoped  to 
be  able  to  prove  that  the  best  way  to 
deal  with  the  case  of  Gloucester  would 
be  by  examination  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  would  only  say  with  regard 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  Attorney 
General  that,  as  he  himself  admitted 
that  Her  Majesty's  Govemment  decided 
last  year  that  it  was  not  right  to  pro- 
ceed with  a  Bill  of  this  nature  in  the 
closing  week  of  the  Session,  they  would 
take  care  not  to  proceed  with  a  similar 
Bill  at  a  similar  time  of  the  Session 
this  year.  It  was  not  the  wish  of  any- 
body aflPected  by  this  Bill,  as  far  as 
Gloucester  was  concerned,  that  it  should 
be  defeated  by  delay.  What  they  asked 
was  that  the  Bill  should  be  fairly 
discussed,  and  that  a  judicial  decision 
should  be  arrived  at  with  regard  to  it. 
He  would  be  very  glad  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  name  a  very  early  day  for 
the  second  reading,  and  then  assent  to 
his  Motion  for  a  reference  of  the  Bill  to 


a  Select  Committee,  not  for  delay,  but 
purely  for  investigation,  and  a  decision 
on  the  subject  coukI  be  thus  taken  before 
the  conclusion  of  the  present  Session. 

Mb.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  he 
thought  the  Bill  dealing  with  these  seven 
boroughs  dealt  with  them  too  lenientlj, 
rather  than  too  severely.  It  would  be  weU, 
in  his  opinion,  that  before  discussing  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Bill  in  Committee,  the 
Govemment  should  propose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  dealings  with  these 
seven  boroughs.  If  they  did  not,  thej 
would  be  liable  at  any  time  to  have  Mo- 
tions brought  forwaini  for  the  issue  of 
Writs  for  these  boroughs.  He  hoped 
that  before  long  Gloucester  wonld  be 
wiped  out  as  a  constituent. 

Mb.  monk  said,  the  Keport  of  the 
Judges  had  been  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  for  upwards  of  a  year; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  only  reasonable 
that  Members  should  ask  the  Govern- 
ment  to  take  some  steps  with  regard  to 
the  measure  affecting  these  boroughs. 
He  had  not  had  any  communication 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
derry with  regard  to  the  Motion  he 
had  brought  forward.  He  felt  certain 
that  the  Motion  was  merely  a  peg  on 
which  to  hang  a  speech  with  regud  to 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  had  not  compluned  of  the 
course  pursued  hitherto  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment;  but  if  this  Bill, 
which  his  constituents  were  anxious  to 
have  considered,  were  further  delayed, 
he  thought  they  would  have  a  right  to 
complain  very  much.  All  they  asked  was 
that  Gloucester  should  be  put  in  the 
same  category  as  Oxford  and  Chester. 
He  had  a  decided  opinion  that  when  the 
Bill  was  brought  on  he  would  be  able  to 
make  out  a  good  case  for  the  constituency 
he  represented.  He  hoped  the  Gk>vem- 
ment,  before  the  end  of  this  week,  would 
give  an  assurance  that  no  further  delay 
should  take  place  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Babon  DE  FEHHIERES  said,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  it  was 
generally  felt  in  the  country  that  Glou- 
cester had  been  very  unfairly  treated  in 
this  matter ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  disposed  of  on  its  meriti 
at  the  very  ecurliest  opportunity. 

Mb.  lewis,  in  reply,  said,  the  Attor- 
ney General,  no  doubt,  thought  that,  in 
accordance  with  the  practice  of  his  mas- 
ter, he  should  throw  contempt  upon  the 
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foggestionB  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  had  made. 
He  understood  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  complained  that  he  selected 
a  day  for  making  an  attack  on  his  right 
hon.  Oolleag^es  when  they  would  he 
absent.  He  gave  Notice  of  this  Motion 
a  week  ag^.  He  had  not  the  least  no- 
tion that  any  Members  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  would  be  absent ;  and,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment)  he  was  wholly  unable  to 
explain  the  absence  of  the  Home  Secre- 
ta^,  or  of  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoTemment  Board.  He  read  his  Notice 
in  the  hearing  of  the  Goyemment  two  or 
three  weeks  ago.  After  the  words  of  the 
Attorney  General,  he  had  no  option  but 
that  of  taking  an  opportunity  for  yindi- 
cating  himseQ  on  Thursday  next,  and 
showing  ground  for  what  he  had  done. 
He  had,  by  this  discussion,  gained  one  of 
the  objects  of  his  Motion,  and  he  begged 
leaye  to  withdraw  it.    [**  No,  no ! " J 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

ORDER    OF   TEE  BAY. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS 
(CX)EKUPT  AND  ILLEGAL  PRACTICES) 

BILL.— [Bill  2L] 
[Mr.  Attor^iey  General,   Secretary  Sir  William 
Harcourty   Mr,  Chamberlain^  Sir  Charles  JF. 
Dilke^  Mr,  Solicitor  General.) 

second  beadinq.     aujourned  debate, 
[thied  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [24th  April],  *' That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "to  the 
end  of  tiie  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  considering  no  corruption  has  been  proved  to 
exist  in  the  larger  town  constituencies,  or  in  any 
county  constituency,  it  is  inexpedient  to  adopt 
such  uniform  restrictions  and  punishments  as 
wHl  render  the  fair  conduct  of  an  election  in  a 
great  constituency  perilous  and  penal," — (Jfr. 
Bolder t  Fowler f) 

—instead  thereof 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that  when,  on 
.Tuesday  last,  he  addressed  a  few  ob- 
servations to  the  House,  the  time  was 
so  limited  that  he  could  not  condense 
his  observations  within  it.    There  were 


only  a  few  minutes  intervening  between 
the  time  at  which  he  rose  and  the  hour 
at  which  the  House  by  its  Eules  ad- 
journed the  Sitting — 10  minutes  to  7 
o'clock.  He  had  no  wish  whatever  to 
delay  the  passing  of  the  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Prevention  Bill.  On  the  contrary, 
as  an  Irish  Member,  against  whom  these 
practices  militated,  it  was  his  wish  and 
his  interest,  in  common  with  those  with 
whom  he  usually  acted,  to  promote  any 
fair  and  well-considered  measure  for  the 

Erevention  of  corrupt  practices.  Now, 
is  justification  for  so  prolonging  the 
discussion  would,  he  was  confident,  be 
proved  this  evening  by  the  number  of 
Members  who  were  anxious  to  address 
the  House,  and  by  the  adverse  opinions 
which  had  been  formed  since  their  atten- 
tion had  been  directed  to  this  ill-drawn, 
ill-considered,  crotchety,  and  ill-advised 
Bill.  Before  he  entered  into  the  merits 
of  the  Bill,  he  thought  it  right  to  direct 
attention  to  a  matter  somewhat  personal 
to  himself.  At  one  time  he  thought  it 
was  almost  due  to  the  House  as  well  as 
to  himself  that  he  should  bring  it  for- 
ward as  a  matter  of  Privilege.  It  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that 
upon  a  Vote  in  Supply  exception  was 
taken  by  the  Irish  Members  to  what  he 
then  alleged  to  be  a  corrupt  practice  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  with  respect 
to  certain  Scotch  newspapers,  more  espe- 
cially as  regarded  one  newspaper,  the 
proprietor  of  which  had  a  seat  in  this 
House.  His  remarks  were  unpleasant, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  they  were  unplea- 
sant in  a  peculiar  sense  to  a  Scotchman, 
because  it  interfered  with  his  pocket  as 
the  owner  of  a  newspaper,  and  he  had 
had  his  reward.  But  he  (Mr.  Oallan) 
had  had  his  reward.  He  found  the  next 
day  an  article,  to  which  he  should  pre- 
sently direct  attention,  in  The  North 
British  Daily  JUail,  which  was  owned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  not  as  a  sleeping  partner, 
but  as  an  active  proprietor,  who  wrote, 
inspired,  and  suggested  the  articles  which 
appeared  in  that  paper,  and  who  was 
lately  a  very  active  agent  in  proclaiming 
in  its  columns  that  the  attempted  assas- 
sination of  the  Queen  was  due  to  an 
Irishman.  It  was  owned  by  a  Scotch- 
man who  could  have  availed  himself  of 
the  privileges  of  a  Member  to  make  his 
complaint  if  any  other  Member  had  acted 
in  a  manner  unworthy  of  his  position. 
It  might  be  well  to  recall  the  circumr 
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stance  that  last  Monday  night  he  crossed 
the  floor  of  the  House  and  went  to  the 
AttorneyQoneral  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
which  ho  did  not  like  to  approach,  be- 
cause one  was  there  nearer  to  corruption 
the  nearer  he  approached  it.  He  asked 
if  the  Attorney  General  would  consent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  if  he 
moved  it,  and  he  was  met  at  once  by  the 
reply — '*  No ;  I  will  go  on  with  this  Bill 
tonight."  A  Member  of  the  Fourth 
Party  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  and,  after  some  discussion,  that 
was  acceded  to.  The  next  day  there 
was  a  debate  on  the  Budget,  and  at  an 
unexpectedly  late  period  of  the  day  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill  was  resumed.  At 
a  quarter  to  7  o'clock  he  rose,  as  he 
said,  to  exercise  his  right  to  speak  upon 
this  Bill.  He  certainly  was  not  accessible 
to  the  blandishments  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, who  made  the  appeal  to  the  Alder- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  Now,  this 
Scotch  newspaper.  The  North  Britieh 
Daily  Mdilf  wrote  of  him — 

*'At  a  quarter  to  sevon,  in  response  to  an 
appeal  from  Sir  R.  Asshcton  Cross,  Mr.  Alder- 
man Fowler  withdrew  his  Amendment  to  the 
measure,  and  the  question  of  second  reading 
was  about  to  bo  determined  when  Mr.  Callan 
intervened  and,  actuated  by  a  spirit  of  malicious 
mischief " 

He  had  a  right  to  his  opinion,  and  he 
would  not  quarrel  with  him  for  that; 
but  ho  made  a  substantive  charge,  for 
he  added — 

'*  And  a  deliberate  design  to  obstruct  the 
Public  Business  of  the  country,  wilfully  talked 
out  the  BiU." 

He  (Mr.  Callan)  had  never  made  a 
Motion  or  seconded  one  in  that  House 
of  an  obstructive  kind,  and  in  that  he 
had  disagreed  with  many  of  his  Friends 
with  whom  he  usually  acted.  Having 
said  this  much,  he  should  treat  this 
charge  with  the  contempt  he  treated 
all  that  emanated  from  ill-conditioned 
Scotch luon.  Turning  to  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  the  most  remarkable  feature 
of  it  was  that,  while  it  enlarged  all  the 
penalties,  it  contained  nothing  limiting 
the  character  of  agencies,  which  was  a 
quoslion  of  the  utmost  importance.  When 
the  Attorney  General  was  drafting  this 
Bill  he  ought  to  have  borne  in  mind  the 
principles  laid  down  by  Baron  Dowse  in 
deciding  an  Election  Petition  in  which 
he  (Mr.  Callan)  was  interested.  In  his 
decision  the  learned  Judge  held  him 
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(Mr.  Callan)  aoatheless.  He  said  he 
came  out  of  the  trial  in  an  honourable 
and  straightforward  manner,  and  with 
clean  hands-— K>bBervation8  which  were 
altogether  absent  from  the  decision  of 
Mr.  Justice  Groves  in  deciding  a  Peti- 
tion  in  which  the  Attorney  General  him- 
self was  the  respondent.  In  Baron 
Dowse's  judgpnent,  which  was  a  very 
able  one,  he  distinctly  laid  down  that 
there  was  a  difference  between  illegal 
treating  and  treating  openly  and  cor- 
ruptly. At  the  trial  of  the  Dr^heda 
Election  Petition,  in  1869,  Mr.  J^tice 
Keogh,  who  was  a  notorious  Election 
Judge,  declared  Mr.  Benjamin  Whit- 
worth  to  have  been  g^lty  of  oorropt 
practices  under  the  Act,  and  he  was  dis- 
qualified for  sitting  for  Drogheda  from 
that  cause.  Mr.  Whitworth  swore  that 
he  had  not  been  gpiilty  of  any  illegal 
practice,  and  that,  on  the  occasion  in 
which  the  learned  Judge  held  he  was 
guilty  of  undue  influence,  he  merely 
acted  with  the  view  of  preventing  per- 
sons being  intimidated.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Drogheda  was  a  Gentleman  who 
would  not  be  g^lty  of  illegal  practices ; 
but  if  it  had  not  been  possible  at  the 
time  of  his  election  to  review  the  de- 
cision of  the  single  Election  Judge,  the 
decision  of  Mr.  Justice  Keogh  against 
him  would,  under  this  Bill,  have  pre- 
vented Mr.  Whitworth  from  ever  sitting 
for  Drogheda.  Turning  to  the  case  oi 
the  present  Member  for  Tyrone,  he  no- 
ticed that  that  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dickson) 
was  elected  for  Dungannon  at  the  last 
General  Election,  and  was  unseated 
under  circumstances  of  great  unfairness. 
A  friend  of  his  induced  a  bibulous  voter 
living  in  Belfast  to  take  a  journey  to 
Scotland,  and  agreed  to  pay  his  expenses, 
including  his  whiskey  Dill.  Under  the 
term  of  agency  this  circumstance  was 
brought  up  against  the  hon.  Member, 
and  he  was  held  to  have  been  guilty  of 
a  corrupt  practice,  and  compelled  to  pay 
the  whole  cost  of  the  proceedings.  If 
the  present  Bill  were  to  oecome  law,  the 
result  would  be  that  he  would  be  for 
ever  disqualified  from  sitting  for  that 
borough.  Was  such  a  provision  fair  or 
considerate  ?  The  Attorney  General  had 
introduced  another  unfair  and  absurd 
provision  with  respect  to  the  hiring  of 
rooms  for  the  use  of  candidates.  Ac- 
cording to  the  Bill,  if  he  (Mr.  Callan), 
during  an  election,  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain the  most  convonient  house  in  the 
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borough,  knowing  that  the  Betuming 
Officer  would  be  likely  also  to  seek  it  as 
a  'poUing  booth,  he  would  be  guilty  of 
oorrupt  practice.  This  was  certainly 
giving  a  monopoly  of  convenience  to  the 
Setuniing  Officers.  The  effect  of  it  would 
be  this.  If  he,  knowing  the  county 
Louth  thoroughly,  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain the  most  convenient  rooms  in  every 
large  town  for  his  committee-rooms,  as 
he  most  assuredly  would  do,  he  would 
be  guilty  of  illegal  practices,  because  the 
Betuming  Officer  might  also  desire  to 
obtain  the  most  convenient  rooms  for 
polling  booths;  and,  according  to  the 
18th  section,  a  person  guilty  of  illegal 
practices  would  be  incapable  of  ever 
again  seeking  the  representation  of  that 
borough  or  county.  Accordingly,  for 
seeking  his  own  convenience,  he  might 
be  rendered  incapable  of  ever  sittinc^  for 
Louth.  Surely  the  Attorney  General  for 
England  could  never  have  read  this 
absurd  clause,  although  his  name  was 
on  the  back  of  the  Bin. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
HsNBT  James)  said,  he  was  unwilling 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member ;  but  ho 
requested  him  to  read  that  section  accu- 
rately. He  would  see  his  assumption 
was  not  correct. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  Very  well ;  take  for 
granted  that  it  was  so.  Still  he  argued 
that,  under  this  Bill,  if  he,  in  the  village 
of  Louth,  which  contained  only  a  few 
houses,  took  the  most  convenient  lodg- 
ing during  an  election — and  he  always 
did  take  the  most  convenient  lodgings — 
he  would  be  debarred  from  ever  again 
sitting  for  the  county  Louth.  Was  not 
Qiis  a  ridiculous  offence  visited  with  an 
outrageous  penalty  ?  He  would  caution 
hon.  Gentlemen  against  ever  giving  up 
a  county  for  a  borough  constituency. 
He  did  so  on  one  occasion,  and  it  cer- 
tainly was  a  most  unwise  proceeding, 
for  all  small  boroughs  were  corrupt.  He 
sat  for  a  small  borough  from  1  »68  till 
1870 ;  but  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  that  small  borough  was  hope- 
lessly corrupt ;  and,  though  he  managed 
to  retain  his  seat  for  that  borough  in 
1874,  he  was  defeated  in  1880  by  cor- 
ruption of  the  basest  kind.  In  1875,  the 
House  appointed  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Corrupt 
Piactices  Election  Act  of  1 854  and  the 
various  other  Acts  on  the  subject.  That 
Oommittee  consisted  of  men  of  great 
eminence,  among  those  being  Mr.  Cubitt, 


Mr.  Gibson,  since  then  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland;    Mr.   Herschell  (now  Sir 
Farrer  Herschell),  Mr.  0.  E.  Lewis,  Mr. 
Lowe,  who  had  since  g^ne  up  to  those 
high  regions  where  the  '^  weary  are  at 
rest ;"  Mr.  Rodwell,Mr.  Spencer Walpole, 
and  others.     Having  sat  from  the  18th 
of  March  to  the  28th  of  May,  the  Com- 
mittee reported ;  and  they  recommended 
that  every  Election  Petition  which  al- 
leged corrupt  practices  against  the  sitting 
Member  or  his  agent  should  be  tried  by 
a  tribunal  consisting  of  two  Judges  of 
the  Superior  Courts,  and  that  no  Mem- 
ber should  be  unseated,  nor  should  any 
person  be  declared  guilty  of   corrupt 
practices,  except  under  a  joint  decision 
of  the  Judges.  In  1879,  effect  was  given 
to  the  Report  of  that  Committee.     Sir 
John   Holker,  then  Attorney  General, 
said  that  a  Select  Committee  had  recom- 
mended that  the  tribunal    for  trying 
Election  Petitions  should  be  composed 
of  two  Judges ;  that  he  was  himself  of 
opinion  that  a  tribunal  of  three  Judges 
would  be  more  satisfactory ;  but  there 
was  not  a  sufficient   judicial  staff  to 
admit  of  the  latter  arrangement.     The 
House,  after  debate,  agreed  without  a 
division  to  change   the  law,   and  two 
Judges  were  appointed  for  trying  those 
cases.     He  now  asked  whether  any  re- 
presentation had    been  made    by  the 
English  Judges  intimating  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  that  it  was  desirable  to 
revert  to  the  practice  of  trying  those 
cases  before  a  single  Judge?    Unless 
some  safeguard  were   introduced  into 
this  Bill  in  Committee— if,  indeed,  the 
measure  ever  reached    that    stage — it 
would  be  a  Bill  to  intimidate  candidates 
from  coming  forward  at  elections,  and 
to   disqualify  those  who    ventured    to 
come  forward.    An  eminent  Judge  who 
had    tried    Election    Petitions    during 
the  last  two  years  in  Ireland  said  that 
the    Legislature    had  wisely  provided 
that  there  should  be  two  Judges  sitting 
together  for  the  trial  of  all  those  cases, 
and  that,  speaking  for  himself,  it  did 
give  great  assistance  to  Judges  to  be 
associated  together  in  dealing  with  those 
most  serious  and  difficult  cases.     That 
was  the  opinion  of  an  impai'tial   au- 
thority ;  and  he  challenged  the  Attorney 
General  to  produce  the  opinion  of  one 
single  Judge  justifying  that  proposal, 
which,    he   thought,    was  deliberately 
framed  for  the  purpose  of   rendering 
still  more  unsafe  the  position  of  Irl«.b^ 
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Members,  who  were  dependent  on  volun- 
tary  efFort,  and  who  were  not  returned, 
like  many  English  Members,  through 
the  exertions  of  paid  agents  or  by  the 
influence  of  the  Caucus.  As  to  the  8th 
clause,  which  prohibited  the  engage- 
ment of  committee-rooms  at  public- 
houses,  he  would  say  that  in  his  county 
there  were  10  polling  stations,  and  at 
six  of  them  you  could  not  get  a  room  of 
adequate  size,  except  at  a  public-house ; 
therefore,  the  effect  of  the  clause  would 
be  to  preclude  a  candidate  having  a  com- 
mittee-room at  all.  Perhaps  it  might  be 
suggested  that  huts  might  be  erected; 
but  then  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  might  be 
sent  down  to  prevent  that  being  done. 
Unless  Ireland  were  excluded  from  the 
Bill,  he  was  sure  it  would  not  be  passed 
this  Session,  not  even  if  the  eldture  were 
carried.  The  suggestion  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  reduce  the  expense  of 
elections  was  contradicted,  so  far  as  the 
Attorney  General  was  concerned,  by  his 
conduct  in  1875  in  regard  to  the  Par- 
liamentary Elections  Hetuming  Officers' 
Bill.  In  compliance  with  the  request  of 
Members  of  the  House,  the  word  **  Ire- 
land "  was  cut  out  of  that  Bill — he  be- 
lieved in  deference  to  Irish  Members; 
but  in  the  month  of  August,  when  the 
Irish  Members  were  away,  a  friend  of 
his,  who  was  now  dead,  re-introduced 
the  word  **  Ireland"  in  Committee,  for 
the  express  purpose,  by  extending  that 
Bill  to  Ireland,  of  preventing  poor  men 
from  standing  for  Irish  constituencies. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
objected  to  so  gross  an  imputation  being 
made  without  any  evidence. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  maintained,  however, 
that  it  was  true,  and  said  that  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  the  Bill  of  1875 
the  present  Postmaster  General  declared 
that  it  would  increase  the  costs  of  Be- 
turning  Officers  by  100  per  cent.  As  an 
illustration  of  how  the  Bill  would  operate 
in  the  matter  of  agency,  he  would  men- 
tion an  incident  in  his  own  experience. 
During  his  election  a  young  man  volun- 
teered to  act  as  one  of  his  agents,  and 
he  appointed  him  to  attend  at  the  Ardee 
polling  booth  on  a  Friday  morning. 
On  the  previous  Monday  this  young  man 
gave  a  friend  a  glass  of  whiskey,  and 
their  conversation  having  turned  on  the 
then  approaching  election,  this  was  cited 
at  the  Petition  trial  as  a  case  of  treating. 
The  person,  however,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Baron  Dowse,  who  asked  if  that  glass  of 
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whiskey  induced  him  to  vote  for  Mr. 
Callan ,  replied — ' '  No  amount  of  whiskey 
would  induce  me  to  vote  against  Philip 
Callan."  Yet  under  this  Bill  this  act  of 
the  agent  would  have  unseated  the  Mem- 
ber, and  disqualified  him  from  sitting 
again  for  the  constituency.  There  was 
no  one  in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  he  could 
not  believe  that  even  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral was,  except  on  the  assumption  that 
he  intended  never  to  present  himself  to 
an  English  constituency  again.  It  was 
an  ill-considered  and  crochettj  measure; 
and  unless  it  were  greatly  amended,  or 
Ireland  were  excluded  from  its  opera- 
tions, it  would  be  opposed  in  every 
shape  and  form. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  he  rose  to 
answer  some  very  unwarrantable  re- 
marks made  in  regard  to  himself.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan) 
commenced  his  speech  by  stating  that, 
some  time  ago,  in  a  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  he  had  taken  excep- 
tion to  what  he  then  alleged  to  be 
corrupt  practices  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  with  respect  to  certain 
newspapers,  more  especially  with  regard 
to  one  Scotch  newspaper,  the  proprietor 
of  which  had  a  seat  in  that  House.  The 
hon.  Member  went  on  to  say — 

"  His  remarks  were  unpleasant,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  they  were  unpleasant  in  a  peoaliar 
way  to  a  Scotchman,  l^cause  they  interfered 
witii  his  pocket  as  the  proprietor  of  a  news- 
paper.** 

The  hon.  Member  continued — 

"  The  North  BritUh  Daily  Mail  was  owned 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  its  active 
proprietor,  who  wrote,  inspired,  and  suggested 
what  appeared  in  it,  and  who  was  one  of  the 
active  agents  in  inserting  in  tho  columns  of 
that  newspaper  that  the  attempted  assassination 
of  the  Queen  was  by  an  Lishman.*' 

The  hon.  Member  went  on  to  say  that 
he  had  had  his  reward,  and  had  accused 
him  (Dr.  Cameron)  of  having  in  revenge 
written  an  account  of  a  scene  the  other 
night,  attributing  to  him  misconduct  in 
having  maliciously  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  Now,  he  (Dr. 
Cameron)  was  almost  ashamed  to  trouble 
the  House  about  the  matter.  He  could 
not  pretend  to  be  particularly  indignant 
at  it ;  but  it  might  be  that  his  skin  was 
abnormally  thick.  It  did  not  affect  him 
much ;  but  when  he  found  charges  of 
corruption  made  against  him  repeat- 
edly  

Mr.  callan  :  I  beg  pardon.  I 
made  no  charge  of  corruption  against 
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the  hon.  Member.  I  charged  the  Go- 
vernment with  having  unfairly  given 
advertisements  to  Scotch  newspapers, 
no  donbt  forpurposes  of  corruption. 

Db.  OAMEBON,  continuing,  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  remarked  that 
that  touched  him  (Dr.  Cameron)  in  his 
pockety  and  that  it  was  peculiarly  un- 

Sleaaant  to  him  as  a  Scotchman.  He 
id  not  feel  troubled  about  these  things. 
His  akin  might  be  abnormally  thick. 
He  did  not  rise  even  now  to  protect 
himselfy  although  he  was  quite  aware 
that  if  a  sufficient  amount  of  dirt  was 
thrown  a  certain  amount  would  stick ; 
but  what  he  wanted  to  do  was  to  soothe 
the  feelings  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth,  who  was  of  remarkably  fragile 
honour. 

Me.  HEALY:  I  rise  to  Order,  and 
to  ask  whether  it  is  in  Order  or  Parlia- 
mentary for  one  hon.  Member  to  say 
of  another  that  he  is  of  ^'remarkably 
fragile  honour?" 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  An  expression  of 
that  kind  is  certainly  not  Parliamentary, 
and  I  call  on  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw it.  I  did  not  interpose  during  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  upon  this  personal  matter, 
because  he  wished  to  make  a  personal 
observation  to  the  House ;  but  I  think 
I  ought  to  have  said  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, as  I  now  desire  to  say  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow,  that  while  the 
House  was  very  indulgent  with  regard 
to  personal  explanations,  they  should  be 
limited  as  much  as  possible. 

Dr.  CAMEEON  said,  that  in  using 
the  expression  he  certainly  had  not  used 
the  proper  word.  He  withdrew  the 
expression,  and  he  thought  **  tender" 
would  have  been  the  better  word.  The 
whole  of  the  hon.  Member's  charge 
against  him  from  beginning  to  end  was 
a  fiEuntigo  of  nonsense.  He  was  not  re- 
Bponsible  for  the  composition  and  distri- 
bution of  those  bills  in  which  McLean, 
the  assassin,  was  represented  as  an  Irish- 
man. He  had  not  given  a  second 
thought  to  the  charge  of  corruption 
levelled  against  himself,  for  he  did  not 
imagine  that  anybody  believed  it.  He 
had  even  forgotten  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  was  the  Member  who 
had  made  it. ,  He  knew  nothing  of  the 
statement  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
complained,  until  that  Member  had  read 
it  to  the  House;  and  had  the  same 
statement  been  made  concerning  him- 


self, it  would  not  have  ruffled  him  in 
the  slightest  degree.  The  hon.  Member 
knew  something  of  journalism.  He  had 
had  something  to  do  with  it,  and  he 
must  know  that  in  the  case  of  every 
journal  the  work  was  done  by  many 
different  hands,  and  that  to  attribute 
this  or  that  to  any  one  individual  was 
preposterous.  It  certainly  would  have 
been  the  last  thing  that  would  have 
occurred  to  him  to  attempt  to  annoy  the 
hon.  Member  in  such  a  way  as  he  had 
suggested ;  and  he  rose  to  appease  the 
hon.  Member,  who,  when  he  was  irri- 
tated, had  to  resort  to  such  disagreeable 
courses  as  made  him  a  very  terrible  foe. 
On  one  occasion  his  tender  honour  had 
been  touched  by  something  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry),  and  he  had  endeavoured  to  in- 
timidate him  by  threatening  language 
in  the  Lobby  of  the  House.  On  another 
occasion  an  unfortunate  reporter,  who 
had  somehow  wounded  his  susceptibili- 
ties, had  been  obliged  to  seek  protection 
in  the  public  Courts.  He  had  no  desire 
to  provoke  so  terrible  a  wrath,  and  he 
begged  to  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  had  given  offence  he  did  not  mean 
it.  He  certainly  had  not  ofiPended  him 
in  the  way  he  had  pointed  out  to  the 
House.  He  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  matter.  He  thought  the 
accusation  too  absurd  to  obtain  credence. 
He  perfectly  forgave  the  hon.  Member, 
in  the  heat  of  me  moment,  for  having 
used  the  language  against  himself ;  but 
he  would  appeal  to  him  now  that  he  was 
calm — he  would  appeal,  if  he  might  use 
the  expression,  from  **  Philip  drunk  to 
Philip  sober  " — to  withdraw  the  charges 
he  had  made  against  him. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  he 
regretted  that  the  Government  had  not 
introduced  this  Bill  into  the  House  'at 
an  earlier  period  of  the  Session,  so  that 
it  might  have  been  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee  of  experts  skilled  in  the  law 
of  elections.  He  believed  that  it  was 
the  general  wish  of  hon.  Members  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  that  a  Bill  dealing 
with  corrupt  practices  and  limiting  the 
expenditure  at  elections  should  be  passed. 
There  was  no  body  of  men  who  were  so 
interested  in  the  reduction  of  expendi- 
ture at  elections  as  hon.  Members. 
While  that  was  the  general  feeling  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  they  should  bo 
careful  not  to  legislate  in  advance  of 
public  opinion.    If  &  ««n»^  ^1  \yL%n^T£A:cL 
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rpgulations  were  passed  against  which 
the  opinion  of  the  community  revolted, 
more  harm  than  good  would  be  done  in 
the  suppression  of  corrupt  practices. 
This  Bill  involved  few  principles  for 
discussion  on  a  second  reading,  but  con- 
tained many  matters  of  detail  fit  to  be 
discussed  in  Committee.  Still,  there 
wore  certain  questions,  rather  of  prin- 
ciple than  of  detail,  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer.  The  payment  of  travelling  ex- 
penses to  voters  was  a  matter  which  re- 
quired to  be  discussed  in  the  House.  He 
did  not  think  that  any  alteration  in  the 
law  making  the  payment  of  such  ex- 
penses illegal  would  affect  the  practice. 
The  friends  of  candidates  would  place 
their^'carriages  at  the  disposal  of  voters, 
and  the  only  result  would  be  that  less 
expense  would  be  occasioned  to  the  can- 
didate. That,  however,  would  be  a  great 
improvement.  He  thought  that  the  3rd 
clause  of  the  Bill,  by  which  a  candidate 
once  found  guilty  of  corrupt  practices 
was  not  allowed  to  sit  for  10  years,  was 
very  harsh.  That  clause  was,  he  thought, 
very  much  in  advance  of  public  opinion. 
If  legislation  went  beyond  what  was  le- 
gitimately demanded  by  public  opinion, 
the  result  would  be  that  the  law  would 
be  discredited,  and  juries  would  refuse 
to  convict.  In  his  opinion  the  principle 
of  the  clause  was  right ;  but  the  dis- 
qualification ought  not  to  extend  beyond 
seven  years.  It  would  be  much  better 
that  the  House,  before  going  into  Com- 
mittee, should  have  a  general  knowledge 
of  the  scope  of  the  Bill  before  they  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  it  in  detail.  There- 
fore, he  suggested  the  desirability  of 
sending  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  of  ex- 
perts. Then,  again,  ho  strongly  ob- 
jected to  Clause  16,  as  to  the  nomination 
by  the  candidate  of  an  election  agent. 
Why  should  a  candidate  be  put  to  that 
expense  ?  Dnring  his  own  election  he 
had  himself  selected  his  own  clerks  and 
his  own  committee-rooms,  and  any  other 
candidate  might  do  the  same.  He  hoped 
to  see  the  day  when  every  candidate 
would  do  without  an  agent  altogether. 
These  were,  no  doubt,  all  questions  for 
Committee,  and  wore  details  which  must 
be  dealt  with  before  the  Bill  could  be- 
come law.  Then,  as  to  the  nuDibor  of 
Judges,  ho  thought  one  would  be  quite 
sufficient.  The  Judges  had  acted  more 
strictly  of  late  years,  and  he  had  hopes 
an  Election  Petition  would  soon  be  alto- 
gether unnecessary.     The  Bill  bristled 
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with  difficulties,  and,  at  all  events,  ought 
not  to  pass  through  the  House,  except 
concurrently  with  some  measure  dealing 
with  the  peccant  boroughs.  If  it  shorn 
be  passed  in  its  present  shape  he  antici- 
pated that  it  would  ultimately  either 
have  to  be  repealed,  or  become  a  dead 
letter  through  juries  refusing  to  convict, 
and  public  opinion  considering  that  it 
went  beyond  the  necessities  of  we  case. 
Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  he  was  clearly 
of  opinion  that  the  Bill  demanded  on 
the  part  of  the  House  the  most  seri- 
ous consideration,  and  that,  moreover, 
without  reference  to  Party ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  complain  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Gallan) 
having  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  He  thought  the  House 
was  agreed  on  two  points — first,  thai 
the  present  state  of  things  was  un- 
satisfactory, and,  therefore,  the  At- 
torney General  was  justified  in  intro- 
ducing this  measure;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  Bill,  however  well-intentioned 
it  might  be,  erred  on  the  side  of  extreme 
stringency,  and  that,  if  passed  in  its 
present  form,  it  would  be  likely  to  de- 
feat its  object,  and  give  rise  to  new  evils 
that  possibly  might  be  as  objectionable 
in  a  public  point  of  view  as  those  which 
were  deplored  at  the  present  moment 
The  pitfalls  were  so  many,  and  the 
penalties  so  severe,  that  men  of  honour 
would  be  deterred  from  risking  their 
character  by  becoming  candidates,  or 
becoming  the  accents  of  candidates.  In- 
deed, one  highly  influential  gentleman, 
well  known  in  the  political  world,  had 
already  told  him  that  if  the  Bill  passed 
in  its  present  form  he  should  tell  the 
agent  in  his  borough  that  he  should 
never  stand  again.  That  man,  perhaps, 
was  too  nervous ;  but  no  one  wished  to 
expose  himself  to  the  risk  of  degrada- 
tion in  the  eyes  of  his  fellow-oountxy* 
men.  If  these  severe  regulations  were 
carried,  and  if  honourable  men  refused 
to  stand,  there  would  still  be  plenty  of 
candidates  to  bo  found  among  men  who 
had  no  fear  of  consequences.  This  ob- 
jection applied  with  still  greater  force 
to  the  case  of  agents.  Good  men  would 
not  become  agents  at  all  at  such  a  risk, 
and  the  result  would  be  the  introduction 
of  a  lower  class  of  men  altogether.  It 
might  be  well  worth  while  for  a  party 
to  corrupt  an  agent,  and  so  to  get  ria  of  a 
local  candidate ;  but  to  do  that  would  be 
to  punish  the  victimised  employer  in  tho 
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most  crael  maimer.  There  were,  how- 
Gvety  such  people  as  carpet-bag  poli- 
tidans,  who  would  come  forward  in 
safficient  numbers,  and  for  whom  no 
penalties  would  have  any  terror.  Thus 
the  Bill  would  infallibly  lower  the  cha- 
racter both  of  candidates  and  of  agents. 
Then,  as  to  the  proposed  maximum  to 
be  spent  at  elections,  what  was  easier 
than  to  evade  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
by  subscribing  money  to  local  clubs, 
whose  officials  would  work  gratis,  or  to 
Joint  Stock  Companies,  who  would  un- 
dertake the  management  of  elections? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis),  for  instance,  might  conceivably 
be  at  the  head  of  such  a  combination, 
and  would  be  sure  to  make  it  a  great 
success ;  and  they  on  the  Liberal  side  of 
the  House  would  certainly  try  to  do  the 
same.  However,  speaking  seriously, 
such  a  course  would  be  a  dishonourable 
evasion  of  the  Bill,  though,  as  the 
penalties  of  the  Bill  were  so  severe,  the 
offenders  would  most  likely  have  the 
sympathy  of  the  public.  Again,  he  need 
hardly  say  that  the  different  size  of 
boroughs  made  it  quite  absurd  to  fix  a 
rigid  maximum  scale.  He  desired,  of 
course,  to  keep  down  expenditure,  and 
would  support  anv  Bill  that  would  have 
that  effect;  but  ne  could  not  vote  for 
particular  provisions  which  were  sure  to 
be  evaded.  The  cost  of  elections  was  to 
be  cut  down  by  all  means;  but  how 
could  the  Attorney  General  prevent  the 
expense  incurred  oy  candidates  in  nurs- 
ing constituencies  ?  Soon  after  the  Gene- 
ral Election  of  1874  he  heard  in  the 
course  of  conversation  that  a  friend  of 
his  had  lost  his  seat  by  not  sufficiently 
nursing  his  constituency.  At  Bridport  it 
was  a  matter  of  common  belief  that  the 
constituency  determined  to  eject  its  late 
Member  for  that  very  reason ;  and  he 
was  told  that  the  present  Bepresentative 
of  that  borough  was  not  nursing  it 
either,  and  that,  unless  he  took  a  very 
different  view  of  his  duties,  the  House 
was  likely  to  lose  his  services  after  the 
next  Dissolution.  If  a  Member  for  a 
middle-sized  town  did  not  support  excel- 
lent institutions,  moral  and  religious,,  or 
refused  to  subscribe  to  cricket  and  other 
clubs,  he  would  certainly  lose  his  seat. 
What  he  would  urge  upon  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  have  larger  constituencies, 
in  order  to  check  this  strain  upon  the 
pockets  of  candidates ;  and  if  they  had 
larger  constituencies,  and  a  re- distribu- 


tion of  seats,  it  would  strike  a  fatal  blow 
at  bribery  and  corruption.  He  believed 
the  spread  of  education  would  also  do 
something,  and  that  it  would  be  of  the 
greatest  possible  advantage  to  require 
from  a  Member  that  the  return  he 
should  make  of  his  expenses  was  an 
absolutely  true  statement.  He  was  in 
favour  of  election  inquiries  being  car- 
ried on  by  two  Judges.  To  go  back  to 
one  Judge  would  be  a  retrograde  step. 
He  should  vote  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  because  he  was  willing  to 
aid  the  Government  in  checking  expen- 
diture. At  the  same  time,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  that  the  Attorney  General  was 
willing^  to  listen  to  suggestions  as  to  its 
amendment,  in  certain  respects,  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  cordially  agreed 
with  most  of  the  remarks  which  had 
been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  spoken.  A  speech  more  damaging 
to  the  Bill  had  not  been  made  by  any 
hon.  Member.  Ho  was  glad  that  the 
House  generally  was  agreed  that  some 
Bill  should  be  passed  to  meet  the  great 
evil  of  corruption,  for  anything  more 
scandalous  than  the  recent  disclosures 
could  not  be  conceived.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Burnley  thought  that 
the  remedy  was  to  be  found  by  enlarging 
the  constituencies.  He  doubted  that 
very  much.  He  believed  that  County 
Members  spent  infinitely  more  pro  raid 
than  those  who  represented  borouffhs, 
and  that  if  the  country  was  parcelled 
out  into  large  constituencies,  a  greater 
amount  would  be  expended  in  nursing 
them — he  did  not  say  corruptly — than 
was  done  at  present.  Moreover,  if  con- 
stituencies were  enlarged,  the  same  class 
of  voters  would  still  be  liable  to  corrup- 
tion, as  no  one  would  dream  of  disfran- 
chising the  voters,  even  though  a  parti- 
cular borough  might  become  absorbed  in 
some  general  scheme.  There  was  no 
foundation  for  the  charge  of  obstructing 
the  Bill.  Since  he  had  obtained  a  scat 
in  the  House,  there  was  no  measure  in- 
troduced which  deserved  more  careful 
consideration.  That  the  Prime  Minister 
should  throw  down  such  a  Bill  on  the 
Table  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
accept  it  without  discussion.  As  it  was 
a  measure  which  touched  everyone  who 
in  future  should  try  to  represent  a  con- 
stituency, it  was  imperative  on  Members 
to  indicate  on  the  second  reading  their 
reasons  for  objecting  to  certain  of  its 
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provisionB.  The  feeling  was  almost  uni- 
versal that  something  must  be  done. 
The  minds  of  all  men  had  been  startled 
by  the  disclosures  which  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  certain  boroughs.  Every 
right-minded  man  must  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  Government  of  the  day 
would  not  be  doing  its  duty  if  it  did  not 
try  to  remedy  the  evils  then  brought  to 
light;  and,  he  believed,  both  political 
Parties  were  anxious  that  something 
should  be  done  to  wipe  out  this  great 
blot  upon  our  electoral  system.  One 
great  good  in  the  Bill  was  that  it  would 
make  candidates  look  after  their  agents. 
He  believed  that  a  great  deal  of  corrup- 
tion had  been  owing  to  the  candidate 
not  making  better  inquiries  as  to  what 
his  agent  was  doing,  and  also  many  can- 
didates were  often  careless  about  their 
own  personal  expenses  during  the  elec- 
tion. Therefore,  any  Bill  which  threw 
a  greater  onus  on  the  candidate  would 
be  useful.  But  Clause  4,  if  passed  in 
its  present  shape,  was  so  stringent 
that  it  could  never  be  carried  out. 
Who  was  an  agent?  Not  merely  the 
particular  person  employed  for  the 
purpose,  but  any  committee-man.  At 
the  time  of  a  General  Election,  not 
only  gentlemen  well  known  in  the  bo- 
rough, but  working  men  wished  to  be 
put  on  the  committee.  They  thought  it 
an  honour ;  and  was  an  honourable  man 
determined  to  carry  on  the  election  purely 
to  lose  his  seat  and  to  have  his  chiutu^ter 
blasted  for  life  by  the  foolish  act  of  one 
of  these  persons  ?  They  might  have  one 
of  these  committee-men  turn  traitor,  and 
for  £500,  or  even  for  £5  or  £10,  do  some- 
thing which  would  ruin  the  reputation 
of  a  candidate  for  ever.  He  dia  not  be- 
lieve that  corrupt  practices  took  place  so 
much  in  public-houses  as  in  other  places. 
By  the  8th  clause  of  this  Bill,  can- 
didates were  prohibited  from  holding 
committee  meetings  in  these  houses.  If 
this  Bill  passed  as  it  now  stood,  it  would 
be  illegal  for  anyone  to  hold  a  committee 
meeting  in  Westminster  Palace  Hotel, 
or  at  any  Provincial  hotel  of  local  repu- 
tation ;  but  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
to  get  any  other  meeting  place  in  many 
localities.  Why  deal  with  the  publicans 
in  a  way  different  from  that  in  which  thev 
dealt  with  any  other  portion  of  the  com- 
munity ?  If  they  were  to  allow  no  more 
ci>mmittee  meetings  in  public-houses, 
why  should  they  ponnit  them  to  be  held 
in  eatiu^-housi::.     It  was  well  known 
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that  beer  was  not  the  only  article  o{ 
corruption.  He  knew  that  chops,  beef- 
steaks, and  groceries  of  all  kinds  had 
been  used  to  corrupt  people  and  get 
their  votes.  It  was  very  hard  upon  tiie 
publican,  in  places  where  there  was  no 
other  house  to  meet  in,  to  make  it 
illegal  for  committees  to  be  held  in  his 
house.  He  could  not  underttand  the 
principle  on  which  the  personal  expenses 
of  a  candidate  were  limited  to  £20.  In 
1874  the  elections  in  boroughs  were  over 
in  some  places  in  a  week  or  10  days.  In 
1 880  the  borough  elections  were  not  over 
for  nearly  a  month.  But  under  this  Bill 
the  personal  expenses  of  a  candidate 
would  be  limited  to  £20,  no  matter  for 
how  long  the  contest  lasted.  It  was  quite 
evident  that  such  a  rule  as  this  would 
be  evaded ;  in  fact,  it  would  be  utterly 
absurd.  He  also  objected  to  the  pro- 
posal that  the  documents  should  be  kept 
open  for  inspection  for  12  months  afler 
the  election.  That,  he  believed,  would 
only  tend  to  heartburnings  and  local  ill- 
feeUng ;  but,  irrespective  of  bribery  and 
treating  by  voters  of  a  particular  loca- 
lity, there  was  abundant  proof,  from  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Commissioners, 
that  the  worst  cases  of  corruption  were  in 
those  localities  to  which  strangers  were 
sent  to  what  was  called  "  assist "  at  elec- 
tions, and  most  of  those  emissaries 
were  sent  by  the  so-called  Birmingham 
League;  and  he  regretted  to  ol^erve 
that  there  was  no  provision  for  put- 
ting an  end  to  organizations  of  that 
character.  If  the  Conservative  Party 
employed  such  an  agency  as  that,  he 
should  feel  and  speak  just  as  strongly 
against  it.  He  thought  it  was  a  grossly 
immoral  Association.  It  had  been  used— 
or,  at  all  events,  gentlemen  connected 
with  that  Association  had  been  sent  down 
— purely  for  the  purpose  of  comiptiof^ 
boroughs  in  different  localities.  |["0h!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  said  *'Oh!'^but  he 
asked  them  if  they  had  read  the  Evi- 
dence in  the  Oxfora  Election  Petition,  or 
the  Evesham  Petition  ?  He  said  there 
was  nothing  in  this  Bill  which  would 
stop  that  Caucus  system,  either  on  the 
one  side  or  the  other ;  and  if  they  did 
nof  put  some  clause  in  the  Bill  to  pre- 
vent outsiders  going  down  to  corrapt 
constituencies  he  could  only  say  this— 
that  if  it  were  done  on  the  one  side 
they  were  sure  to  have  a  retaliatoiy 
uionsuro  on  the  other.  Gk>d  forbid 
that  the  Conservative  Party  should  ever 
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follow  the  lead  of  the  Birmin^liam 
OftucuB ;  but  he  believed  if  the  pohcy  of 
that  Oaucus  was  not  stopped  most  effeo- 
taallj,  there  would  be  a  oounter>agi- 
tation  got  up  upon  the  Conserrative 
side,  which  he  should  be  veiy  sorry  to 
see.  They  did  not  think  it  wrong  in  Bir- 
mingham on  the  day  of  the  election,  or 
daring  the  election,  to  provide  those 
whom  they  considered  their  workers  with 
refreshments.  He  thought  that  was 
one  of  the  dodges,  if  he  might  so  call 
it,  of  the  Birmingham  Caucus.  If  the 
Oonservavties  did  that,  notice  would 
soon  be  taken  of  it.  He  hoped  the  At- 
torney General  would  see  his  way  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  corrupt  practices 
of  this  Birmingham  Association.  It 
was  said  that  if  some  such  Bill  as  this 
were  passed  they  would  have  more 
working  men  in  Parliament.  It  was 
impo8su>le  that  working-men  candidates 
oould  spend  much  money.  But  the 
money  was  spent.  These  gentlemen 
had  large  subscriptions  made  for  them. 
They  did  not  know  how  that  money  went. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  a  great 
deal  of  their  subscriptions  were  spent  in 
an  improper  manner;  and  how  was  it 
possible  for  a  working  man,  without  any 
Knowledge  how  his  election  had  been 
financially  conducted,  to  sign  the  form 
of  declaration  in  the  Schedule  to  this 
Bill?  He  contended  that  candidates 
should  be  surrounded  by  conditions 
which  would  exonerate  them  from  such 
enormous  penalties  as  this  Bill  put 
upon  them.  He  hoped  the  Attorney 
(General  would  see  the  way  to  make 
a  practical  provision  of  his  Bill,  that 
two  Judges  should  be  necessary  for  the 
trial  of  Election  Petitions,  and  that 
they  should  never  again  hear  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  being  tried  by  only  one 
Judge.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  good 
in  the  Bill,  but  there  was  also  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  harm.  He  trusted 
when  it  came  into  Committee,  the  House 
would  give  its  best  attention  to  a  sub- 
ject which  had  created  a  great  deal  of 
feeling  in  the  country ;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  Bill  would  be  dealt  with  al- 
together apart  from  the  feelings  of 
Party. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  said,  sub- 
stantially,  he  approved  of  the  Bill, 
though  he  did  not  think  it  went  far 
enough  in  some  respects.  It  did  not 
embody  principles  that  ought  to  be 
embodied  in  a  Bill  of  that  kind,   It  con- 


tained numerous  provisions  against 
bribery  and  treating,  and  what  were 
called  illegal  practices ;  but  with  regard 
to  undue  influence,  it  scarcely  contcuned 
any  provision  at  all.  Undue  influence 
was  almost  as  dangerous  as  bribery  and 
treating.  The  BiSlot  Act  was  passed 
with  the  view  of  preventing  not  only 
bribery  and  treating,  but  undue  in- 
fluence also.  So  far  as  voting  was  con- 
cerned, it  provided  a  perfect  remedy  for 
the  voter,  because  it  prevented  anyone 
from  knowing  for  whom  he  had  voted. 
But  it  contained  no  provision  against  an 
evil,  which,  since  it  was  passed,  had 
been  felt  very  much  in  small  con- 
stituencies, and  probably  in  many  large 
constituencies  of  this  country ;  he  re- 
ferred to  the  practice  of  canvassing  from 
house  to  house,  a  practice  which  seemed 
to  be  contrary  to  the  principle  of  the 
Ballot  Act.  An  elector  had  a  ri^ht  to 
give  his  vote,  without  being  subjected 
to  visits  from  candidates,  or  his  em* 
ployer  and  paid  agents  of  the  candidate 
to  himself  or  to  his  wife,  or  any  other 
person  who  might  have  influence  over 
him,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  promise 
that  his  vote  would  be  given  for  a  par- 
ticular candidate.  This  practice  had  led 
to  an  enormous  amount  of  untruthful- 
ness and  lying  and  false  promises  over 
the  country.  Hence  they  found  that 
each  candidate  had  promises  of  more 
than  the  majority  of  voters.  The  Bill 
would  make  paid  canvassing  illegal ;  but 
on  the  ground  of  public  morality  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  it  should  go  further, 
and  make  it  illegal  for  a  candidate  to 
ask  for  votes.  If  that  were  done  we 
should  have  an  assurance  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Ballot  Act  would  be  carried 
out.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  true 
principle  of  representation  was  that  a 
constituency  should  be  enlightened,  that 
every  elector  should  be  aware  of  what 
the  question  before  the  country  was  at 
the  time,  that  he  should  know  something 
of  the  merits  of  the  difl^erent  candidates, 
and,  that  being  attained,  he  should  then 
be  at  liberty  to  make  his  choice.  That 
was  not  to  be  done  by  canvassing,  by 
holding  committee  meetings,  or  by  men 
going  about  amongst  the  electors ;  but 
it  was  to  be  done  by  public  meetings,  by 
the  public  Press,  and  the  issue  of  circu- 
lars. The  abolition  of  canvassing  would 
also  lead  to  the  reduction  of  the  number 
of  agents.  It  would  thus  also  prevent 
the  practice   of    men  coming   forward 
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and  professing  to  act  as  a  candidate's 
agents  who  were  really  emissaries  from 
the  enemy's  camp.  The  unpaid  agents 
of  the  great  central  associations  would 
be  deprived  of  their  influence  when  none 
but  the  regularly  engaged  and  paid 
agent  was  recognized.  In  that  way  none 
but  the  legitimate  methods  of  influencing 
the  electors  by  public  meetings  and 
printed  circulars  would  be  resorted  to, 
and  the  choice  of  the  constituency  would 
be  a  fair  and  rational  choice. 

Me.  EDWAED  SHEIL  said,  that 
while  he  could  not  join  in  the  great 
praise  which  had  been  bestowed  upon 
the  Bill,  he  was  unable  to  join  in  the 
indiscriminate  abuse  which  had  been  cast 
upon  it  by  its  opponents.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Bill  contained  a  great  deal 
of  good  and  a  great  deal  of  bad.  Clause 
4  was  objected  to  because  of  its  strin- 
gency; but  if  they  wanted  to  put  an 
end  to  corruption  it  could  only  be  done 
by  stringent  and  Draconic  laws.  It 
would  be  found  that  if  principals  were 
rendered  liable  for  the  acts  of  their  agents 
and  punished  for  those  acts,  they  would 
inquire  with  much  greater  minuteness 
into  their  expenses  than  had  hitherto 
been  the  practice  with  elected  Members. 
So  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned,  he 
thought  the  portion  of  this  Bill  relating 
to  corrupt  practices  was  really  imma- 
terial. Since  the  General  Election  in 
1880  corrupt  practices  had  not  been 
proved  in  a  single  instance  in  Ireland  ; 
and,  therefore,  that  portion  of  the  Bill 
concerned  English  Members  only.  But 
other  portions  of  the  Bill  concerned  Ire- 
land very  closely.  The  portion  of  the 
Bill  which  referred  to  election  expenses 
would,  he  had  no  doubt,  be  received  very 
cordially  throughout  Ireland,  because  it 
tended  to  diminish  the  expenses  of  elec- 
tions. Any  Bill  having  that  object  in 
view  would  be  received  with  pleasure  in 
Ireland,  because  it  was  a  notorious  fact 
that  at  present  many  able  and  eloquent 
young  Irishmen  were  prevented  from 
entering  Parliament  and  furthering  the 
cause  of  their  country  because  of  the 
great  expense  of  an  election.  But  he 
wished  that  the  maximum  scale  of  the 
expenses  of  Eetuming  Officers  could  be 
made  a  sliding  scale.  The  scale  provided 
might  be  suitable  for  England,  but  it 
was  too  high  for  Ireland,  where  the 
constituencies  were  much  smaller;  one 
of  the  boroughs  only  had  306  electors. 
Unless  that  Pcalo  wore  altered,  tiiat  por- 
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tion  of  the  Bill  would  meet  with  strenu- 
ous opposition  in  Ireland.  There  would 
also  be  a  strdng  objection  entertained 
in  his  country  to  the  trial  of  Election 
Petitions  by  one  Judge  only.  After  the 
Gheneral  Election  in  1874  there  was  a 
feeling  of  discontent  throughout  the 
country  and  in  the  House  on  tne  subject 
of  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions.  In 
1875  a  Oommittee  was  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  question,  and  among  the 
witnesses  examined  were  Lords  Justices 
BramweU,  Keating,  and  Hawkins,  and 
Sergeant  Ballantine,  all  of  whom  gave 
evidence  in  favour  of  trial  by  more  than 
one  Judge.  From  Ireland  Chief  Justice 
Morris  gave  strong  evidence  in  favour 
of  more  than  one  Judge,  and  the  Irish 
Members  of  the  Committee  were  unani- 
mously of  the  same  opinion.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  G-entleman  who  was 
then  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Gibson)  felt  so  strongly  on  the  subject 
that  he  actually  drafted  a  Report  in 
favour  of  three  Judges,  but  finally  did 
not  press  it  before  the  Committee.  The 
present  Bill  provided  only  for  one 
Judge.  He  confessed  that  if  he  were 
an  English  Member  he  should  as  soon 
have  his  case  tried  before  one  Judge  as 
before  two;  but  in  Ireland  he  should 
have  a  very  strong  objection  to  one 
Judge,  because  appointments  to  the 
Bench  in  that  country  were  very  differ- 
ent from  those  in  England.  In  Ireland 
they  were  simply  political  appointments, 
and  Parliament  was  regarded  as  an  in- 
dispensable stepping-stone  to  promotion. 
It  was  impossible  that  Judges  so  ap- 
pointed should  be  free  from  Party  bias 
and  from  Party  feeling^.  Indeed,  it  was 
a  notorious  fact  that  some  Judges  in 
Ireland  had  proved  themselves  to  be 
very  strong  partizans.  Therefore  the 
safeguard  with  respect  to  Election  Peti- 
tions in  Ireland  would  be  the  appoint- 
ment of  more  than  one  Judge  to  try 
them ;  and  in  Committee,  if  it  should  be 
suggested,  as  he  hoped  it  would,  that 
three  Judges  should  be  appointed,  he 
would  strongly  support  the  proposal. 

Mr.  GEEGOHi  said,  he  was  opposed 
to  that  provision  in  the  Bill  which  pro- 
hibited travelling  expenses  to  persons 
coming  very  long  distances  for  the  pur- 
pose of  exercising  the  franchise.  There 
were  a  large  number  of  gentlemen  pos- 
sessing property  in  the  counties  who 
lived  considerable  distances  from  the 
j  polling  booths,  who  would  probably  not 
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eome  at  all  if  they  were  compelled  to 
oome  at  their  own  expense.     Many  of 
those  persons  were  small  proprietors, 
who  would  exercise  their  right  to  vote 
without  undue  influence ;  but  under  this 
Bill  they  would  be  obliged  to  travel  a 
long  distance  at    their  own    expense, 
which  it  was  very  unlikely  they  would 
do.      He  thought  if  facilities  were  to 
be  given  for  this  purpose  to  voters  in 
boroughs  by  means  of  ballot  papers  the 
principle  should  bo  extended  to  counties. 
He  might  be  told  that  if  that  were  done 
it  would  afford  an  opportunity  for  the 
creating  of  faggot  votes ;   but  he  con- 
tended that  that  might  easily  be  pre- 
vented by  con6ning  the  ballot  paper  to 
persons  who  were  well  known  to  have 
Deen  on  the  register  for  some  time.    He 
trusted  that  some  provision  of  this  kind 
would  be  adopted,  because  the  Bill,  in 
its  present  shape,  would  work  injustice 
upon  a  very  respectable   and    worthy 
class  of  voters.    To  come  to  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
Clauses  4  and  6   should  be  considered 
together,  both  imposing  penalties — one 
for  corrupt,  the  other  for  illegal  prac- 
tices, ana  the  main  question  was  the 
liability  of  a  candidate  for  his  agents. 
He  reg^tted  very  much  that  the  Elec- 
tion Judges  had  gone  io  the  extent  they 
had  in  the  construction  of  agency.   They 
had,  in  fact,  for  the  purposes  of  elec- 
tions, reversed  or  abrogated  the  old  prin- 
ciples of  English  law,  which   required 
direct  evidence  of  agency,  and  laid  down 
distinctly  that  a  principal  was  not  liable 
for  acts  done  by  his  agent  which  were 
illegal,  or  beyond  the  scope  of  his  autho- 
rity.    Not  only  did  the  Judges  hold  that 
a  candidate  was  liable  for  all  the  acts  of 
hia  agent,  whether  authorized  by  him  or 
not,  but  they  held  acts  of  the  most  trivial 
character  to  be  evidence  of  agency.   But 
the  matter  did  not  end  there  ;  for  it  was 
held  that  an  agent  might  appoint  sub- 
agents,  and  that  a  candidate  was  liable 
for  their  acts  also,  in  direct  contraven- 
tion of  the  old  principle — **  Dehjatus  non 
potitt  delegare.**     This  being  the  state  of 
the  law  as  laid  down  by  the  Judges,  any 
extension  of  the  penalties  of  it  required 
very  careful  consideration  now  it  was 
proposed.     It  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  penalty  was  nothing  less  than 
the  disqualification  of  the  candidate  from 
sitting  for  the  particular   coubtituency 
for  the  rest  of  his  natural  life.     Why, 
this  was  absolutely  ostracizing  and  cast- 
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ing  a  stigma  upon  him  for  ever.     An 
agent  might  easily  involve  a  man  in  this 
disgrace,  a  penalty  which,  he  thought, 
could  not  possibly  be  maintained  by  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill.     He  begged  now 
to  advert  to  the  portion  of  the  Bill  pro- 
viding for  the  trial  of  election  cases. 
Under  the  old  system,  any  person  ac- 
cused of  illegal  practices  at  an  election 
was  entitled  to  have  the  assistance  of 
counsel  or  a  solicitor,  for  the  purpose  of 
defending  him ;  but  by  the  words  of  the 
Bill  this  protection  was  taken  away,  and, 
in   lieu  of  being  so  heard,  he  was  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  making  a  state- 
ment.    But  let  them  look  at  the  danger 
to  a  man, under  such  circumstances,  being 
suddenly  and  unexpectedly  called  upon 
to  make  a  statement  before  such  a  tri- 
bunal. There  was  every  probability  that 
he  might  let  slip  some  unguarded  or  in- 
judicious statement  rendering  him  liable 
to  punishment.     Under  the  old  law,  so 
far  from  being  placed  in  such  a  position, 
he  had  abundant  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering how  he  was  to  frame  his  case, 
and  could  employ,  if  need  be,  that  agency 
and  assistance  in  his  defence  which  was 
open  to  the  meanest  defendant  in  this 
country — namely,  that  of  counsel,  or  of 
some    thoroughly  competent  and  pro- 
perly qualified  legal  adviser.     All  this 
was  taken  away  iu  the  present  Bill.  Ho 
earnestly  hoped  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral would  be  induced  to  give  way  and 
restore  this  safeguard,  which  existed  in 
the  old  law.     Again,  as  framed  at  pre- 
sent, the  Bill  permitted  persons  to  make 
the  most  dangerous  statements  against 
others,  who  had  no  opportunity  of  exa- 
mining or  cross-examining  them  ;   and 
who,  too,  might    be   accused  of  some 
illegal  act  and  placed  upon  their  trial. 
Machinery  was  put  in  motion,   by  the 
32nd  clause,  which  he  could  not  help 
thinking  would  have  a  most  dangerous 
tendency.     They  should  remember,  too, 
that  the  tribunal  to  deal  with  all  these 
matters  was  to  be  a  solitary  Judge.     It 
was  undoubtedly  true  that    there   was 
the   option   given    to   persons   indicted 
for   corrupt  practices    to    elect    to   be 
tried  by  a  jury  ;  but  that  did  not  apply 
to  illegal  practices.     Those   who   were 
deemed  liable  by  the  Public  Prosecu- 
i  tor  to  be  charged  with  illegal  practices 
!  might  bo  brought  before  a  single  Judge, 
without  a  jury,  and  their  case  summarily 
dealt  with.     It  appeared  to  him  that 
there  was  great  danger  in  much  of  this 
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as  leading  in  the  direction  of  the  French 
system  of  interrogation.  On  the  whole, 
the  Bill|  he  thought,  would  have  a 
tendency  to  considerably  mitigate  the 
heavy  expenses  of  elections.  So  far  as 
his  experience  went,  the  great  expense  of 
an  election  lay  in  the  employment  of 
canvassers,  the  conveyance  of  voters, 
and  the  cost  of  printing  and  advertising, 
matters  which  were  all  dealt  with  by  the 
Bill.  With  respect  to  the  general  ques- 
tion of  corruption  and  bribery,  whether 
they  could  suppress  it  altogether  was  a 
very  difficult  subject  with  which  to  deal. 
It  must  largely  depend  upon  local  cir- 
cumstances, upon  the  disposition  of  the 
people,  and  the  habits  of  the  electoral 
body.  In  his  opinion,  the  franchise  had 
been  carried  too  far,  and  the  consequence 
was  that,  in  legislating  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, they  had  to  deal  with  a  mass  of 
people  who  did  not  at  all  regard  it 
in  the  light  in  which  it  was  intended ; 
people  to  whom  the  political  principles 
involved  had  no  object  or  interest  what- 
ever. All  they  thought  about  was  what 
they  could  get  by  their  exercise  of  the 
franchise.  Deal  with  the  subject  as  they 
might,  he  did  not  believe  that,  having  got 
into  this  strati6cation,  they  could  effec- 
tually eradicate  corruption  and  bribery. 
Candidates  and  agents  might  be  ren- 
dered liable  by  the  Bill ;  but  the  cor- 
ruption of  many  of  the  lower  classes 
was  a  totally  different  thing,  and  they 
must  not  forget  that  by  such  measures 
as  were  proj>osed  they  might  deter  and 
exclude  gentlemen  of  high  repute  and 
character  from  undertaking  to  have  any 
connoetion  with  an  election.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  no  man  of  position  and 
professional  standing  would  venture  to 
incur  the  risk  to  which  he  would  be  ex- 
posed in  the  conduct  of  an  election  if 
this  Bill  became  law.  He  trusted  that 
the  Bill  would  be  carefully  considered 
and  revised  in  Committee,  and  that  the 
points  which  he  had  drawn  attention  to 
would  be  duly  weighed  and  discussed. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  objected  to 
the  Bill  on  the  point  of  details  as  affect- 
ing England,  and  objected  to  it  in  toto 
as  applied  to  Ireland.  With  regard  to 
details,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  last 
speaker  that  it  would  exclude  from  that 
House  every  man  who  had  a  respect  for 
himself  and  his  political  reputation, 
while  it  would  crowd  the  arena  of  poli- 
tics with  mcu  i^f  the  very  l«»\vest  politi- 
cal calibre.     Ho  was  astonished  that  a 
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Bill  oontaining  such  penal  oonsequenceB 
should  be  brought  forward  by  a  libend 
Government.  He  feared  very  much  it 
showed  that  there  was  amongst  them  a 
very  low  estimate  of  the  political  cha* 
racter  of  the  country.  He  could  not 
affirm  from  any  experience  of  his  that 
it  was  necessary  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill 
as  this  was.  There  was  no  definition  of 
agency  given  in  it ;  there  was  no  limita- 
tion of  agency  ;  no  one  was  safe  in  this 
transaction.  It  was  quite  possible,  under 
a  Bill  like  this,  for  a  dinner  party,  or 
any  similar  assembly  of  honourable 
men,  to  be  regarded  as  treating,  if  it 
was  proved  that  some  of  those  present, 
without  any  malice,  happened  to  expreas 
approbation  of  a  particular  candidate. 
He  did  not  exaggerate  when  he  said 
that  a  case  of  the  kind  was  possible,  be- 
cause the  trial  of  the  Bradford  £lection 
Petition  disclosed  this — that  voters  who 
agreed  among  themselves  that  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ought 
to  be  supported  said  among  themselves 
that  they  would  go  into  a  neighbouriDg 
public-house  and  discuss  the  matter  over 
a  glass  of  beer.  They  were  all  his 
friends.  If  that  was  done  under  thii 
Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be 
deprived  of  his  seat,  and  that  House 
would  be  deprived  of  one  of  the  greatest 
ornaments  it  contained.  [**  Oh !  "j  It 
would  be  deprived,  at  all  events,  of  dis- 
tinguished Ministers.  In  former  Bills 
on  this  subject,  the  word  corrupt  was 
the  governing  word  which  leavened  the 
whole  subject,  and  Judges  quoted  that 
word  over  and  over  again — in  fact,  it 
was  the  whole  gravamen  of  the  matter. 
What  was  the  reason  for  having  the 
word  **  corruption  "  out  of  the  Bill  ?  No 
doubt  any  man  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices thoroughly  deserved  to  be  punished; 
but  if  that  word  were  omitted,  the  most 
innocent  might  be  overtaken  by  punish- 
ment. Baron  Dowse,  in  his  judgment 
at  the  trial  of  the  Louth  Petition,  said 
that  a  man's  guilt  entirely  depended 
upon  the  wilful  intention  of  the  person 
committing  the  act  in  question — inten- 
tion must  be  proved ;  and  people  must 
not  be  entrapped  and  punished  for  acts 
they  did  not  intend.  There  was  another 
point  of  which  Members  from  Ireland 
had  cause  bitterly  to  complain — the  re- 
version to  the  one  Judge  system.  Thej 
knew  what  they  had  suffered  from  one 
Judge  in  Ireland  at  an  Election  Peti- 
tion.   It  would  have  been  impoasiUs 
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for  the  law  to  have  been  so  travestied  as 
it  was  in  the  notorious  ''  Galway  Judg- 
ment" if  another  Judge  had  been  sit- 
ting with  the  Judge  that  tried  the  Peti- 
tion. They  knew  that  so  great  was  the 
opposition  to  having  one  Judge  trying 
Fetitions  that  the  law  was  changed  in 
that  respect ;  and  Judge  Harrison,  in  his 
Charge  in  the  Louth  Petition,  said  he 
was  not  more  pleased  with  any  feature 
in  the  case  than  with  having  associated 
with  him  a  learned  Colleague,  who  could 
oorroborate  what  he  said,  and  give  him 
the  benefit  of  a  joint  judgment.  Now, 
however,  a  return  to  tlie  former  system 
was  proposed  ;  and  he  assured  the  House 
that,  small  as  was  the  respect  often  paid 
to  judicial  decisions,  it  would  be  infi- 
nitely less  if  that  decision  were  the  work 
of  one  Judge.  He  could  not  understand 
such  a  measure  coming  from  a  Liberal 
Government  —  from  a  Government  of 
progress.  The  Government  seemed  to 
have  adopted  a  course  of  retrogression. 
The  present  Government,  instead  of 
being  a  Government  of  progress,  seemed 
to  have  abandoned  their  natural  policy, 
and  to  have  gone  upon  a  system  of  re- 
trog^ression,  which  would  bring  them  back 
from  the  path  of  liberty,  he  feared,  into 
the  paths  of  tyranny  and  oppression .  As 
he  had  said,  he  objected  to  this  Bill  as 
affecting  England  upon  the  details  to 
which  he  referred ;  but  he  objected  to  it 
III  toio  as  unnecessary  for  Ireland.  The 
raisan  dUtre  of  this  Bill  was  that  in  five  or 
six  towns  in  England  they  had  done  what 
they  should  not  have  done ;  but  in  Ire- 
land there  was  no  occasion  whatever  for 
such  censure  as  the  Bill  would  impose. 
Candidates  in  Ireland  had  been  accused 
of  being  actuated  by  the  basest  motives 
in  pursuing  their  political  career,  but 
hardly  ever  of  bribery.  He  had  often 
observed  at  the  end  of  beneficial  and 
remedial  enactments  the  phrase  '^  this 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  Ireland.''  He 
looked  in  vain  for  it  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. Ireland  could  not  spare  those 
measures  of  liberty  and  justice  which 
were  denied  to  her ;  but  she  could  spare 
the  present  measure,  which  was  alto- 
gether unnecessary  for  the  country. 

Baeon  DE  FERRIERES  said,  that 
the  chief  difficulty  lay  in  dealing  with 
canvassers.  They  always  were  the  most 
zealous  of  the  persons  engaged  in  elec- 
tioneering work.  And  it  was  almost 
always  through  them  that  acts  of  bribery 
were  committed.    They  went  from  house 


to  house,  and  it  was  upon  these  visits 
that  hints  were  given  about  the  rent 
being  in  arrear,  and  this  or  that  wanted, 
and  then  the  bribery  took  place.  The 
honorarium  of  the  agent  also  did  not  seem 
to  be  alluded  to  in  the  Bill.  If  these 
matters  were  not  already  provided  for, 
he  thought  that  some  Amendment  should 
be  introduced  dealing  with  them. 

Sir  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  said,  he 
was  reluctant  to  join  in  the  cliorus  of 
disapproval  which  had  greeted  the  Bill ; 
but  he  could  only  imagine  that  the 
Attorney  General  had  been  unable,  on 
account  of  his  professional  labours,  to 
attend  to  the  Bill  himself,  and  had  left 
it  to  a  draftsman  in  consequence.  He 
had  read  many  Bills  in  his  life,  but  he 
had  never  been  so  frightened  by  one  be- 
fore, because  it  was  impossible  for  any- 
one who  had  any  respect  for  freedom  of 
action  to  concur  in  its  provisions.  The 
penalty  of  anyone  who,  under  its  1st 
clause,  was  found  guilty  of  unduly  in- 
fluencing a  voter,  was  exclusion  from  the 
representation  of  the  borough  for  ever, 
from  Parliament  for  10  years,  and  a  fine 
of  £500.  The  Bill  seemed  to  be  drawn 
with  the  idea  that  every  candidate  and 
every  election  agent  was  to  be  looked 
upon  as  a  criminal,  or  as  a  man  who  was 
purposely  endeavouring  to  counteract 
the  law,  and  to  do  something  that  was 
to  be  regarded  as  an  oifence.  The  Bill 
said  that  no  person  should  be  engaged 
to  act  as  an  agent,  a  clerk,  a  messenger, 
or  to  render  service  in  any  capacity  what- 
ever, except  one,  for  which  payment  was 
authorized  by  the  Schedule,  and  that 
the  person  engaging  or  employing  him 
should  be  guilty  of  an  illegal  practice. 
It  was  almost  impossible  that  any  man 
having  the  least  self-respect,  or  holding 
any  position  in  theLegal  Profession,  would 
accept  the  post  of  election  agent  if  that 
Bill,  or  any  Bill  like  it,  became  law,  so 
as  to  subject  himself  to  the  penalties  to 
which  it  made  him  liable.  If  such  a  man 
accepted  the  appointment  of  agent  for  a 
sum,  say,  of  about  £100,  he  would  run 
the  most  serious  risks.  For  example,  if 
he  failed,  through  no  wilfulness  or  cor- 
rupt intent,  but  from  the  ignorance  or 
negligence,  perhaps,  of  a  clerk  to  render 
an  account  within  a  specified  period,  he 
became  by  the  Bill  guilty  of  an  illegal 
practice,  and  an  illegal  practice  was 
turned  by  another  section  into  a  corrupt 
practice,  which  would  render  him  liable 
to   two   years'    imprisonment,  with   or 

3  r  2  IThird  Night.'] 


1607 


Parl%afn$ntary 


(C0UM0N8I 


EUeHmu,  ^e.  BUI.        160S 


irithout  hard  labour,  and  a  penalty  of 
£500. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  explained  that,  in  the 
case  supposed  by  the  hon.  Member,  the 
person  would  not  be  liable  to  the  penal- 
ties that  attached  to  a  corrupt  practice, 
but  only  to  those  attached  to  an  ille^^ 
practice,  which  were  much  lipfhter. 

SiE  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  said,  that, 
if  that  was  really  so  intended,  it  ought 
to  be  made  clearer  in  the  Bill  when  they 
got  into  Committee.  As  the  measure 
was  drawn  at  present,  he  repeated  that 
it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to  get  any 
man  of  position  to  act  as  election  agent 
— a  result  that  would  be  exceedingly  un- 
fortunate, not  only  for  candidates,  but 
for  the  general  community.  But  that 
evil  might  pos^iihly  be  averted  if  mate- 
rial alterations  were  made  in  the  Bill 
before  it  became  law. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  would 
support  the  Bill ;  but  he  objected  to  the 
clause  reducing  the  Election  Petition 
Judges  to  one,  and  hoped  the  Bill  would 
be  altered  in  that  respect. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  B  ARTTELOT  said, 
that  no  one  who  had  read  that  Bill 
carefully  could  fail  to  see  that  it  was 
as  important  a  measure  as  could  be 
brought  forward  in  the  interests  of  that 
House  and  of  the  constituencies.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  had 
had  a  very  difficult  task  to  perform, 
because  if  they  could  judge  by  the  posi- 
tion taken  up  on  that  question  by  the 
country,  the  public  mind  was  not  ripe 
at  present  for  a  measure  as  strong  as 
this  one.  [-4  laugh,']  An  hon.  Member 
below  the  Gangway  laughed  at  that 
statement ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  had 
read  the  papers,  and  had  seen  the  com- 
ments that  were  made  on  the  imprison- 
ment of  certain  gentlemen  for  acts  of 
bribery  and  corruption,  he  would  have 
perceived  that  the  country  sympathized 
to  a  certain  extent  with  them  in  regard 
to  the  punishment  which  was  inflicted  on 
them.  That  was  also  shown  by  the 
Petitions  which  had  been  sent  in  on 
their  behalf,  and  by  the  recommendations 
which  had  been  made  for  mercy  towards 
them.  If  these  men  had  been  treated 
with  more  leniency  a  stronger  case 
might  more  easily  have  been  made 
out  in  favour  of  a  strong  measure  like 
that  proposed.  He  was  one  who  felt, 
and  stronj^fly  felt,  that  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  stop  bribery  and  corruption^ 
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but  it  must  be  done  qnietly,  tentatively, 
and  carefully,  so  that  penalties  might  not 
be  inflicted  upon  men  who  might  not  de- 
serve them.  No  one  would  venture  to  get 
up  and  say  that  the  Attorney  General  had 
not  done  his  best  with  regard  to  the  pre- 
vention of  crime  in  connection  with  elec- 
tions, and  in  introducing  his  Bill  he  had 
said  that  it  was  open  to  amendment — 
and,  as  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
understood,  to  serious  amendment — in 
some  of  its  provisions.  That  showed 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
felt  that  the  Bill  was  a  very  stringent 
one,  and  knew  that  the  Bill  would  be 
open  to  mitigation  of  the  penalties  it 
was  purposed  to  inflict  upon  those  who 
might  infringe  the  law.  When  proper 
Amendments  were  proposed  in  Com- 
mittee, with  a  view  to  the  mitigation  of 
the  stringent  penalties  contained  in  this 
Bill,  he  was  sure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  be  the  first  to  consider 
them  fairly,  and,  if  necessary,  adopt 
them,  so  that  the  penalties  might  be 
mitigated.  He  hoped  the  Bill  wonld  go 
to  a  second  reading,  when  they  woiud 
doubtless  hear  from  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  or  from  the  learned  Solicitor 
General,  that  some  modifications  wonld 
be  introduced  into  the  Bill.  He  had 
looked  most  carefully  over  the  Bill ;  bat 
he  could  not  see  one  word  that  wonld 
prevent  men  being  sent  down  to  disturb 
and  debauch  a  constituency,  a  thing 
which  hon.  Members  knew  was  done  in 
the  last  Election.  That  was  a  question 
which  he  hoped  would  be  considered 
before  the  Bill  went  to  a  second  reading. 
Then  there  was  a  matter  which  hvL 
already  been  dealt  with  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis) 
— special  expenditure.     For  instance,  i 

Sersons  were  sent  down  to  disturb  and 
ebauch  a  constituency,  a  candidate  who 
spent  large  sums  of  money  in  resistine 
them  might,  under  this  Bill,  be  foona 
guilty  of  corrupt  practices.  If  the  penal- 
ties in  this  Bill  were  to  remain  it  woul<l 
be  exceedingly  difficult  to  get  a  proper 
candidate  to  stand  for  a  constituencj. 
There  should  be  some  guarantee  that 
the  candidate  who  sinned  nnwittinglj 
should  find  relief  under  the  Bill.  Another 
point  was  with  respect  to  the  prohibition 
against  using  public  -  houses  as  com- 
mittee-rooms. This  might  be  right  in 
boroughs,  but  if  enforced  in  counties 
there  would  be  the  gpreatest  difficulty  in 
finding  committee-rooms  at  all.    On  the 
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Cneral  question  of  corrupt  practices,  he 
d  to  oDserve  that  there  had  been  more 
corruption  under  the  Ballot  than  before. 
Men  took  money  from  one  side  and  Toted 
finr  the  other,  or  perhaps  took  money 
from  both  sides.  That,  he  thought,  was 
most  un-English.  As  to  the  question  of 
one  Judge,  he  could  not  conceive  why 
this  was  inserted  in  the  Bill,  except  that 
the  Attorney  G-eneral  feared  there  would 
be  80  many  cases  under  this  Bill  that 
there  would  not  be  sufficient  Judges  to  try 
them.  If  that  was  the  case  an  appeal 
ought  to  be  given.  If  there  was  an 
appeal  from  the  Election  Judge  to  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  public 
opinion  would  be  satisfied,  and  he  be- 
lieved there  would  be  less  difficulty  in 
passing  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GK)BST  said,  he  desired  to  address 
to  the  House  some  observations  upon 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Though  the 
Bill  had  met  with  a  cordial  reception, 
there  had  been  a  good  deal  of  criticism, 
in  the  midst  of  which  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  had  been  lost  sight  of.  The 
principle  was  a  novel  one,  for  it  was 
that  corrupt  practices  were  to  be  stopped 
by  limiting  the  expenditure  of  candi- 
dates. He  was  not  sanguine  of  the 
ultimate  success  of  any  Bill  to  put  down 
corrupt  practices.  Experience  tended 
to  show  that  it  would  be  very  efficient 
at  first,  but  that  eventually  people  would 
find  their  way  round  it,  and  it  would 
thus  become  inoperative.  He  thought 
it  probable  that,  at  least,  for  some  time 
to  oome,  the  method  of  attempting  to 
suppress  corruption  by  putting  a  com- 
pulsory limit  upon  the  expenditure  of 
the  candidates  would  be  very  effective. 
Much  had  been  said  upon  the  subject  of 
necessary  expenditure  at  elections ;  but 
it  was  a  mere  matter  of  detail.  If  the 
Attorney  General's  scale  was  not  suffi- 
ciently liberal,  that  was  a  matter  that 
could  be  altered  when  the  Bill  went  iuto 
Committee.  But  the  ideas  that  many 
people  had  as  to  what  was  necessary 
expenditure  were  simply  extravagant. 
All  that  was  really  required  was  that 
the  constituencies  should  have  the  means 
of  amply  being  informed,  or  informing 
themselves,  of  the  character,  qualifica- 
tions, and  political  views  of  the  candi- 
dates. That  was  really  all  that  was 
necessai*y  to  enable  the  constituents  to 
exercise  the  franchise.  Many  items  that 
usually  came  under  the  head  of  election 
expenses  were  not  wanted  at  all.    Take 


the  case  of  the  posters.  What  could  be 
more  ridiculous  than  posters  announcing, 
for  instance,  ''  Eogers  for  East  Somer- 
set," when  everyone  knew  already  that 
Bogers  was  standing  for  East  Somerset  P 
It  no  doubt  put  a  great  deal  of  money 
into  circulation ;  but  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  the  conduct  of  the  election.  Then 
there  were  the  ridiculous  cartoons.  At 
Birmingham,  for  instance,  where  an 
election  was  conducted  as  purely  as  any- 
where, a  great  deal  of  money  was  spent 
in  the  last  election  in  ridiculous  pictures 
of  Colonel  Bumaby  flogging  a  soldier. 
Surely  that  was  not  necessary  to  enable 
the  electors  to  exercise  their  franchise. 
Then,  again,  every  elector  was  in  the 
habit  of  receiving  large  numbers  of  cards 
in  various  colours  telling  him  for  whom 
he  should  vote  and  the  number  of  his 
vote  on  the  Begister.  Then  there  were 
the  bands  of  music.  No  one  could  say 
they  were  necessary.  Then  the  variety 
of  colours  used  in  coloured  fires  and  in 
adorning  the  committee-rooms,  the  car- 
riages of  the  candidates,  and  the  vehicles 
for  conducting  electors  to  the  poll.  Then 
the  enormous  number  of  clerks  and  mes- 
sengers that  were  engaged.  In  most  of 
the  boroughs  of  this  country  any  candi- 
date who  refused  to  engage  the  number 
of  rooms  usually  engaged,  or  who  re- 
fused to  retain  the  number  of  clerks  and 
messengers  usually  employed,  would 
have  a  very  poor  chance.  If  the  Schedule 
of  the  Attorney  G-eneral  were  adopted 
elections  would  be  conducted  with  much 
more  propriety;  and  every  candidate 
would  find  that  the  expenditure  allowed 
by  the  Bill  was  sufficient  to  enable  him 
to  bring  his  character,  his  antecedents, 
and  his  opinions  before  the  electors. 
The  Bill  would  be  of  no  use  whatever  if 
the  Maximum  Schedule  were  omitted. 
He  did  not  know  whether  it  was  too 
high  or  too  low  ;  but  he  was  inclined  to 
think  it  was  quite  high  enough.  He 
wished  to  point  out  one  or  two  matters 
in  which  he  thought  that  expenditure 
would  ultimately  creep  in,  unless  some 
provision  was  made.  He  understood 
that  the  Attorney  Qeneral  was  prepared 
to  bring  in  a  corresponding  Bill  with 
regard  to  municipal  elections;  but  unless 
that  were  done  this  Bill  would  be  of 
little  use.  If  that  were  not  done,  the 
result  would  be  that  the  expenditure  at 
present  lavished  on  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions would  be  spent  at  municipal  elec- 
tions.   Another  matter  was  with  respect 
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to  tlie  expenditure  incurred  for  what 
was  called  organization  or  registration. 
A  great  deal  of  money  was  spent  in 
organization  at  a  time  when  there  was 
no  immediate  prospect  of  an  election. 
In  process  of  time,  if  that  system  were 
not  checked,  the  expenditure  would 
grow  to  most  alarming  proportions. 
Then,  some  provision  was  required  in 
tlie  Bill  to  prevent  expenditure  at  elec- 
tions by  persons  outside  the  candidate, 
and  not  immediately  connected  with 
him.  He  did  not  wish  to  join  in 
any  abuse  of  the  Caucus,  for  he  rather 
admired  the  Caucus,  and  it  might  be 
that  there  was  something  like  it  on 
his  own  side.  But  the  Caucus  clearly 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  spend 
money  at  elections  outside  the  candi- 
dates. It  ought  to  be  laid  down  in  the 
Bill  that  any  third  person,  or  any  body 
of  persons  outside  each  candidate  in  elec- 
tions, who  should  spend  money  among 
the  electors,  should  be  liable  to  severe 
punishment.  While  expressinghis strong 
approval  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
his  readiness  to  give  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral his  most  hearty  support  in  carrying 
it  through  the  House,  he  must  state  his 
opinion  that  provision  ought  to  be  made 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  Many 
of  our  laws  were  excellent ;  but  the  pro- 
visions for  their  enforcement  were  gene- 
rally extremely  feeble.  In  order  to  in- 
duce people  to  obey  the  law,  severe 
penalties  were  not  required,  but  penal- 
ties which  were  certain  and  speedy. 
Instead  of  accumulating  heavy  punish- 
ment, tho}'  should  make  punishment  more 
certain  and  speedy.  It  was  now  noto- 
rious that  out  of  10,000  corrupt  prac- 
tices committed,  perhaps  only  one  was 
ever  punished.  The  reason  why  public 
opinion  was  agitated  by  the  punishment 
inflicted  upon  the  Macclesfield  and  Sand- 
wich bribers  was  rather  due  to  the  belief 
that,  though  the  punishment  was  de- 
served, there  were  thousands  of  people 
in  the  ditleront  boroughs  of  the  country 
who  deserved  the  punishment  quite  as 
nmcli.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  Electoral  Law  was  violated  at  pre- 
sent in  the  most  public  and  barefaced 
manner.  Bands  of  music  and  colours, 
whivh  were  illegal,  were  freely  made  use 
of,  and  no  elFort  was  made  to  stop  them. 
It  oujjht  to  be  made  the  duty  of  some 
public  ollicial  responsible  to  the  central 
authority  to  take  means  to  bring  to  jus- 
tice all  infringers  of  the  law.     His  own 
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idea  was  that  the  Betuming  Officers  were 
the  proper  persons  to  be  intrusted  with 
the  power  and  the  duty  of  prosecuting 
all  persons  offending  against  the  Eleo- 
toral  Law.  If  that  power  were  given  to 
Beturning  Officers  they  would  be  able  to 
bring  persons  whom  they  found  to  be 
committing  offences  against  the  Election 
Law  immediately  before  a  justice  or  a 
police  magistrate.  A  small  punishment 
inflicted  at  once  would,  he  believed, 
have  more  effect  in  checking  improper 
practices  than  the  uncertain  ana  long- 
delayed  liability  to  heavier  punishment. 
A  candidate  might  now  be  aware  that 
the  opposite  side  were  treating  exten- 
sively ;  but  he  could  not  prevent  it  with- 
out losing  his  chance  of  election.  If  he 
could  inform  the  Beturning  Officer,  and 
that  functionary  could  at  once  prosecnte 
the  offenders,  an  end  would  be  put  to  a 
great  many  corrupt  practices,  and  they 
would  have  a  much  better  chance  of 
securing  pure  elections. 

Mr.  BULWEB  said,  that  a  satisfactoiy 
incident  in  the  discussion  had  been  the 
unanimity  with  which  hon.  Members  on 
all  sides  of  the  House  had  expressed  their 
determination  to  put  down  oomiption. 
He  could  not,  however,  help  thinking 
that  if  the  600  and  odd  Members  of 
the  House  had  resolutely  set  their  faces 
against  corruption  before  they  got  into 
the  House  this  legislation  would  not 
have  been  necessary.  With  reference  to 
placards,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  that  they  were  hardly  necessary ; 
but  he  could  not  concur  with  him  in  the 
opiuion  that  they  did  no  good  to  the 
Party  which  employed  them.  He  might 
mention,  for  example,  that  when  he  last 
stood  for  Ipswich  a  strong  prejudice  was 
created  against  him  by  a  disgusting 
placard  issued  by  his  political  opponent 
representing  him  (Mr.  Bulwer)  as  stand- 
ing by  to  superintend  the  flogging  of  a 
soldier.  And,  in  connection  with  thii 
placard,  ladies,  said  to  be  his  opponent's 
friends,  visited  the  wives  of  the  electors, 
and  exhorted  them  not  to  let  their  hus- 
bands vote  for  **  Colonel  "  Bulwer,  who 
could  order  the  flesh  to  be  torn  off  a 
soldier's  back.  He  was  not  awaro, 
until  he  heard  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham,  that  these  vile 
productions  emanated  from  Birming- 
ham. They  must  keep  in  mind  that 
this  was  a  strictly  penal  Act,  with  pro* 
visions  so  stringent  that  many  candidatai 
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woald  be  unwittingly  caught  within 
them.  Some  of  the  consequences  of 
TBTj  venial  offences  were  absurdly  se- 
Tere,  and  seemed  to  point  to  insufficient 
consideration  and  care  in  framing  the 
Bill.  One  clause  provided  tliat  all  the 
personal  expenses  of  a  candidate  beyond 
£20  should  be  paid  through  his  agent ; 
and  he  presumed  that  any  sums  for  per- 
sonal expenses  beyond  £20  would  have 
to  be  deducted  from  the  £250  which 
was  fixed  as  the  limit  of  the  general 
expenses. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henet  James)  wished  to  explain  that 
there  was  no  limit  at  all  to  a  candidate's 
personal  expenses.  The  object  of  the 
clause  was  simply  to  insure  that  his 
personal  expenses  beyond  the  limit  of 
£20  should  appear  in  the  accounts. 

Mb.  BULWER  said,  if  that  wore  so, 
he  had  no  further  criticism  at  present 
to  make  on  the  clause.  There  were 
many  other  clauses  open  to  the  strongest 
objection ;  but,  althougli  this  was  not  a 
convenient  opportunity  for  detailed  criti- 
cism, he  could  not  pass  over  the  section 
which  provided  that  a  gentleman  who 
lost  his  seat  in  consequence  of  an  illegal 
act  done  by  some  person,  of  whom  he 
knew  nothing,  and  whom,  perhaps, 
he.  might  never  have  seen,  should  be 
disqualified  from  representing  the  con- 
stituency for  10  years;  the  proposal  was 
80  monstrous  and  so  outrageous  to  public 
opinion  that  he  trusted  the  House  would 
never  agree  to  it.  Then  he  was  averse 
from  having  these  matters  decided  by 
a  single  Judge.  He  objected  to  single 
Judges  on  all  occasions  when  they  wore 
to  be  judges  of  facts  as  well  as  of  law. 
It  was  desirable  that  two  minds,  at  least, 
should  be  addressed  to  the  many  com- 
plicated questions  which  arose  in  these 
oases ;  and  he  believed  that  any  indivi- 
dual Judge  would  prefer  to  be  associated 
irith  another,  so  that  all  the  responsi- 
bility should  not  devolve  on  the  shoulders 
of  one  man.  While  agreeing  entirely  in 
its  principle,  and  being  earnest  in  his 
desire  to  put  down  corruption,  as  so  much 
depended  upon  the  means  adopted  to 
achieve  that  result,  he  would  not  say 
whether  he  should  vote  for  the  Bill  or 
not.  He  had  not  hoard  much  said  in 
favour  of  it;  and  if  he  entertained  the 
sentiments,  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  had  expressed 
with  such  force,  he  should  vote  against 
the  Bill. 


Mr.  JESSE  COLLTNGS  said,  he 
desired  to  set  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Cambridgeshire 
(Mr.  Bulwer)  right  on  a  matter  of  fact, 
relating  to  the  placard  which  represented 
a  soldier  being  flogged  ;  he  would  be 
glad  to  learn  that  there  was  enough 
talent  in  his  former  constituency  to  pro- 
duce it  there,  and  that  it  was  imported 
into  Birmingham  from  Ipswich.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  beaten, 
as  he  stated,  by  an  importation  from 
Birmingham ;  but  it  was  not  in  the  form 
of  a  placard.  Some  of  the  electors  of 
Ipswich  were  also  of  an  imaginative 
turn  of  mind ;  and  their  imagination 
misled  them  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  told  them,  with  innocent  in- 
tentions, that  he  (Mr.  Collings)  had  gone 
there  to  fight  a  pure  election,  adding 
that  Brummagem  nickel  was  not  equal 
to  current  coin. 

Mr.  bulwer  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  told  his  late  consti- 
tuents— and  they  well  understood  what 
he  meant — that,  in  speaking  of  **  Brum- 
magem nickel,"  he  was  alluding  to  the 
hon.  Member's  political  principles. 

>Ir.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  no  doubt 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  so 
at  a  later  date.  But  the  people  of  Ips- 
wich either  preferred  the  Brummagem 
nickel,  or  they  had  a  different  standard 
for  current  coin.  However,  the  placard 
did  not  come  from  Birmingham. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  In  my  borough  it 
did  come  from  Birmingham. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  that 
might  be  so,  for  Birmingham  did  a  large 
export  trade,  and  a  great  many  boroughs 
looked  to  Birmingham  for  aid,  just  as 
others  looked  for  help  to  the  head- 
quarters of  the  Conservative  Caucus  in 
Westminster;  the  main  difference  be- 
tween the  two  Caucuses  being  that  it 
was  an  absolute  condition  with  one  that 
it  should  have  the  people  at  its  back. 
[**  Question!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER  called  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  Order,  and  to  the  Question  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS,  in  continua- 
tion, said,  he  desired  to  express  his 
approval  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  stimu- 
lating legitimate  political  activity,  and  of 
improving  political  morality.  This  would 
result  particularly  from  fixing  a  maximum 
of  expenditure,  because  it  was  the  idea 
of  unlimited  expenditure  which  led  to 
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illegitimato  expenditure.  During  the 
last  few  years  every  speaker  on  the  sub- 
ject had  declared  that  some  stringent 
provisions  were  necessary ;  and  now  the 
application  of  a  test  to  their  professions 
would  determine  whether  they  treated 
the  matter  as  one  to  be  talked  about 
only,  or  whether  they  were  now  ready 
to  give  legal  effect  to  the  opinions  they 
had  expressed. 

Sir  HARDINGE  GIFFAED  said,  he 
believed  that  this  was  a  matter  on  which 
both  sides  ought  to  speak  with  perfect 
impartiality,  for  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
limitation  of  expense,  was  most  import- 
ant to  both  sides,  and  neither  side  could 
with  justice  reproach  the  other.  Those 
who  were  mainly  responsible  for  the 
lavish  expenditure  which  grew  into  cor- 
ruption had  no  politics  whatever.  Any- 
one who,  like  himself  and  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
had  been  extensively  engaged  in  in- 
quiries, whether  before  Committees  or 
Judges,  must  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  in  a  great  number  of  places 
there  had  grown  up  a  class  of  persons 
whose  trade  and  business  were  to  ex- 
tract money  from  candidates  on  both 
sides,  and  that  it  was  the  idlest  pretence 
that  they  were  actuated  by  any  political 
motives  at  all.  They  might  desire  to  get 
a  candidate  in  as  a  triumph  of  their 
trade ;  but  if  he  were  unseated  on  Peti- 
tion, and  the  Petition  involved  more 
expense^  so  much  the  better.  If  that 
did  not  result  in  a  Commission,  which  he 
admitted  they  did  not  like,  but  only  in 
another  election,  it  was  simply  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  means  by  which  money  was 
obtained  from  candidates,  one  candidate 
being  played  off  against  another.  It 
was  often  suggested  that  the  expenditure 
incurred  by  one  side  ought  also  to  be 
allowed  on  the  other  ;  and  so  a  very  con- 
siderable outlay,  that  was  not  originally 
contemplated,  and  would  otherwise  have 
been  absolutely  refused,  was  ultimately 
sanctioned.  In  this  way  various  forms 
of  corruption  had  become  customary  in 
a  great  number  of  boroughs,  and  there 
were  even  counties  that  had  caught  the 
infection.  Aa  things  were,  there  was 
something  like  an  auction  of  boroughs ; 
and  oven  if  the  return  of  a  particular 
candidate  was  certain,  if  the  contest  was 
conducted  on  purely  political  grounds, 
a  struggle  was  frdjuently  promoted  in 
the  interest  of  those  who  most  profited 
by  it.     He  regarded  the  attempt  of  the 
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Attorney  General  to  impose  a  limit  on 
election  expenses  as  a  most  valuable  ex- 
periment. The  Maximum  Schedule  had, 
perhaps,  been  conceived  in  a  Bomewhai 
too  restricted  spirit ;  but  he  did  not 
understand  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
to  insist  on  the  exact  figures,  or  to  be 
unwilling  to  consider  the  desirability  of 
changes  in  Committee.  If  the  fixing  of 
this  maximum  was  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  he  could  only  say  he  approved  it, 
and  believed  that  it  would  be  a  neat 
boon  both  to  electors  and  candidates 
throughout  the  conntry.  With  respect, 
however,  to  some  of  the  other  clauses  of 
the  Bill,  there  seemed  to  be  a  confusion 
between  illegal  and  corrupt  expenditure. 
Nothing  was  more  distinct  than  the  old 
Electoral  Code,  under  which  corruption 
made  a  candidate  liable  to  electoral 
penalties,  while  that  which  was  illegal 
subjected  the  offender  to  punishment, 
but  did  not  affect  his  seat.  As  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  the  Bill  did  not  recognize 
the  fact  that  the  one  was  a  question  of 
civil  disability  and  the  other  of  moral 
delinquency.  And  as  for  the  guilty  can- 
didate himself,  he  thought  it  bad  policy 
to  visit  him  so  heavily  as  to  make  him 
an  object  of  sympathy,  to  say  nothing  of 
those  candidates  whom  the  Bill  would 
punish  severely  in  spite  of  their  inno- 
cence. Even  as  the  law  now  stood,  the 
candidate,  as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
must  often  have  felt,  was  frequently  the 
person  who  had  the  best  right  to  com- 
plain ;  for  a  man  with  every  desire  to  do 
right  might  win  an  election  by  a  great 
majority,  and  be  unseated  in  consequence 
of  the  conduct  of  a  corrupt  agent.  In 
his  opinion,  the  present  law,  as  far 
as  such  a  candidate  was  concerned,  was 
quite  sufficiently  severe.  The  impolicy 
of  the  proposed  change  was  manifest, 
seeing  that  an  honest  candidate  could 
not  possibly  do  more  than  he  now  did  to 
secure  purity  of  election.  But  what, 
then,  was  the  object  of  increasing  the 
penalties  ?  In  the  4th  and  following 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  a  man  who  had  lost 
his  seat  through  the  corrupt  conduct  of 
his  agent  might  never  again  contest  that 
constituency.  A  newly-elected  Member 
in  such  an  unfortunate  position  could 
not,  of  course,  be  allowed  to  retain  his 
seat,  for  ho  would  be  enjoying  the  benefit 
of  the  corrupt  practices  of  his  agent; 
but  surely  it  would  be  a  sufficient  penalty 
if  his  disqualification  wero  for  a  certain 
definite  period,  and  not,  as  the  Bill  pro- 


1617 


Parliammtary 


(April  27,  1882]        JShetiom,  ^e.  Bill.         1618 


posed,  for  life.    As  for  the  machinery  of 
the  Bill,  as  far  as  it  was  provided  in  the 
d2nd  and  following  clauses,   it   was  a 
departure  from  the  principle  affirmed  by 
the  House,  that  not  two  Judges,  as  at 
present,  but  one  Judge,  should  try  Elec- 
tion Petitions.   As  no  one  had  ever  com- 
plained   of  the  existing  arrangement, 
the  plan  was  all  the  more  remarkable. 
Without  going  into  each  part  of  the  case, 
he  might  say  that  the  general  feeling  of 
those  who  had  watched  the  decisions  of 
the  Election  Judges  was  that  the  altera- 
tion of  the  law  had  brought  about  the 
better  protection  of  the  interests  of  the 
litigants.     To  have  two  Judges  would 
remove  one  of  the  objections  entertained 
by  the  late  Chief  Justice  of  England 
to  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  by  the 
Judges.    A  Judge  might  have  taken  a 
decided  part  in  politics ;   and,  for  the 
sake  of  the  Judicial  Bench  itself,  it  was 
most  important  that  the  trial    of    an 
Election  Petition  should  have  the  bene- 
fit of  two  minds.     He  believed,  how- 
ever, that  the  Attorney  General  would 
not  be  indisposed  to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment  on   this  point.     There   was    an- 
other    provision     which     he    regarded 
with  the  greatest  possible  apprehension ; 
and  that  was  that  the  Judge  might, 
upon  the  trial  of  the  Petition,  become  a 
Oriminal  Judge,  and,  without  the  inter- 
vention of  a  jury,  proceed  to  try  a  crimi- 
nal case.  Such  a  provision  was  extremely 
objectionable  in  itself,  and  introduced  a 
new  element  into  our  jurisprudence.    It 
was   most  important,    no    doubt,    that 
electoral  offences  should  be  punished  at 
once ;  and  he  might,  in  passing,  give  an 
example   of  the  serious  injury  which 
arose  from  the  non-execution   of   one 
part  of    the    Electoral  Law.      It  was 
enacted,  under  penalties,  that  no  person 
employed  in  certain  capacities  for  hire 
should  vote  at  an  election.     That  provi- 
sion had  been  constantly  and  persistently 
violated.    Both   the  Attorney  General 
and   himself  had    been   present  when 
man  after  man  came  up,  and,  with  the 
utmost  effrontery,  admitted  that  he  had 
voted  when  he  was  a  clerk  or  messenger 
of  a  candidate,  or  something  of  the  kind, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  in  one  case 

Cishment  had  been  inflicted.  That 
led  to  serious  mischief  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Electoral  Law.  When 
such  an  offence  was  allowed  to  go  un- 
punished the  line  between  it  and  direct 
bribery  became    extremely    indistinct; 


and  nothing  tended  more  to  debauch 
the  whole  tone  and  spirit  of  an  election 
than  the  fact  that,  in  spite  of  the  known 
condition  of  the  law,  nobody  had  en- 
forced it  against  those  who  had  persis- 
tently disobeyed  it.     There  was  this  ad- 
ditional   reason   why   the    punishment 
should  be  inflicted  at  once,  that  if  time 
was  allowed  to  go  by  there  was  very 
often  a  general  consent  on  the  part  of 
the  constituency  that  a  veil  should  be 
drawn  over  what  had  been  done   and 
nothing  more  heard  about  it.    But  then 
the   machinery  provided    by    the    Bill 
seemed  open  to  grave  objection.    And 
here  he  would  observe  that  the  Bill  did 
not  seem  to  have  been  very  carefully 
drawn.     There  ought  to  be  some  provi- 
sion for  a  written  record  of  a  specific 
charge  against  a  person  placed  upon  his 
trial.  But  if  the  Attorney  General  would 
accept  the  suggestion  that  there  should 
be  two  Judges,  and  that  it  should  be 
competent  for  them,  if  they  thought  it 
necessary,  to  summon  a  jury,  and  that 
the  defendant  should  not  have  it  in  his 
power  to  say  how  he  should  be  tried,  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  great  improve- 
ment on  what  was  now  proposed.     But 
he  would    submit   that   there  was   no 
necessity  for  any  increase  of  penalties 
against  men   who  had    committed    no 
moral  delinquency.     If  that  was  agreed 
to,  and  if,  with  some  alteration  of  the 
machinery  by  which  the  law  was  to  be 
enforced,  there  was  a  widening  of  the 
Schedule  so  that  the  maximum  of  ex- 
penses should  be  considered,  not  simply 
with  reference  to  population,  but  to  local 
circumstances  and  geographical  position, 
this  Bill  might  become  the  germ  of  a 
most  valuable  contribution  to  the  law, 
and  might  prevent  elections  from  being 
what  they  had  been  very  lately  in  this 
country — simply  an  opportunity  for  a  set 
of  persons  who  had  no  politics  whatever 
to  extract  money  from  the  pockets  of  the 
candidates  on  both  sides. 

Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
could  not  feel  that  the  evening  had  been 
wasted,  owing  to  the  valuable  speech 
which  they  had  just  heard,  and  also  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  And  yet 
he  could  not  help  saying  that  there  had 
been  a  great  repetition  of  points  which 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  first 
debate,  and  also  too  much  dwelling  on 
matters  which  were  better  suited  for 
Committee.    Since  the  Attorney  General 
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had  spoken,  however,  there  had  been 
ono  or  two  speechea  in  which  larger 
principles  had  been  dealt  with.  In  the 
discussion  on  Tuesday,  and  in  that  which 
was  now  proceeding,  almost  all  the 
speakers  on  both  sides,  and  belonging  to 
the  three  Parties,  had  admitted  the  ne- 
cessity of  some  stringent  legislation  on 
the  subject  of  corrupt  practices  at  elec- 
tions. It  might  be  assumed  that  that 
was  the  general,  if  not  the  universal, 
opinion  of  the  House.  There  was  one 
exception  in  the  speech  which  was  de- 
livered on  Tuesday  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).  That 
hon.  Member  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
bribery  and  treating  affected  only  a 
small  fraction  of  the  voters  in  any  con- 
stituency. That  was  a  strange  assertion 
to  make  in  the  face  of  the  startling  fact 
which  had  been  brought  out  before  the 
Election  Judges,  that  nearly  the  whole 
of  some  constituencies  had  been  bribed 
— for  instance,  at  Sandwich,  where  two- 
thirds  of  all  the  electors  who  voted 
had  been  proved  before  a  Commission  to 
have  been  bribed.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow) had  been  united 
in  saying  that  what  they  called  cor- 
ruption by  the  Caucus — by  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Guildford  had  said  he 
meant  certain  Liberal  organizations — 
was  much  worse  than  the  ordinary  forms 
of  corruption.  The  latter  hon.  Member 
had  referred  to  recent  proceedings  at 
Oxford.  He  was  amazed  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  speak  of  that  subject.  He 
would  not  deal  with  it  at  any  length. 
He  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  that  there  was  no  use  in 
dealing  with  the  question  in  a  Party 
spirit;  but  he  would  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  pages  No.  10,  11,  and  12 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  Oxford  Com- 
mission, which  proved  an  expenditure 
of  between  £3,000  and  £4,000,  which 
came  from  the  central  Conservative  or- 
ganization. He  hoped  they  would  hear 
nothing  further  in  connection  with  the 
City  of  Oxford.  He  was  somewhat  as- 
tonished to  hear  such  statements  from 
the  hon.  Members  for  Guildford  and 
Hertford ;  because  the  organization, 
"which  was  so  ably  presided  over  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham, 
had  branches  both  at  Guildford  and 
Hertford.  He  would  not  speak  further 
on  that  subject,  but  join  heartily  in  the 
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expressions  of  hope  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Launceft- 
ton  (SirHardinge  Giffard),  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Kent,  and  the  late  Home 
Secretary,  that  they  might  discuss  those 
questions  without  reference  to  Party 
considerations.  He  thought  much  that 
had  been  said  that  evening  might 
have  been  reserved  for  debates  in  Com- 
mittee. The  penalties  were  said  to  be 
too  severe.  No  doubt  seven  or  eight 
Members  had  spoken  of  the  penalties 
as  too  severe,  yet  he  would  point  out 
that  the  warm  friends  of  the  Bill — 
the  debate  on  which  had  been  unex- 
pectedly prolonged — had  preferred  to 
sit  still  rather  than  lengthen  the  debate ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  16  or  more  Mem- 
bers might  have  spoken  in  an  opposite 
sense.  The  hon.  Members  for  Hertford, 
Mid  Kent,  Knaresborough,  Ivaunceston, 
and  Burnley  had  dwelt  chiefly  on  the 
clause  disqualifying  for  life  the  candidate 
who  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices. 
But  it  could  not  be  denied  that  candi- 
dates, in  some  cases,  were  considered 
to  have  earned  the  gratitude  of  con- 
stituencies, which  were  glad  to  return 
them  afterwards.  That  was  a  question 
for  Committee;  and  it  might  possibly 
be  considered,  as  had  been  suggested, 
that  seven  years,  or  two  Parliaments, 
might  be  a  long  enough  period  of  dis- 
qualification. But  only  within  the  last 
day  or  two  he  had  heard  a  Conservatire 
Member  complain  of  the  lavish  expen- 
diture of  a  candidate  of  his  own  Party 
in  a  neighbouring  borough  as  tending 
to  make  his  own  expenses  heavier. 
There  was  necessity  for  great  care  ia 
that  matter.  The  worthy  Alderman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  whom 
he  saw  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
— [cheers] — well,  it  was  a  right,  though 
not  often  claimed,  of  the  Members  for 
the  City  of  London  to  sit  on  the  Front 
Bench — had  spoken  of  the  expenses  in 
the  Schedule  as  too  low  for  the  case 
of  large  constituencies.  He  was  him- 
self, like  other  Members  of  the  Gt>- 
vernment,  a  Member  for  a  large  con- 
stituency, and  he  thought  that  the 
expenses  there  allowed  were  too  high 
rather  than  too  low ;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham,  in  his 
admirable  speech,  for  which  he  begged 
to  tender  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man his  thanks,  had  concurred  with  him 
in  that  opinion.  He  could  not  but 
think  that  the  noblo  Lord  the  Member 
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for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
■poke  from  a  county  point  of  view  rather 
than  from  any  regard  for  largo  boroughs. 
When  they  went  into  Committee  he 
would  be  prepared  to  consider  the  repre- 
sentations put  forward  by  Eepresen- 
tatives  of  counties  as  to  the  neces- 
WBsrj  expenses  of  conducting  county 
elections.  It  might  be  possible  to  make 
some  small  further  allowance  for  what 
borongli  Members  might  call  weak  county 
human  nature.  There  was  next  the  sug- 

Sistion  of  a  drumhead  court  martial  for 
e  immediate  trial  of  offenders.  He 
thonght  there  was  a  great  deal  in  it, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  considered  in 
Committee.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  addressed  the  House 
had  made  a  proposal  for  the  immediate 
trial  of  offenders  before  a  local  jury.  The 
great  difficulty  would  be  to  obtain  an 
mipartial  local  jury.  As  to  the  question 
of  two  Judges  or  one  Judge,  that  was 
a  point  on  which  they  were  open  to  argu- 
ment and  conviction.  They  must  not  over- 
look the  strain  on  the  judicial  strength  of 
{he  country.  As  regarded  Ireland,  he  had 
always  felt  that  the  situation  rendered 
it  necessary  that  they  should  have  two 
Judges  there.  Whether  they  should  have 
in  l^gland  two  Judges  or  one  Judge, 
with  the  right  of  appeal,  was  a  matter 
to  be  discussed.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Knaresborough  (Mr.  T.  Collins),  re- 
garded this  Bill  as  one  which  should  be 
sent  to  a  Committee  of  experts.  Why, 
every  Member  of  that  House  was  an 
expert — not,  he  was  glad  to  say,  in  the 
subject  of  corrupt  practices,  but  in  elec- 
tion procedure.  No  doubt  that  was  why 
this  debate  had  been  protracted  to  a 
considerable  extent.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  had  also 
spoken.  He  should  not  refer  to  him  as 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  though 
that  had  been  done.  He  had  heard 
him  referred  to  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  Well,  that  only  showed  how 
great  was  the  energy  and  the  enterprize 
of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was  certainly  hostile  to  the 
Bill.  The  point  raised,  however,  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend — \_A  laugh] — 
threw  no  light  whatever  on  the  subject. 
He  had,  he  found,  made  the  slip  which 
he  intended  to  avoid.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  now  draw  the  dis- 
cussion to  an  end.  Many  of  the  argu- 
ments advanced  would  have  to  be  re- 
peated in  Committee.     He  appealed  to 


the  House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  now 
read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  thought  it 
only  fair  that  Irish  Members  should  offer 
their  opinions  upon  this  Bill,  more  espe- 
cially as  one  of  the  most  objectionable 
parts  of  the  Bill  was  one  which  specially 
affected  Ireland.  He  did  not  himself 
follow  in  the  footsteps  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Callan),  as  giving  an  undecided 
opposition  to  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House.  He  himself  was  thoroughly 
convinced  that  it  was  of  the  very  utmost 
importance  for  all  the  interests  of  these 
countries  that  elections  should,  as  far  as 
possible,  be  pure,  and  that  elections 
should  be  carried  on  at  as  small  an 
expense  as  possible.  The  present  system 
of  electioneering  affairs  ne  held  to  be 
of  a  highly  objectionable  nature.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Schedule  of  this 
Bill  fixed  the  maximum  rate  too  low  for 
the  expenses  of  elections.  The  Bill  con- 
tained no  provision  against  a  very  objec- 
tionable form  of  corruption — namely, 
that  of  pecuniary  aid  to  working  men's 
clubs  or  other  similar  bodies.  That 
system  of  corruption,  he  thought,  was 
far  more  reprehensible  than  open  bribery 
during  an  election,  because  open  bribery 
might  be  detected,  as  it  could  be  watched. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  a  way  to 
diminish  bribery  would  be  to  enlarge 
small  constituencies.  He  thought  the 
least  objectionable  plan  would  be  to 
have  a  large  number  of  small  consti- 
tuencies, and  a  number  of  large  con- 
stituencies, so  that  the  former  might  be 
within  the  reach  of  men  of  moderate 
means,  and  the  latter  within  the  reach 
of  men  of  large  means.  He  was  glad 
to  see  some  provision  made  against  the 
number  of  messengers  employed  at  elec- 
tions. A  schoolmaster  had  told  him 
that  on  the  eve  of  an  election  all  his 
boys  disappeared.  He  met  one  of  them, 
and  was  informed  that  the  lad  had  been 
engaged  as  a  messenger  by  one  of  the 
candidates  at  a  salary  of  10«.  a-day. 
He  concurred  also  in  the  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Rylands)  with  respect  to  house-to-house 
canvassing.  The  worst  feature  of  that 
system  was  the  employment  of  hired 
men,  volunteer  canvassing  being,  in  his 
opinion,  legitimate ;  but  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  that  the  elections  of 
an  extensive  county  could  be  managed 
by  one  agent.      One  agent  could  not 
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traverse  the  whole  space;  the  proper 
method  of  dealing  with  the  question 
would  be  to  make  the  number  of  mes- 
sengers allowable  proportionate  to  the 
size  of  the  constituencj.  Nor  was  the 
])ropo9ed  method  of  dealing  with  a  can- 
didate's personal  expenses  satisfactory. 
It  would  enable  car  owners,  for  example, 
to  send  in  their  bills  and  charge  what 
they  pleased,  the  only  alternative  left 
for  the  candidate  being  either  to  pay  or 
dispute  the  bill,  which  would  often  be 
unpleasant.  If.  however,  it  was  made 
penal  to  furnish  an  extortionate  account, 
tradesmen  who  now  attempted  to  extort 
money  from  candidates  would  hesitate 
risking  the  whole  of  their  debt.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  which  prevented  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  during  the  hours  of  poll- 
ing. On  the  whole,  he  thought  the  Bill 
was  entitled  to  the  support  of  everyone 
desirous  of  electoral  purity ;  but  many 
Amendments  would  have  to  be  made  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  HEAXiT  said,  he  was  not  alto- 
gether able  to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.Biggar)  that 
the  Bill  was  an  admirable  one.  He  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  in  the 
hope  of  finding  some  justification  for 
the  application  of  the  measure  to  Ire- 
land ;  but  he  had  waited  in  vain,  and,  so 
far,  no  case  had  been  made  out  why  the 
Bill  should  be  applied  to  Ireland.  After 
tlie  last  General  Election  there  were  only 
four  Election  Petitions  in  reference  to 
Irish  constituencies,  and  in  only  one  of 
them  was  the  successful  candidate  un- 
seated— namely,  in  the  Election  for 
Dungannon,  in  which  the  return  of  the 
present  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A. 
Diukson)  was  declared  to  be  void.  Why, 
therefore,  the  Bill,  large  and  compre- 
hensive as  it  was,  should  be  made  to 
apply  to  Ireland,  he  confessed  he  was 
unable  to  understand.  There  was  no 
one  in  the  House  who  was  more  in 
favour  than  he  was  of  limiting  the  ex- 
penses which  candidates  had  to  pay ;  but 
he  was  of  opinion  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
should  not  precede,  but  should  follow  a 
Koform  Bill.  It  was  after  n  Heform  Bill, 
when  there  would  be  new  constituencies, 
that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  would  become 
necessary;  and  it  would  be  far  better, 
instead  of  introducing  a  Bill  of  60 
clauses,  like  this,  to  substitute  a  short 


Bill  of  one  page  and  one  clause,  throw* 
ing  the  entire  expense  of  the  election 
upon  the  constituents  themselves.  He 
thought  a  good  many  of  the  Members  of 
the  House  would  desire  that  the  coat  of 
a  Oeneral  Election  should  be  paid  by 
the  constituente.  Of  course,  he  could 
understand  the  reason  why  the  consti- 
tuents did  not  like  to  pay  the  legal 
expenses  of  their  Hepresentatives ;  but 
he  saw  no  reason  why,  if  they  desired  to 
continue  to  return  Representatives,  they 
should  not  be  made  to  pay  the  legal  ex- 
penses. It  therefore  appeared  to  him 
to  be  an  extraordinary  thing  that,  in- 
stead of  bringing  in  a  Bill  of  that 
character,  the  Government  should  desire 
to  carry  the  House  through  the  mazes  of 
some  60  clauses  of  the  Bill.  Person- 
ally, he  should  not  be  touched  by  the 
Bill,  because  the  expense  of  his  election 
when  he  was  returned  only  amounted  to 
£20 ;  and  if  a  General  Election  were  to 
occur  immediately  he  did  not  think  he 
need  care  about  the  cost.  He  was  quite 
sure  that  it  would  be  equally  limited, 
and  if  it  were  much  more  he  could  not 
pay  it ;  and,  what  was  still  more  to  the 
point,  he  would  not.  Upon  this  ground 
he  was  opposed  to  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 
because  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  needless 
and  a  harmful  expedient  which  he 
viewed  with  alarm.  In  regard  to  the 
question  of  two  Judges,  he  was  glad  to 
find  that  the  mind  of  the  GK>vemmeDt 
was  open  upon  the  subject.  The  Irish 
Judges  were  not  over-worked;  on  the 
contrary,  they  were  much  under- worked 
and  very  much  over-paid.  At  present 
they  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  go  all 
over  Ireland  harang^uing  the  people 
in  regard  to  their  duty  upon  the  pre- 
servation of  law  and  order.  If  they  nad 
any  real  work  to  do  they  would  give 
up  these  academic  harangues,  and  ad- 
dress themselves  to  the  business  they 
were  intended  for— namely,  the  trying  of 
prisoners.  Therefore,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
that  there  was  likely  to  be  two  Judges 
instead  of  one.  That  would  not  even  be 
a  complete  safeguard.  The  entire  Judi- 
cature of  Ireland,  so  far  as  the  popular 
Party  was  concerned,  was  unsuitable  to 
them.  There  was  not  a  single  Judge 
upon  the  Bench  in  their  favour.  Up  to 
a  recent  period  they  had  one  learned 
Judge — Mr.  Justice  O'Brien — but  he 
was  now  unfortunately  no  more,  and 
there  was  not  a  single  Judge  whom  he 
would  trust  upon  an  iflection  Petition 
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inyoMnff  heated  politioal  differences. 
When  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien — who  died  a 
few  months  ago— was  upon  the  Bench, 
he  was  a  Judge  of  the  old  school,  and 
he  adminstered  justice  according  to  the 
abstract  principles  of  justice ;  but,  at  the 

5 resent  moment,  there  was  not  a  single 
udge  in  Ireland  whom,  in  the  matter  of 
an  Election  Petition,  he  would  trust, 
if  their  political  prejudices  were  strongly 
enlisted  on  either  side.  The  only  rea- 
son he  could  see  in  favour  of  two  Judges 
was  that  if  both  of  them  were  of  op- 
posite politics  and  Party  partizans,  the 
riew  of  one  would  counteract  that  of 
the  other.  If  the  Liberal  Ministry 
was  in  power,  it  was  desirable  that 
there  should  be  a  Tory  Judge,  and  if 
there  was  a  Tory  Ministry  in  power, 
then  there  ought  to  be  a  Liberal  Judge. 
Oare  should  always  be  taken  that  when 
two  Judges  were  appointed  to  try  an 
Election  Petition  in  Ireland  they  were, 
at  least,  of  opposite  politics.  He  had  no 
trust  whatever  in  the  impartiality  of 
Irish  Judges  in  political  matters,  and  the 
sooner  the  House  made  up  its  mind  to 
understand  that  question  the  better. 
They  were  men  who  at  an  election,  pro- 
bably through  bribery  they  had  prac- 
tised, had  got  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  they  were  pitchforked  on 
to  the  Bench  when  they  had  served  the 

fiurposes  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
n  Ireland  there  was  nothing  of  the 
noble  example  occasionally  sot  in  Eng- 
land of  appointing  a  Member  of  the  Op- 
position to  a  seat  on  the  Bench.  He 
was  obliged  to  admire  the  spirit  which 
had  induced  the  Prime  Minister  to  ap- 
point Sir  John  Holker — the  late  Member 
for  Preston — to  a  Judgeship.  It  showed 
the  total  absence  of  Party  feeling ;  and 
what  he  wanted  to  know  was,  why  they 
could  not  do  the  same  in  Ireland  ?  Un- 
happily, they  never  saw  anything  of  the 
kind  there ;  and  why  he  approved  of 
having  two  Judges  appointed  to  try  Elec- 
tion Petitions  instead  of  one  was,  that  he 
saw  some  slight  additional  safeguard  in 
the  matter.  This  was  a  Bill  to  prevent 
undue  and  corrupt  influence  ;  but  it 
seemed  an  extraordinary  thing  that, 
on  the  eve  of  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  to  prevent  corrupt  practices,  the  Go- 
vernment should  have  created  half-a- 
dozen  Baronets  for  Party  purposes.  On 
Thursday  they  were  discussing  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill ;  and  on  Tues- 
day or  Wednesday  he  had  read  that  a 


number  of  Members,  who  were  only 
known  to  fame  as  combatants  who  had 
conducted  very  severe  and  expensive 
election  contests,  had  been  created  Ba- 
ronets. He  made  no  imputation  upon 
the  Government,  or  upon  the  hon.  Baro- 
nets themselves ;  he  only  said  that  the 
Government  might  have  reserved  the 
new  creations  until  the  Bill  had  been 
read  a  second  time.  He  thought  such  a 
course  would  have  been  more  simple, 
because,  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind,  the 
House  was  apt  to  draw  inferences ;  and 
when  he  came  to  consider  the  claims  of 
these  Gentlemen  to  the  dignity  conferred 
upon  them,  he  felt  almost  inclined — using 
the  expression  applied  to  the  Claimant 
— to  put  them  in  the  same  category  as 
that  '^  unfortunate  nobleman."  When 
Gentlemen  with  such  claims  were  ap- 
pointed Baronets,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment must  not  complain  if  the 
House  felt  inclined  to  be  a  little  inqui- 
sitive as  to  the  services  they  had  ren- 
dered to  entitle  them  to  the  dignity.  He 
therefore  repeated  that  it  would  have 
been  better  and  more  simple  for  the 
Government  to  have  reserved  these  high 
distinctions  until  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  had  passed  through  the  House. 
There  was  another  matter  to  which  he 
wished  to  refer — namely,  the  question 
of  penalties.  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  had  stated  that  upon  that 
point,  as  well  as  regarded  the  Elec- 
tion Judges,  there  was  no  disposition 
to  apply  too  hardly  the  question  of 
penalties.  In  Ireland  what  they  had  to 
fear,  so  far  as  their  constituents  were 
concerned,  was  that  there  might  be  a 
strained  interpretation  by  partizan  Judges 
of  what  was  called  undue  influence.  He 
desired  that  there  might  be  a  clear  defi- 
nition of  the  phrase  '^  undue  influence." 
For  instance,  a  popular  candidate  in 
Ireland  generally  marched  into  a  town 
and  out  of  it  accompanied  by  a  band 
and  banners.  Perhaps  there  was  a  little 
disturbance,  and  a  few  windows  got 
broken.  He  did  not  think  that  was  an 
unusual  event  even  in  England.  Occa- 
sionally a  head  got  broken ;  and  it  would 
be  a  very  hard  thing  indeed  if,  when 
such  things  occurred  in  the  heat  of  an 
election,  they  were  to  hold  the  candidate 
liable  for  the  injury  done  on  the  score 
of  undue  influence.  What  might  happen 
if  it  were  loft  to  an  Election  Judge,  or 
to  two  Election  Judges,  appointed  under 
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the  Bill,  unless  a  strict  definition  of  the 
meaning  of  that  phrase  were  supplied, 
was  that  the  successful  candidate  might 
be  deprived  of  his  seat,  even  when  the 
broken  glass  and   broken  heads  were 
supplied  by  his  opponents.    The  Judges 
would  be  asked  to  inspect  the  broken 
glass  and  the  broken  heads ;  they  would 
at  once  cry  out  **  undue  influence,"  and 
unseat  the  Member.     He  (Mr.  Healy) 
thought  that  would  be  a  very  strange  in- 
terpretation of  the  Bill,  and  one  which 
no  Irish  Member  could  consent  to  sup- 
port without  considerable  criticism.    He 
also  objected  to  the  proposal  to  prohibit 
the  candidate  who  was  alleged  to  be 
guilty  of  undue  influence  from  sitting 
for  the  constituency.    As  the  Bill  stood, 
a  candidate  found  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
any  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would 
be    prohibited    from    sitting    in    the 
House  of  Commons  for  10  years.    Let 
him  be  prohibited  from  sitting  for  the 
constituency  among  whom  it  was  es- 
tablished   that    undue    influence    had 
prevailed  for  1 0  years ;  but  it  was  far 
too  severe  a  penalty  to  say  that  he  could 
not  sit  for  any  other  constituency  at  all. 
Why  should  anything  that  happened  in 
Yorkshire  prevent  a  man  from  sitting 
for  Wexford?    Why    should    a    man, 
simply  because  he  was  alleged  to  be 
guilty  of  undue  influence  in  one  quarter 
of  the  globe,  be  prevented  from  sitting 
for  a  constituency  in  another  ?    He  had 
no  objection  to  prohibit  him  sitting  in 
the  House  of  Commons  for  the  same 
constituency ;  but  he  confessed  that  he 
was  unable  to  see  the  justice  of  placing 
him  under  a  general  disability,  because 
a  few  panes  of  glass  had  been  broken 
by  some  boys  he  had  never  seen,  and  of 
whom  ho  knew  nothing.     This  was  a 
Bill  which  laid  down  that  all  expenses 
in    excess    of   a    maximum  should  be 
illegal  expenses,  and  an  illegal  practice. 
No  doubt,  the  introduction  of  that  clause, 
so  far  as  England  was  concerned,  would 
be   hailed    with   satisfaction.      But  he 
would  suggest  that,  if  all  expenditure  in 
excess  of  the  maximum  was  to  be  con- 
sidered an  illegal  practice,  the  first  thing 
that  ought  to  be  done  would  be  to  dis- 
establish and  disendow  the  Beform  Club 
and  the  Carlton  Club,  which  were  the 
rings  that  interfered  so  greatly  in  these 
matters.     He  was  told  that  if  a  man 
wanted  to  fight  a  constituency  on  the 
Tory  side,  he  had  only  to  go  to  the  Carl- 
ton Club,  where  he  would  get  a  haud- 

J/r.  Z7ira/y 


some  cheque;  and,  if  he  desired  to 
contest  a  constituency  on  the  Liberal 
side,  it  was  only  neoessary  for  him  to  go 
to  the  Beform  Club.  {_A  iaugh.']  If  his 
allegations  were  unfounded,  it  was  only 
his  virgin  innocence  that  induced  him  to 
make  them.  At  all  events,  statements 
of  this  kind  were  currently  made ;  and, 
therefore,  instead  of  bringing  in  Sec- 
tion 9  of  the  Bill,  which  declared  that  all 
expenditure  in  excess  of  the  maximum 
should  be  considered  an  illegal  practice, 
they  could  bring  in  a  clause  declaring 
that,  whereas  the  Carlton  and  Beform 
Clubs  were  reported  to  the  House  to 
have  encouraged  the  dissemination  of 
corruption  hitherto,  they  ahould  be  in 
future  disestablished.  Then  there  was 
the  question  of  throwing  upon  counties 
the  expenses.  Section  33  declared  that 
power  was  to  be  g^ven  to  the  Election 
Court  to  order  payment  by  the  county 
or  borough  of  the  costs  of  the  Election 
Petition  in  certain  cases.  His  know- 
ledge of  elections  was  so  slight  that  he 
was  unable  to  say  how  the  English 
counties  or  boroughs  were  to  be  maideto 

Eay  the  election  expenses,  which  were  to 
e  thrown  upon  them  by  the  Judge; 
but,  so  far  as  Ireland  was  ooncerned,  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  existence  of  any 
other  machinery  than  the  Grand  Juries 
for  providing  them.  Therefore,  in  the 
case  of  Ireland,  he  strongly  objected  to 
any  such  mode  of  procedure.  As  it  was 
well  known  that  the  Grand  Jury  system 
in  Ireland  was  thoroughly  abnormal,  he 
warned  the  Government  that  if  they  in- 
tended to  make  Grand  Juries  the  means 
of  enforcing  payment  of  the  expenses, 
they  must  look  out,  when  they  went  into 
Committee  with  the  Bill,  for  a  discus- 
sion upon  the  Grand  Jury  system.  The 
Government  were  themselves  pledged  to 
re-model  and  revise  that  system ;  never- 
theless, at  a  time  when  they  admitted 
that  the  machinery  was  inadequate  or 
rotten,  they  introduced  a  clause  in  the 
Bill  which  threw  heavy  expenses  on  the 
counties,  and  empowered  Grand  Juries 
to  mulct  the  taxpayers  to  meet  them. 
He  was,  therefore,  not  prepared  to  con- 
sent to  the  Bill  in  its  present  form; 
and  he  contended  that,  as  far  as  Ire- 
land was  concerned,  no  case  had  been 
made  out  for  the  Bill.  He  was  with  the 
Government  in  any  attempt  they  might 
make  to  cut  down  election  expenses; 
but  Ireland  was,  so  to  speak,  yirgtn 
soil,  and  Members  were  in  that  oountiy 
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frequently  returned  to  Parliament  free  in  borouffhs,  expected  that  candidates 
of  cost.  He  was  himself  praoticallj  would  cau  upon  them.  In  former  days 
returned  free  of  cost,  and  the  expenses  — although  the  custom,  it  seemed,  had 
of  his  hon.  Friends  were  exceeaingly  been  since  done  away  with — he  believed 
moderate.  His  argument  was  that  the  candidates  were  required  to  kiss  the 
Irish  constituencies  found  that  there  babies.  However  that  might  be,  he  re- 
was  a  great  lack  of  suitable  candidates  pudiated  the  necessity  for  the  Bill  in  re- 
to  represent  them  in  Parliament,  and  i  lation  to  Ireland,  which  was  an  elector- 
they  were  only  too  happy  to  pay  the  '  ally  pure  country,  whose  people,  as  he 
expenses  of  such  candidates  when  they  j  had  before  pointed  out,  were  simply 
were  found.  For  instance,  on  the  oppo- ,  anxious  to  find  men  who  would  serve 
site  Benches  he  saw  several  hon.  Mem-  i  them  properly  in  Parliament. 
bers  who  would  never  again  serve  in  |  Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  he  rose, 
Parliament  as  Representatives  of  their  in  pursuance  of  the  intimation  he  had 
present  constituencies.     He  referred,  of   given  on  Tuesday,  to  ask  leave  of  the 


oourse,  to  a  class  of  Members  who  were 


House    to   withdraw  his   Amendment, 


known  as  nominal  Home  Rulers  ;  and  at  i  upon  the  gpround  that  later  consideration 
a  General  Election  it  might  happen  that  |  led  him  to  believe  that  the  question 
a  number  of  candidates  were  required  to   raised  by  it  could  be  better  dealt  with 
oust  these  G-entlemen  from  their  seats,   when  the  Bill  went  into  Committee. 
In  that  case  the  constituencies  would  be  ■      Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
only  too  wiUing  to  pay  the  expenses  of  I     ^^.^  q^^^^j^^    ^^  ^^^  ^^^^ 
the  new  candidates,  in  order  to  bring;     _^.,,        _  ^    .  , 

about  that  result.  Therefore  it  seemed  -  .  ^^}}  ^^/^  ^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^  »°^  commttted 
to  him  extraordinary  that  the  Govern- '  ^^'  ^^^^^V  next. 

ment  should  be  eager  to  carry  out  their  Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
plan,  seeing  that  the  constituencies  were  whether  the  Government  would  be  able 
quite  willing  to  pay  the  expenses  of  suit-  <  to  name  any  particular  time  when  the 
able  candidates.  Of  course,  he  consi-  Bill  would  be  taken  in  Committee  ?  The 
dered  the  Bill  only  so  far  as  Ireland  was  learned  Attorney  General  had  met  the 
concerned.  With  regard  to  England,  it '  objections  raised  to  many  portions  of 
was  well  known  that  the  smaller  English  the  Bill  in  an  extremely  fair  and  candid 
borough  constituencies  were  notoriously  I  spirit ;  and  it  was  probable  that,  having 
corrupt.  ['*No!"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  said  j  listened  to  all  that  had  taken  place  in 
"  No! "  but  that  was  alleged;  and  if  they  \  the  debate,  some  points  might  have  oc- 
were  not  corrupt,  he  would  ask  why  the   curred  to  him  on  which  he  might  be  in- 


present  Bill  was  introduced  ?  It  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  regard  the  Bill  as 


clined,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
to  make  certain  alterations  in  Committee. 


anything  less  than  an  indictment  of ;  If  that  were  so,  he  ventured  to  suggest 
many  Members  of  the  House  ;  and  he  j  that  those  alterations  should  be  put  upon 
considered  that  they  were  called  upon  to  j  the  Paper  as  soon  as  possible,  in  order 
plead  guilty  or  not  guilty  to  the  indict-  \  to  avoid  similar  Amendments  being  put 
ment  brought  against  them  in  this  down  by  hon.  Members,  and  thereby 
country.  For  his  own  part,  he  pleaded  shorten  the  discussions  in  Committee. 
"Not  Guilty;"  and  he  objected  to  the  ;  The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
introduction  of  a  Bill  which,  however  i  Henrt  James)  said,  that  Notice  of  the 
necessary  it  might  be  in  England,  was  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  would  be 
nothing  but  a  slur  upon  the  people  of  given  as  soon  as  possible.  He  would 
Ireland,  and  almost  an  insult  upon  Mem-  endeavour  to  keep  in  mind  the  suggos- 
bers  representing  Irish  constituencies. '  tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
The  fact  was  the  Irish  Members  had  site ;  but  ho  thought  the  more  convenient 
no  money  to  throw  away,  and  the  Bill  course  would  be  for  hon.  Members  to 
seemed  to  proceed  on  the  needless  and  givu  Notice  of  their  Amendments,  and  he 
erroneous  assumption  that  they  were  would  then  endeavour  to  say  whether 
possessed  of  the  wealth  of  Croesus.  He  they  could  be  accepted,  either  in  conver- 
objected  that  the  Bill  was  unnecessary,  sation  with  hon.  Members,  or  by  state- 
and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  brought  ment  in  the  House, 
in  for  Ireland.  With  regard  to  can-  Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
vassing,  he  thought  provision  ought  to  thought  it  would  be  an  advantage  if  the 
be  made  in  the  Bill  for  putting  down  Government  would  put  down  the  Sche- 
that  practice.    Many  persons,  especially ,  dule  suggested  by  them. 
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Mr.    HEALY  said,  he  hoped  the,     Mr:  OHEETHAM  moyed  to  leave  out 

Schedule  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table  j  sub-section  (3). 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 


of  the  House  next  Monday. 

QUESTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT  —  ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 


part  of  the  Bill. 
Clause  3  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  moved  to  insert 
Mr.E.  N.  fowler  asked  what  Busi-   the  following  Clause  after  Clause  3  :— 

ness  would  be  taken  on  Monday  next  ?     •  (Provision  for  cases  where  money  paid  by  vay 
Mb.  CHILDER8  said,  on  that  day  the  I    of  compensation  has  already  been  appUed  in 

debate  on  Procedure  would  be  resumed.  ^^«  ""^«'  authorised  by  thi.  Act.) 

Mr.  HEALY   asked  if  the  Atklowl   A[^^_^J_^_'^^^_'f'?^V[  f^^^^^^^ 

Harbour 

"  Half.past 


SALT    asked  if  the  Arklow  i        ^^  ^7  <^  ^^^  "f'l^y  P<"d  by  way  of 
Tk.,,  ,j  ..t..       .1       compensation  as  aforesaid  has.  before  the  paai- 

Bill  would   come  withm   the  i  j^^  ^^  ^^ds  Act,  been  applied  in  any  onVor 

9t  12  o'clock"  Rule?  more  of  the  ways  authorised  by  this  Act,  a 


resolution  may  be  passed,  at  any  meeting  of  the 
persons  interested,    called    by    the    Indoscre 


Mr.  "SPEAKER:  The  BiU,  being 
essentially  of  a  monetary  character,  it  is 
excepted  from  the  operation  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order  relating  to  Opposed  Business.  

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  asked  if  Notice  upon  the  'allowance  of  such  resolution  by  th« 

would  be  given  of  the  next  stage  of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  under  their  seal,  be 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  ?  d^°>.«?  ^  have  been  lawfully  made  under  the 

LoRB   FREDERICK   CAVENDISH  STe^nlbJwh^om^u^^^^^^^ 

said,  that,  although  it  appeared  to  him  applied  shall  thereupon  be  dischai^  from  ill 

unnecessary,  Notice  would  be  given  of  liability  in  respect  of  such  money  ao  applied, 

the  BUI.  '-^^^  -     -   -  ^^' •    '    -^ 
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And  the  provisions  in  this  Act  contained  with 

respect  to  the  declaration  of  trustSy  and  the 

i  powers  and  duties  of  trustees,  and  the  appoint* 

I  ment  of  new  trustees,  from  time  to  time,  shall 

COMMONABLE  EIGHTS  BILL.-[B.l.  28.]  |  g\eSreT/prngVttu\rL:'n 
{Mr.  Cheetham,  Mr.  Bryce^  Mr.  Buxton.)        '  out  in  the  purchase  of  land." 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 
Remaining  clauses  agreed  to, 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  moved  the 

following  Clause : — 

(Exception  of  the  New  Forest.) 

"This  Act  shall  not  extend  to  the  New 
Forest." 

Mr.  BRTCE  hoped  the  hon.  GFentle- 
man  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  assent 
to  the  insertion  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  assented. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Application  of  compensation 
money  for  common  lands). 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  moved  to  insert, 
after  sub-section  ( 1 ),  the  following  sub- 
sections : — 

**  (2.)  Any  land  so  purchased  as  aforesaid  for 
use  as  common  land  shall  be  conveyed  to  and 
vest  in  trustees  upon  trusts  for  the  persons  in- 
terested, such  trustees  to  be  appointed,  and  such 
trusts,  and  the  powers  and  duties  of  the  trustees, 
and  provisions  for  the  appointment  of  new  trus- 
tees from  time  to  time  to  be  declared  and  pro- 
vided by  an  order  under  the  seal  of  the  Inclosure 
Commissioners,  pursuant  to  resolutions  to  be 
passed  at  a  special  meeting  of  the  persons  in- 
terested, convened  by  the  said  Commissioners 


JUDGMENTS    (INFERIOR    COURTS) 
BILL.— [Bill  44.] 

by8UchWjoritresasaioreMiT,and  |  ^^^' jf^^'*  fj**'  ^^^.'^^  ^^:  Anderson,  Mr. 

order  shall  be  deposited  and  kept  in  like  manner 


as  copies  of  an  award  are  by  *  The  Inclosure  j 
Act,  1845,'  directed  to  be  deposited  and  kept.*' 

"  (3.)  Everj'  appointment  of  a  new  trustee  or  , 
of  now  trustees,  m  pursuance  of  this  Act,  shall  , 
be  subject  to  confirmation  by  the  Inclosure  , 
Commissioners  under  their  seal,  and  upon  such  j 
confirmation  the  land  shall  vest  in  the  remaining 
and  the  newly. appointed  trustees  without  any 
conveyance."  '   ' 

Aniendment  agreed  to. 


Corry^  Mr.  Beid,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon.) 

COMMITTEE.     [^Progrehs  25<A  April,] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Interpretation  of  Terms). 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  R 
Balfouk)  moved;  in  pa^  2,  line  27,  «( 
end|  to  add-^ 
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"  Tlie  exproBBion  '  person '  shall  include  any 
paity  or  puties  to  a  cause  in  any  inferior  court 
in  England,  Scotland,  or  Ireland ;  the  expres- 
sion 'plaintiff'  shall  include  pursuer,  corn- 
plainer,  or  any  person  at  whose  instance  any 
action  or  proceeding  in  an  inferior  court  is 
initiiated,  and  the  expression  *  defendant '  shall 
indnde  defender,  respondent,  or  other  persqp 
against  whom  any  such  action  or  proceeding 
is  directed ;  the  expression  '  action '  shall  mean 
Uie  action  or  other  proceeding  in  which  any 
judgment  was  pronounced,  and  the  expression 
I  sammons '  shall  mean  the  summons  or  other 
initial  writ  in  such  action." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  added. 

(Sausey  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Olauses  8  and  4  agreed  to. 

CSanse  5  (Jurisdiction  over  registered 
judgments  limited  to  execution). 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtr)  moved,  in  page  2,  line  28, 
after  ''shall,"  to  insert  ''in  so  far  as 
relates  to  execution  under  this  Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  tnserted. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoxtb)  moved,  in  page  2,  line  32,  to 
leave  out  "  but  in  so  far  only  as  relates 
to  execution  under  this  Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  left  out. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  5  to  7,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

danse  8  (Eules). 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  moved,  in  page  3,  line  7,  after 
"  Ireland,"  to  add— 

"  Provided,  That  the  said  rules  and  regula. 
tiona  shall  not  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  any 
inferior  court,  unless  to  the  effect  specified  in 
section  seven  of  this  Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  added. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BAi<F0Tm)  moved,  after  Clause  6,  to  in- 
sert the  following  Clauses  : — 

"  This  Act  shall  not  apply  to  an^  judgment 
pronounced  by  any  inferior  court  in  England 
against  any  person  domiciled  in  Scotland  or 
Ireland,  unless  the  cause  of  action  shall  have 
arisen,  or  the  obligation  to  which  the  judgment 
relates  ought  to  luive  been  fulfilled,  within  the 
district  of  such  inferior  court,  and  the  summons 
WM  served  upon  the  defendant  personally  within 
thie  said  district,  nor  to  any  judgment  pro- 

VOL.  OCLXVin.    [third  sbbies.] 


nounced  by  any  inferior  court  in  Scotland  against 
any  person  domiciled  in  England  or  Ireland, 
unless  the  cause  of  action  shall  have  arisen,  or 
the  obligation  to  which  the  judgment  relates 
ought  to  have  been  fulfilled,  within  the  district 
of  such  inferior  court,  and  the  summons  was 
served  upon  the  defendant  personally  within  the 
said  district,  nor  to  any  judgment  pronounced 
by  any  inferior  court  in  Ireland  against  any 
person  domiciled  in  England  or  Scotland,  unless 
the  cause  of  action  shall  have  arisen,  or  the  obli- 
gation to  which  the  judgment  relates  ought  to 
have  been  fulfilled,  within  the  district  of  such 
inferior  court,  and  the  summons  was  served 
upon  the  defendant  personally  within  the  said 
district. 

**  Provided,  That  it  shall  be  competent  to  any 
person  against  whom  any  judgment  to  which 
this  Act  does  not  apply,  as  aforesaid,  is  sought 
to  be  enforced  by  rcg^istration  in  the  register  of 
an  inferior  court  in  England  or  Ireland,  to  apply 
for  and  obtain  from  one  of  the  superior  courts 
of  England  or  Ireland,  a  prohibition  or  injunction 
against  the  enforcement  of  such  judgment,  and 
of  any  execution  thereupon ;  and  that  it  shall  be 
competent  to  any  person  against  whom  any 
judgment  to  which  this  Act  does  not  apply,  as 
aforesaid,  it  sought  to  be  enforced  by  registra- 
tion in  the  register  of  an  inferior  court  in  Scot- 
luid,  to  apply  for  and  obtain  from  the  Bill 
Chamber  or  Court  of  Session  in  Scotland,  sus- 
pension or  suspension  and  interdict  of  or  against 
the  enforcement  of  such  judgment  and  any 
diligence  thereon,  and  in  any  such  proceeding 
as  aforesaid  the  unsuccessful  party  may  be  found 
liable  incests." 

Mb.  WAETON  thought  it  would  be 
well  if  the  phrase  **  unless  the  cause  of 
action  shall  have  arisen  "  were  to  read 
"  imless  the  whole  cause  of  action,  &o." 
He  need  not  remind  his  legal  Friends 
that  there  were  many  different  opinions 
in  the  Courts  as  to  what  constituted  a 
cause  of  action. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  he  would  assent  to  the 
insertion  of  the  word. 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment 
agreed  to. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfotjb)  said,  he  supposed  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  woidd  propose  to  intro- 
duce the  same  word  throughout  the 
clause  ? 

Mr.  WARTON  :  Certainly. 

Further  Amendments  made. 

Clauses,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 
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PLACES   OF  WORSHIP   SITE8   BH-L. 

(Mr.   Bummm,   Mr.  Rickaid,  Kr.  JFilUam 

M-Artiur,  Mr.  Aldirmati  CotUm.) 

[bim.   97.]     oomoTTEE. 

IProgrm  25(A  April."] 

Bill  eontid^rgd  in  Committoe. 

(In  the  Committee.] 

New  Clause— 

"  A  corporation  or  miinieipal  body  ahall  not 
maka  any  sncli  grant  withont  the  conaeDt  in 
irritiiig  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Uie  Home 
DepartmeDt,  where  such  coiuent  it   now  re- 

!  aired  by  any  eiistinsAct  of  Farliament," — 
Mr.  Wiitley,] 
— brought  up,  and  read  the  fint  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a 
second  time." 

KfK.  HIBBBBT  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, that  the  words  "  Home  Secretary" 
ehould  be  omitted  in  order  to  insert 
"the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury." 

Amendment  to  proposed  new  Clause 
agr*»d  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  read  a  seoond 
time,  and  added  to  the  BUI. 

House  retumtd. 

Bill  rtporttd;  as  amended,  to  be  oon- 
flidered  upon  Shnday  next. 

MOTIONS. 

TRAMWAYS  PROTISIONAL  ORDBBS  BtlX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abhlet,  Bill  to  confinn 
certflin  Proviuonal  Orderi  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  "The  Tramwayl  Act,  1870," 
relating  to  Aldcrehot  and  Famboroush  Tram- 
ways Amendment,  B  irk  dale  and  Southport 
Tnimwaya  (Use  of  Mechanical  Power),  Bnetol 
Tramways  (EitensionB],  Burnley  and  Dirtrict 
Tnimwftj-f  Eitension,  Leamington  and  War- 
wick Tram  way  a,  Manchpster  Carriage  and 
Tramways  Company,  North  .Staffordshire  Tram- 
ways,  and  Oldham  Boroii);b  Tramways  (Exten- 
aions),  Brdind  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  AgBLii 
snd  Mr.  Chahberlaix. 

Bi]lf»«nf«/,aadroad  the  llret  time.  [BillMI.] 


PIBB  AND  HARBOUR  PROVISIONAL  OBDERS 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashi.et,  Bill  to  confirm 
oertain  Prorisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  "  The  General  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Act,  1861,"  relatinff  to  Bridlington, 
BroadeUirs,  Caniloagh,  Uolvwood,  Johnshaven, 
EetUetoft,  Penmaenmawr,  I^lvmouth,  Seabrook, 
Southend,  Stonehaven,  Weynioulh,  and  Worth- 
ing  (West).   Bulinil  In  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 


DOCnKZHTABT  KVIUEHUK  BILL. 
On  Uotion  of  Mr.  Johh  Holxb,  BiU  to 
■mend  "  The  Dovnmenttuy  Act,  1868,"  ud 
other  enactments  relating  to  the  eridenee  of 
docnmsnta  by  means  of  oopiea  printed  by  the 
QoTamment  Printers,  oribruf  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  JoHH  HoLus  and  liord  Fkidibici 
Cavendisb. 


Rmpi 


m«rf,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  14t.] 


Ordirid,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  CStQ 
Imprisonment  (Scotland]  Bill  do  oonnit  of 
Seventeen  Memberi :— The  Comuiittaa  was  ac- 
cordingly miminaltd  of, — The  Lord  AnToein, 
Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Rajisai,  Ht.  Anduw 
Grant.  Mr.  ARUiTSTEAn,  Mr.  Uackinto*!, 
Mr.  Wersteb,  Mr.  Eabp,  Dr.  Camiron,  Hi. 
CocrnBANE-PATiiici,  Sir  Hbubbht  Maxwiu, 
Colonel  Albxahdbb,  Mr.  Ork  Ewino,  Adminl 
Sir  John  Eat,  Mr.  Jambs  Campbbll,  Hr. 
CoxFTON  Lawbanci,  and  Mr.  Stnam: — Pomr 
to  send  for  persona,  papers,  and  reoords ;  Hre 
to  be  the  qnonun. 

Home  adjonmed  at  Doe  oUusk. 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDB, 
fHday,  28/A  April,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Select  CoKKrrrBB—^i'nfl^irt 
—Land  Law  (Ireland). 

Public  Billb — Royal  Atitnl — Qeneral  Pelies 
»od  Improvement  (Scotland)  [46  Viel.ct]; 
Army  (Annual)  [16  Fiet.  c.  7] ;  Drainin 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  [4S  Firt.e.  iij: 
Metropolitan    Commons    BapplementtI   [h 


Viel.  c 


iii]. 


EGTPT—ASSAB.— QUESTION, 
Earl  DE  LA  WAKH  said,  he  wished 
to  put  a  Question  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  of  which  he 
had  given  him  private  Notice.  He  de- 
sired to  know,  whether  the  nohle  Esri 
had  any  information  to  communicate  to 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  truth  of 
a  Reuter'a  tolugram  declaring  that  Sir 
Augustus  Paget,  Her  Majesty  a  Hinistn 
at  Borne,  had  signed  a  protocol  assent- 
ing to  the  fortification  of  Aseah  by  the 

Italians  ?  

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords, 
there  is  now  a  very  laudable  competi- 
tion to  afford  the  publi«  early  infonna- 
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(Ireland), 
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tion.  The  only  inconvenience  is  that 
the  information  is  not  always  of  a  per- 
fectly accurate  character.  The  report 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  has  alluded  is 
absolately  without  foundation. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  RETURN, 
TO  DECEMBER  31,  1881. 

QUBBTION.       OBSEBYATIONS. 

LoBD  MONTEAGLE  of  BRANDON 
Eiaked  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  Whether,  in 
the  return  of  evictions  for  the  year  end- 
ing 8 let  December  1881,  the  number  of 
bmilies  and  persons  stated  to  have  been 
re-admitted  as  tenants  was  not  confined 
bo  those  cases  where  the  persons  evicted 
were  re-admitted  at  the  time  of  the 
Bvietion  ;  if  so,  whether  a  supplementary 
return  could  be  furnished  showing  the 
Qumber  of  those  evicted  during  the  first 
three  quarters  of  the  year  1881  who 
were  re-admitted  as  tenants  before  the 
dlst  of  March  1882  ?  He  said  that  the 
Returns  recently  presented  were  am- 
biguous in  not  distinguishing  the  num- 
ber of  tenants  who  were  reinstated  at 
the  time  of  the  eviction  and  those  who 
were  reinstated  before  the  six  months 
had  expired  during  which  they  had  the 
right  of  redemption.  The  number  of 
those  reinstated  as  tenants  appeared  to 
be  very  smaU,  whereas  the  number  of 
those  who  went  back  as  caretakers  was 
comparatively  large.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Return  which  had 
been  issued  included  those  who  had 
taken  advantage  of  the  equity  of  re- 
demption they  possessed  and  been  re- 
admitted within  six  months,  or  whether 
it  did  not  ?  If  it  did  not,  he  desired  to 
know  whether  there  was  any  objection 
U>  a  supplementary  return  up  to  the 
Slat  of  March  last  being  issued  which 
would  include  such  cases  ? 

LoBD  OARUNGFORD,  in  reply, 
Bald,  he  found  on  inquiry  that  the  Ke- 
turn  included  all  cases  where  the  ten- 
ant had  been  re- admitted  up  to  the 
date  when  the  report  of  the  eviction  had 
been  made  to  head-quarters  in  Dublin. 
But  he  believed  that  in  point  of  fact  the 
Return  was  confined  to  those  cases  where 
persons  evicted  had  been  re-admitted  at 
the  time  of  the  eviction,  and  therefore 
he  had  no  objection  to  a  supplementary 
Return  being  made  as  the  noble  Lord 
desired. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
itid,  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 


(Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon)  that  these 
Returns  were  most  ambiguous,  and  he 
took  that  opportunity  to  refer  to  the 
unfair  and  injurious  statements  with 
regard  to  evictions  which  appeared  in 
the  newspapers  from  time  to  time.  A 
noble  Lord,  a  friend  of  his,  saw  in  the 
papers  that  he  had  evicted  60  tenants, 
whereas  he  had  only  evicted  one,  though 
he  might  have  had  a  number  of  under 
tenants  not  known  to  the  landlord,  and 
whom  he  had  no  idea  of  evicting. 
Tenants  in  many  cases  would  not  pay 
their  rents  unless  they  were  evicted,  or 
proceedings  for  the  purpose  of  eviction 
were  commenced  against  them.  They 
were,  in  fact,  afraid  to  pay  their  rents ; 
and  yet  he  saw  the  Prime  Minister  ex- 
pressing sympathy  with  those  who  had 
induced  them  not  to  do  so,  and  the 
tenants  were  now  in  this  condition — 
that  they  knew  not  what  further  changes 
would  be  made  in  the  law,  and  unless 
they  were  very  honest  men  they  would 
refrain  from  paying  their  rents.  He 
would  like  to  see  Returns  made  of 
ejectments  in  the  City  of  London  for  the 
same  period  of  time  as  in  Ireland.  Un- 
less there  were  a  law  that  tenants  should 
not  pay  their  rent  there  must  be  evic- 
tions, whether  the  property  they  rented 
belonged  to  landlords  or  to  the  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  he  was  going  to  put  down  crime ; 
but  they  had  had  crime  constantly  in- 
creasing in  Ireland  during  the  whole 
time  the  present  Government  had  been 
in  Office  ;  and,  with  the  exception  of  the 
Coercion  Act,  which  had  not  succeeded 
in  repressing  crime,  and  a  remedial 
measure  which  had  also  been  unsuccess- 
ful, nothing  further  had  been  done,  and 
there  were  no  indications  of  what  the 
Government  were  going  to  do.  Unless, 
however,  something  more  were  not  done 
in  regard  to  the  Land  League  crime 
would  increase,  and  go  on  increasing, 
until  the  Government  were  determined 
to  enforce  law  and  order.  No  man 
could  say  what  would  be  the  result 
either  in  this  country  or  Ireland  if  the 
present  state  of  thingfs  continued.  The 
country  and  the  Press  had  expected 
that  some  definite  declaration  of  policy 
would  be  made  on  Wednesday  last ;  but 
instead  of  that  they  had  only  a  sort  of 
sympathizing  speech  with  a  Gentleman 
who  had  brought  forward  a  Bill,  the 
object  of  which  was  further  spoliation  of 
the  landlord. 

3  Q  2 
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ARMY    (AUXILIARY    FORCES)  —  THE 

EASTER  VOLUNTEER  REVIEW. 

OBSEBTATIOKS. 

ViscouirT  BUEY  said,  he  rose  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  the  report  of  a  recent 
answer  given  by  him  in  that  House  re- 
specting the  eligibility  of  Volunteer  ofiB.- 
cers  to  brigade  commands.  He  took 
that  course  because  he  thought  the  re- 
port of  the  noble  Lord's  answer  did  not 
accurately  represent  the  principle  on 
which  the  selections  were  in  former 
years  made,  or,  indeed,  the  principle  on 
which  they  were  made  now.  The  mat- 
ter was  one  so  important  to  the  Volun- 
teer Service  generaUy  that  no  apology 
was  needed  for  calling  attention  to  it. 
His  object  was  to  obtain  an  authorita- 
tive declaration  from  the  noble  Lord  as 
to  the  policy  of  the  "War  Office  in  this 
particular.  The  custom  for  over  20 
years  had  been  that  Volunteer  officers 
in  the  senior  ranks,  who  were  dulv 
qualified  by  proper  acquaintance  with 
their  duties,  should  be  eligible  for  bri- 
gade commands  on  field  days,  such  as 
that  held  at  Portsmouth  on  Easter  Mon- 
day. As  a  matter  of  fact,  numbers  of 
such  officers  were  not  only  eligible,  but 
had  actually  held  such  commands.  The 
noble  Lord  was  reported  to  have  said,  in 
answer  to  a  Question  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Campbell)  which  had  reference 
to  the  Portsmouth  Be  view,  that  the 
principle  of  the  appointments  was  that 
officers  commanding  regimental  districts 
were  appointed  to  the  command  of  bri- 
gades with  two  exceptions ;  and  that 
owing  to  the  absence  of  Begular  officers 
the  commands  had  been  bestowed  upon 
two  distinguished  Volunteer  officers — 
namely.  Lord  Bury  and  Lord  Banelagh. 
Now,  he  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Earl 
the  Under  Secretary  for  War  whether 
there  had  been  any  new  decision,  and 
whether  Volunteer  officers  were  no  longer 
eligible  for  brigade  commands;  and 
whether  he  was  not  incorrectly  reported 
on  the  occasion  referred  to?  He  quite 
admitted  that,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, when  a  Begular  officer  had 
under  him  three  or  four  Volunteer  regi- 
ments which  were  affiliated  to  his  com- 
mand and  naturally  followed  his  bri- 
gade, he  would  be  appointed  as  the 
brigadier ;  but  where  such  was  not  the 
case  he  had  always  understood  that  a 
Volunteer  officer,  properly  qualified,  was 


eligible  to  receive  the  command.  He 
hoped  that,  considering  the  importance 
of  the  subject  to  Volunteer  officers  gene- 
rally, the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  of  a  satisfactoiy  nature. 

LoBD  TBUBO  said,  he  thought  he 
expressed  the  feelings  of  Volunteer  offi- 
cers generally  when  he  said  they  were 
much  indebted  to  the  noble  Viscount 
for  asking  this  Question ;  and  the  noble 
Viscount,  having  held  Office  at  the  War 
Office,  knew  what  the  custom  had  been 
in  regcurd  to  theae  appointments.  In 
his  opinion,  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  for  War,  in  the  reply  he  had 
given  the  other  night,  had  shown  a  dex- 
terity which  higmy  qualified  him  for 
official  life — a  dexterity  which  most  effec- 
tually concealed  the  intentions  of  the 
authorities  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
The  Volunteer  Force  was  a  peculiar  one, 
and  was  the  outcome  of  patriotic  feel- 
ing ;  and  the  Volunteer  officers  who  gave 
their  time  and  their  money  freely  in  its 
support  depended  for  their  reward  on 
being  allowed  to  exercise  the  commands 
which  their  position  and  experience  en- 
titled them  to  hold  on  occasions  like  the 
Portsmouth  Beview.  He  did  not  re- 
member that  anything  had  ever  been 
done  by  Volunteer  officers  which  could 
be  complained  of — they  had  always  pro- 
perly discharge  their  duties.  He  had 
never  seen  such  glaring  mistakes — mis- 
tekes  which  had  been  censured  on  the 
field — as  those  which  had  been  made 
by  the  Begular  brigadier.  On  the  last 
occasion  at  Portsmouth,  he  had  seen  no 
less  than  two  brigades,  commanded 
by  Begular  officers,  for  a  period  of 
one  hour  remain  under  an  enfilading 
fire  ;  and  one  of  the  most  disting^uished 
Generals  in  the  Service  had  made  the 
remark  thereon,  that  there  would  not 
have  been  a  man  left  alive,  if  either 
of  the  brigades  had  been  in  actual 
service.  No  Volunteer  brig^adier  had 
ever  committed  such  a  gross  and  ap- 
parent blunder.  It  was  neither  just 
to  the  Volunteer  officers  nor  expe* 
dient  that  they  should  be  excluded 
from  commands.  In  order  to  prevent 
Volunteer  officers  from  commanding  bri- 
gades on  that  occasion,  the  brigades 
which  were  under  Beggar  officers  were 
made  to  consist  of  no  fewer  than  six 
reg^mente,  instead  of  three.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  anything  discourteous  of  Be- 
g^ular  officers.  He  was  speaking  simply 
as  a  member  of  the  Volunteer  Service, 
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in  whioh  he  took  deep  interest.  He 
oontended  that  it  was  inexpedient  to 
porsae  the  course  which  had  been  fol- 
lowed by  the  War  Office,  and  he  could 
not  understand  their  policy.  "Was  it 
intended  to  displace  Volunteer  officers 
altoffethery  and  to  prevent  them  from 
holding  the  positions  they  had  always 
held  ?  Although  he  had  held  a  high 
position  in  the  Volunteer  Force  for  20 
years,  he  had  not  commanded  a  brigade 
at  Portsmouth ;  and  he  regretted  that 
that  occasion  should  have  been  taken  to 
offer  to  him  something  in  the.  nature  of 
an  affront. 

The  Ea£L  of  MOELEY  said,  he  was 
extremely  obliged  to  the  noble  and 
gallant  Viscount  opposite  for  giving  him 
an  opportunity  of  correcting  any  mis- 
apprehension that  might  have  arisen 
with  regard  to  the  answer  he  had  given 
to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  below  the 
Gangway  a  few  days  ago.  His  words  as 
repeated  might  have  given  a  somewhat 
incorrect  impression  of  what  he  had  in- 
tended to  convey.  It  was,  however,  quite 
impossible  for  him  to  pass  over  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  behind  him  (Lord 
Truro)  in  silence.  The  noble  Lord  took 
advantage  of  his  position  in  Parliament 
to  criticize  the  manoeuvres  at  Ports- 
mouth, which  had  been  conducted  by 
Begular  officers  of  the  highest  rank,  he 
himself  having  been  serving  as  an 
officer  under  them.  Such  conduct  was 
subversive  of  all  military  discipline.  He 
declined  to  go  into  a  comparison  be- 
tween brigadiers  appointed  from  the 
Begular  and  Auxiliary  Forces,  and  he 
declined  to  enter  upon  any  criticisms  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  these  officers  had 
performed  their  duties.  On  such  mat- 
ters this  House  was  not  in  a  position  to 
pronounce  an  opinion ;  they  were  most 

§roperly  left  to  His  Hoyal  Highness  the 
ieid  Marshal  Commanding-in-Chief  and 
to  the  military  authorities  at  head- 
quarters. But  he  must  protest  against 
such  a  speech  as  that  just  delivered  by 
the  noble  Lord.  He  must  say  that 
the  course  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  was 
singularly  inopportune  at  a  time  when 
every  attempt  was  being  made  to  knit 
the  Begular  and  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
more  closely  together.  In  answering  a 
Question  put  to  him  by  the  noble  Lord 
behind  him  a  few  days  ago,  he  did  not 
intend  to  convey,  nor  did  he  think  that 
his  words  conveyed,  the  impression  that 
Volunteer  officers  would  in  future  never 


be  selected  for  the  command  of  brigades. 
There  was  no  new  decision  come  to  by 
the  War  Office,  and  no  intention  to 
issue  any  order  which  would  disqualify 
Volunteer  officers  from  holding  com- 
mands of  brigades  when  opportunities 
occurred  for  them  to  have  such  com- 
mands. The  general  rule  in  force  as 
regarded  the  selection  of  brigadiers 
was  practically  the  same  for  the  Volun- 
teers as  for  the  Regular  Army — namely, 
that  brigades,  whether  composed  of 
Volunteers  or  Begular  troops,  should, 
on  the  occasion  of  important  Beviews, 
be  commanded  by  the  colonels  having 
charge  of  the  regimental  districts  to 
which  the  troops  constituting  these 
brigades  belonged.  There  were  often 
occasions  in  which  there  were  a  greater 
number  of  brigades  than  colonels  who 
were  thus  qualified  to  command  them  ; 
and  in  those  cases,  as  he  had  already  re- 
marked, there  would  be  no  disqualifi- 
cation of  Volunteer  officers  who  were 
recommended  for  efficiency  in  drill  by 
the  general  officers  commanding  the 
districts  in  which  the  regiments  were 
localized ;  and  he  felt  sure  that  His  Boyal 
Highness  Commanding-in-Chief  would  in 
the  future,  as  in  the  past,  be  ready  to  give 
every  opportunity  to  Volunteer  officers 
to  command  brigades.  He  thought  that 
this  would  satisfactorily  answer  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Viscount  BUBY  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  of  his  noble  Friend  perfectly 
satisfactory  ;  but  he  wished  to  say  with 
regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Truro)  that  he  did  not 
think  the  noble  Lord  was  really  to  be 
considered  as  speaking  in  the  name  of 
the  Volimteer  Force.  He  had  listened 
to  those  remarks  with  great  regret,  and 
felt  sure  that  his  criticisms  on  officers 
who  were  in  high  command  on  a  recent 
occasion  as  well  as  on  other  occasions 
were  such  as  would  not  have  been  made 
by  many  members  of  the  Volunteer  Force. 
He  must  apologize  for  making  these 
remarks  on  the  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend,  but  he  felt  compelled  on  behalf 
of  the  Beserve  Forces  to  do  so. 

LoBD  TBUBO  desired  to  say  a  word 
in  explanation.  When  he  made  the 
remarks  to  which  exception  had  been 
taken,  he  pointed  out  that  he  made  them 
on  the  authority  of  a  general  officer 
of  distinction,  who  was  present  on  the 
occasion  in  question,  and  not  simply  as 
his  own  observation.    He  really  did  not 
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know  what  there  was  to  complain  of  in 
regard  to  such  criticisms.  The  noble 
Earl  was  surprised  at  his  takine  that 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  matter  before 
their  Lordships.  When  were  the  Volun- 
teers to  make  their  grievances  known  ? 
[**  Order,  order !  "]  When  officers  made 
such  remarks  out-of-doors  they  were 
called  insubordinate — ["Order,  order!"] 
— and  the  only  place  where  they  could 
make  them  was  in  Parliament.  He  felt 
that  he  was  entitled  to  give  expression 
in  the  House  to  what  he  believed  to  be 
the  feeling  of  the  great  body  of  his 
fellow- Volunteers.  ["Order,  order!"] 
He,  as  a  public  man,  was  entitled  to  do 
that,  and  also  entitled  to  make  their 
grievances  known  to  the  authorities. 

Lord  CHELMSFOED  said,  that  the 
real  question  was  not  whether  the  senior 
commandersof  Volunteer  regiments  were 
efficient  as  commanders  of  brigades,  but 
how  far  their  removal  on  parade  and 
field  days  from  the  regiment  in  order  to 
give  them  command  of  brigades  would 
affect  the  rank  and  file  of  the  regiment. 
The  Volunteers  did  not,  as  a  rule,  come 
out  more  than  once  a  week,  and  they 
were  not  accustomed  to  be  drilled  by  the 
second  in  command.  When,  therefore, 
the  commanding  officer  was  removed,  in 
order  to  give  him  a  brigadier's  command, 
the  regiment  was  placed  at  a  very  serious 
disadvantage.  This  was  felt  even  with 
Begular  troops,  who  had  more  frequent 
opportunities  of  drill  than  the  Volun- 
teers ;  and  a  Line  regiment  never  drilled 
so  steadily  when  its  commanding  officer 
happened  to  be  absent  and  the  next 
senior  took  command.  It  would  be  a  se- 
rious disadvantage  if  any  rule  were  laid 
down  that  the  senior  Volunteer  officers 
in  command  of  Volunteer  regiments 
should  be  entitled  to  claim  as  a  matter  of 
right  the  privilege  of  commanding  bri- 
gades on  the  occasion  of  field  days.  He 
thought  it  would  be  far  better  if  they 
were  left  in  command  of  their  own  regi- 
ments, and  that  officers  of  the  Begular 
Army  accustomed  to  command  brigades 
should  be  intrusted  with  that  duty. 
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HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS. 
Friday,  28M  Apnl,  1882. 


CLAIMS   OF   PEERAGE,    &C. 

The  Earl  of  Milltown,  the  Lord  Kintore,  and 
the  Lord  Oxcnfoord  added  to  the  Select  Com- 
mittee in  the  place  of  the  Marquess  of  Abercom, 
the  Earl  of  Mansfield,  and  the  Lord  O'Hagan. 

Ilouso  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o^clock,  to  Monday 

next,  EloTea  o'clock. 

Lwd  TVuro 


MINUTES.]  —  Pkivatb  Bill  (5y  Ordtr)^ 
Second  Reading — Central  Metropolitan  Bail- 
way,  put  off. 

Public  Bills — Second  Reading — Conimons  Re- 
gulation Provisional  Orders  *  [117] ;  Pateati 
for  Inventions  (No.  2)  [104]. 

Cbmmi^/^— Municipal  Oorporatioiis  {re  eowm,) 
[113],  deferred. 

Coneidered  a*  amended — Ck>mmoiiablo  Bisrhti* 
[23].  ^ 

FRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

CENTRAL   METROPOLITAN   RAILWAY 
BILL  (6y  Order). 

SECOND  BEADnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."--(i/r.  Dodds.) 

Mr.  W.  n.  SMITH :  I  rise  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  and  I  do 
not  take  that  course  from  any  desire  to 
interpose  an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the 
construction  of  any  railway  that  would 
be  of  public  utility  in  connecting  the 
North  and  the  South  of  this  Metropolis, 
but  I  oppose  this  Bill  in  the  interests  of 
my  constituents,  because  it  proposes  to 
deal  with  their  property  in  a  way  which 
is  not  authorized  by  the  Land  Glauses 
Consolidation  Act.  By  that  Act,  Parlia- 
ment has  thought  fit  to  lay  down  certaia 
regulations  in  regard  to  the  taking  ol 
private  property  for  the  execution  of 
works  of  this  kind ;  and  by  setting  aside 
the  provisions  of  that  Act,  my  consti- 
tuents will  be  affected  by  this  Bill,  most 
of  them  belonging  to  Uie  humble  and 
industrious  classes,  but  at  present  thriv- 
ing men,  and  they  will  be  compelled  to 
appear  before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  at  a  cost  that  may  probably 
be  ruinous  to  them,  in  order  to  protect 
interests  which,  as  a  general  principle, 
Parliament  has  thought  it  right  to  lay 
down  shall  be  protected  by  the  State.  I 
have  also  another  objection  to  this  Bill, 
and  it  is  that  it  appears  to  be  pro- 
moted by  persons  who  can  only  desire  to 
obtain  these  powers  in  order  to  sell  them 
again.  The  reference  to  capital  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  states  that — 
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"  The  capital  of  the  Company  shall  be  the 
capital  of  a  limited  (^ompanj  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  this  Act," 

each  limited  Company  being  a  Limited 
Liability  Company,  which  l£e  Bill  pro- 
poses to  extinguish,  and  to  re-adopt  for 
the  parposes  of  this  Bill.  The  capital  of 
the  Limited  Liability  Company  consists, 
at  the  present  moment, of  70  shares  of  £  1 0 
each,  and  there  is  no  security  whatever 
that  any  other  capital  will  be  raised, 
and  no  evidence  that  capital  necessary 
for  the  construction  of  the  work,  if 
sanctioned  by  Parliament,  will  be  forth- 
oomiug.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  the  way  in  which  Com- 
panies of  this  kind  are  worked,  are  well 
aware  that  the  provisions  contained  in 
this  Bill  give  no  practical  and  real  evi- 
dence of  the  h<md  fidis  of  the  under- 
taking. The  promoters  are  persons  who 
can  have  no  interest  in  constructing  the 
railway ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  their 
interest  is  only  to  obtain  power  from 
Parliament  to  construct  it.  Having  ob- 
tained that  power,  they  will  then  go  to 
one  of  the  HaUway  Companies,  who 
will  become  interested,  and  say — ^*  If 
you  do  not  purchase  these  powers,  or 
g^ve  us  a  contract  to  make  this  railway, 
we  will  go  to  somebody  else,  and  so  ex- 
pose you  to  the  danger  of  competition, 
or  to  a  disagreeable  interference  with 
your  business."  Now,  I  think  it  is 
neither  right  nor  fitting  that  Parlia- 
ment should  give  to  speculative  pro- 
moters powers  which  can  be  used,  and 
which,  I  venture  to  think,  are  intended 
to  be  used,  in  that  way.  In  the  present 
Bill  there  is  no  substantial  Board  of 
Directors  provided,  whose  names  would 
be  a  guarantee  of  the  good  faith  of  the 
Company,  and  of  their  bond  fide  intention 
to  carry  out  the  undertaking.  If  there 
were  a  substantial  Company  and  Board 
of  Directors,  there  would  still  be  reasons 
for  opposing  the  granting  of  powers  of 
this  description.  But  in  this  case  there 
is  nothing  of  the  kind,  and  the  Bill  in- 
volves a  very  grave  and  serious  inter- 
ference with  private  rights  —  private 
rights  that  are  necessary  to  the  existence 
of  my  constituents,  because,  if  the  scheme 
is  to  be  carried  out  as  it  is  now  proposed, 
it  would  stop  up  and  close  various  im- 
portant thoroughfares  while  the  works 
are  being  constructed,  such  thorough- 
fares being  essentially  necessary  for  the 
traffic  of  the  Metropolis.  I,  therefore, 
think  that  the  House  ought  to  hesitate 


before  it  consents  to  grant  such  powers 
as  those  which  are  now  sought.  The 
promoters,  by  a  statement  contained  in 
a  document  which  has  been  circulated 
this  morning,  give  notice  that  it  is  their 
intention  to  abandon  Railway  No.  1, 
and  also  what  they  call  a  "  Temporary 
Bail  way." 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went; — and  being  re- 
turned;— 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent 
to  several  Bills. 

CENTRAL   METROPOLITAN    RAILWAY 
BILL  (*y  Ordir). 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." — (Mr. 
Dodde.) 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  was  remark- 
ing, Sir,  when  I  was  interrupted,  that 
the  promoters  of  this  measure  have  al- 
ready informed  the  House  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  Bill  has  been  withdrawn ;  and 
I  only  wish  to  make  one  remark  with 
regard  to  the  portion  which  has  been 
withdrawn,  and  that  is,  that  it  is  now 
rendered  inevitable  that  every  yard  of 
earth  taken  from  the  proposed  tunnel 
which  is  to  be  constructed  from  Charing 
Cross  to  King's  Cross  should  be  carted 
through  the  whole  of  the  district,  to  the 
undoubted  injury  of  the  property  situated 
in  that  part  of  the  Metropolis,  and  to  the 
great  inconvenience  of  the  residents.  It 
is  asserted  by  the  promoters  that  there 
would  be  very  little  interference  with 
the  streets.  Hon.  Members,  however, 
who  are  acquainted  with  the  construc- 
tion of  works  of  this  character,  in  Lon- 
don, must  be  well  aware  that  it  is  utterly 
impossible  for  the  promoters,  however 
good  their  intentions  may  be,  to  construct 
a  double  line  of  railway  under  the  pub- 
lic roads  without  shutting  up  the  streets 
and  interrupting  the  traffic  of  the  entire 
district  in  which  their  operations  are 
carried  out.  In  this  instance  the  effect 
of  such  a  proceeding  would  be  absolutely 
disastrous  to  the  unfortunate  traders, 
who  are  most  of  them  small  traders 
carrying  on  their  business  in  the  streets 
which  come  within  the  line  of  these 
works.  I  have  been  speaking  so  far  on 
behalf  of  my  own  constituents,  and  I 
will  leave  my  hon.  Friends  who  repre- 
sent Finsbury  to  state  their  view  of  tUq 
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case,  so  far  as  the  interests  of  their  con- 
stituents are  concerned.  I  will  only  point 
out  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  district 
generally  are  without  any  remedy  what- 
ever, unless  they  can  appear  before  the 
Committee ;  and,  I  venture  to  say,  it  is 
wrong  to  compel,  at  great  cost,  the  at- 
tendance of  individuaJ  traders  before  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  order  that  they  may  defend  their  in- 
terests against  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
unless  it  can  be  shown  that  the  measure 
is  one  of  absolute  and  paramount  neces- 
sity in  the  interests  oi  the  public  gene- 
rally. I  think  that  that  cannot  be  shown 
in  this  case ;  but  there  is  every  reason  to 
believe  that  this  is  a  mere  speculative 
measure,  got  up  solely  for  private  in- 
terests, in  order  to  obtain  a  profit  here- 
after by  forcing  some  other  Bailway 
Company  to  purchase  the  right  of  carry- 
ing out  the  works.  That  being  the  case, 
I  trust  that  the  House  will  not  consent 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time ;  and  I 
beg  now  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  this  day  six  months. 

Ma.    WHITBEEAD    seconded    the 
Amendment..    He  said  that  his  atten- 
tion had  been  drawn  to  the  Bill  in  con- 
nection   with    some    of    the    property 
through  which  it  was  proposed  that  the 
railway  should  pass.     If  it  had  been  a 
mere  interference  with   the    rights  of 
property  he  should  certainly  not  have 
resisted  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  on  looking  into  the  Bill,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  it  contained   several  most 
unusual    provisions  which    might  well 
make  the  House  pause  before  consent- 
ing to  read  the  measure  a  second  time. 
In  the  first  place,  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  set  out,  in  a  circular  which  had  been 
issued  by  the  promoters,  as  one  that  was 
to  bring  the  Great  Northern  and  Mid- 
land Eailways  into  communication  with 
the  South -Eastern  Bail  way  in  the  centre 
of  London ;  but  there  was  not  a  single 
word  in  regard  to  these  other  railways 
in  the  Bill  itself,  nor  was  there  any  in- 
dication in  the  deposited  plans  that  any 
arrangement  was   made   for  communi- 
cating either  with  the  Great  Northern 
or  the  Midland  Eailway.     The  Bill  was, 
therefore,  of  a  most  misleading  character; 
and  it  was  hardly  just  to  the  House  that 
language  of  this  sort  should  be  used, 
unless  the  Bill  really  proposed  to  carry 
out   the   arrangement    indicated.     The 
next  point  was  also  of  an  extraordinary 
nature.      The  Bill  proposed  iJiat  the 
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Company  established  under  it  should  un* 
dertake  the  liabilities  and  responsibility 
of  a  Limited  Liability  Company,  whereas 
the  character  of  the  responsibility  and 
the  nature  of  the  agreement  were  not 
specified  or  set  out  in  the  BilL  He 
did  not  think  that  Parliament  would, 
for  one  moment,  consent  to  a  Company 
becoming  responsible  for  any  number  of 
secret  treaties  which  mi^t  have  been 
entered  into  by  a  Lumtedliability  Com- 
pany, without  the  natureof  the  agreement 
being  fully  set  out  in  the  Bill.  He  did 
not  wish  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House ; 
but  he  should  like  to  mention  one  or 
two  other  points  in  regard  to  the  Bill 
which  were  of  considerable  importanos. 
It  was  proposed  [to  construct  this  rail- 
way under  several  most  important  tho» 
rouffhfares,  and  the  inoonyenienoe  to  the 

Eublio  while  the  streets  in  question  were 
looked  would  be  very  great ;  but,  be- 
sides that,  the  Bill  suspended  that  por- 
tion of  the  Land  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act  which  provided  that  when  a  railway 
took  part  of  a  house  for  its  own  pur- 
poses, it  should  be  compelled  to  take  the 
whole.    The  House  would  easily  under- 
stand that,  by  passing  up  the  centre  of 
the  road,  the  promoters   might  think 
they  were  going  to  acquire  the  land  al- 
most for  nothing,  and  then  if  they  were 
to  suspend  the  Land  Clauses  Consolida- 
tion Act,  they  might  imagine  that  thej 
would  not  be  called  upon  to  pay  com- 
pensation for  the  house  property  they 
interfered  with.  That  was  a  verj  serious 
point  for  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
and  it  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  he 
opposed  the  Bill.     Then  again,  with  re- 
gard to  the  acquisition  of  land,  there 
were  five  separate    points  witlun  the 
limits  of  deviation   under  the   Bill  in 
which  the  plans  showed  that  it  was  pro- 
posed to  widen  certain  streets;  but  in 
the  Bill  itself  there  was  no  provision, 
so  far  as  he  could  see,  to  g^uarantee  that 
that  intention   would   be  carried  out 
There  was  no  provision  whatever  to  en- 
able the  Company  to  carry  out  any  pio- 
posal  of  the  kind ;  and  he  held,  therefore, 
that  it  was  not  expedient  to  sanction  a 
quasi'-promiue  for  widening  the  streets, 
when  the  Bill  contained  no  provision  to 
compel  the  Company  to  fulfil  such  pro- 
mise.  The  Bill  altogeUier  was  of  a  most 
misleading  character ;  and,  although  he 
was  aware  of  the  desirability  of  making 
communications  between  tihe  Bailwayi 
serving  the   North   and   the  South  of 
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London,  the  present  Bill  had  in  it  such 
objectionable  features  that  he  hoped  the 
House  would  refuse  to  read  it  a  second 
time. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  six  months." — {¥r.  W.  JB.  Smith.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

^  Mb.  SHEEIDAN  said,  the  Bill  autho- 
xized  the  construction  of  a  short  and 
simple  line,  which  he  should  have  sup- 
posed would  commend  itself  to  eyerjr- 
one.  He  believed  that  the  proposed 
line  would  be  made  for  such  a  price 
that  it  would  be  the  cheapest  line  that 
had  ever  been  made  in  this  country,  for 
its  length.  As  he  had  said,  it  was  a 
Teiy  short  and  simple  lino,  and  he  could 
not  understand  the  opposition  which  was 
raised  to  it.  He  certainly  could  not 
understand  the  motives  which  induced 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to 
move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  The  line 
proposed  to  start  ^m  King's  Gross  and 
the  Midland  Railway,  and  to  go  down 
to  Oharing  Cross.  It  was  not  a  new 
scheme,  because  the  House  had,  on  two 
previous  occasions,  sanctioned  a  similar 
proposal.  The  first  proposal  of  the  kind 
that  was  sanctioned  was,  however,  so 
associated  with  the  construction  of  new 
streets,  that  it  was  found  impossible  to 
cany  it  out,  and  it  was,  therefore,  aban- 
doned; but  now  the  streets  were  ar- 
ranged for  difiPerently.  The  Board  of 
Works  were  to  make  the  new  streets, 
and  that  objection  disappeared.  The 
proposed  line  could  be  made  for  a  very 
small  sum  of  money ;  and  the  communi- 
cations which  it  was  proposed  to  make 
between  other  railway  property  would 
be  very  easy  and  simple.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  said  that  the  Bill  contained  no 
promise  that  this  communication  would 
oe  effected.  He  (Mr.  Sheridan)  could 
only  say  that  the  evidence  disclosed  this 
flact — that  subways  would  be  made  both 
in  regard  to  the  Midland  and  Great 
Northern  Hallways ;  and  it  would  be  for 
the  Midland  and  Great  Northern  Bail- 
way  Companies  to  complete  the  commu- 
nication with  this  little  line,  if  they  were 
desirous  of  having  communication  from 
the  North  of  the  Metropolis  to  Charing 
OroBS.    The  line  was  a  little  more  am- 


bitious at  first  than  it  was  at  the  present 
moment.    It  was  originally  intended  to 
carry  it  from  St.  Martin's  down  Parlia- 
ment   Street,   so    that   hon.   Members 
might  go  from  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
to  the  North  of  London,  instead  of  ex- 
periencing the  delay  and  inconvenience 
now  occasioned  by  ihe  necessity  of  tra- 
velling in  cabs;  but  the  Government 
thought  that  the  proposal  to  carry  the 
line  down  Parliament  Street  was  one 
which  they  could  not  sanction,  and  that 
part  of  the  scheme  had  consequently 
been  abandoned.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  said  that  persons  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  make  these  rail- 
ways as  a  matter  of  speculation.    He 
(Mr.  Sheridan)  had  no  doubt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  many  other 
hon.  Members  of  that  House  had  em- 
barked in  railway  speculations  of  the 
same    kind,    and  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  condemn  a  proposal 
to  make  this  particular  line,  he  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive,  espe- 
cially when  a  proposition  of  the  same 
kind  had  been  strongly  recommended  by 
the  Parliamentary  G^mmittee  which  sat 
in  that  House  in  1861.    In  that  year 
the  London  and  North- Western  Eailway 
Company  submitted  a  scheme  for  open- 
ing up  a  communication  with  Charing 
Cross.    The  House  would,  therefore,  see 
that  this  was  no  new  plan.  That  scheme 
was  not  carried  out  on  account  of  the 
difficulties  it  involved  in  widening  the 
streets  and  constructing  new  ones ;  but, 
in   1863,   a  Select    Committee  of    the 
House  of  Commons  made  a  special  Ee- 
port,  stating  that  any  future  railway 
communication  with  the  lines  now  in 
existence  should  be  made  by  an  inde- 
pendent Company,  and  should  not,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggested,  proceed 
from    Companies    alreeMdy   established. 
Parliament  had  not,   therefore,   autho- 
rized the  Midland  or  Great  Northern 
Hallway  Company  to  construct  a  line ; 
but  it  had  specially  recommended  that 
the  proposal  should  come  from  inde- 
pendent persons.     He  (Mr.   Sheridan) 
thought  the  Heport  of  the  Committee  - 
in  1863  was  a  complete  answer,  in  that 
respect,  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.   (Gentleman.     The  fourth  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  of   1863 
was  that  a  new  communication  should 
be  made  between  these  very  lines,  and 
that  it  should  be  made  by  an  inde- 
pendent Company  in  the  nature  of  an 
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underground  railway.  Therefore,  if 
there  was  anything  at  all  in  the  Re- 
port of  a  Committee  of  that  HousOi 
and  if  they  were  to  pay  any  atten- 
tion whatever  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  whom  they 
appointed  upon  Committees,  surely  a 
Beport  of  that  kind  was  worthy  of  the 
attention  of  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  said  that  his 
constituents — **  the  butcher,  the  baker, 
and  the  candlestick  maker"— did  not 
like  the  proposal ;  but  he  (Mr.  Sheridan) 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man how  many  of  his  constituents  had 
petitioned  against  the  Bill?  He  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  belieyed  that  none  of  them 
had  done  so,  although  there  had  been 
some  Petitions  praying  to  be  heard  be- 
fore the  Committee,  which  was  certainly 
the  proper  tribunal  to  dispose  of  the  ap- 
pL'cation.  Any  persons  who  chose  to 
oppose  the  Bill  m  Committee  could  be 
represented  and  defended  by  counsel, 
and  would  be  able  to  call  witnesses  in 
support  of  their  case.  It  was  utterly 
impossible  for  the  House  to  deal  with 
a  question  of  this  importance  in  an 
ad  eaptandum  and  hurried  manner.  He 
might  add  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  truly  and  fairly  stated  the 
case,  because,  while  none  of  the  con- 
stituents of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  petitioned  against  the  Bill,  there 
were  218  of  them  who  had  petitioned  in 
its  favour.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  mentioned  that  fact.  He  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought,  at  least,  to  state  his  case 
impartially,  and  if  he  mentioned  the 
points  which  told  against  the  Bill,  he 
ought  also  to  mention  those  which  told 
in  its  favour.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  supposed  to  be  acting  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  public.  This  was  a  line 
which  was  submitted  to  the  House  in 
the  public  interests,  and  it  was  not  con- 
fined entirely  to  Westminster,  but  ex- 
tended to  Marylebono  and  St.  Pancras, 
and  other  parts  of  the  Metropolis — which, 
however,  supported  the  Bill.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have 
told  the  House  fairly  that  many  persons 
connected  with  the  Metropolis  were  in 
favour  of  the  measure.  Ho  (Mr.  Sheri- 
dan) was,  therefore,  justified  in  com- 
plaining of  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  misleading  to  the  House,  and 
founded  on  assertions  which  were  the 

Jfr.  Sheridan 


reverse  of  truth.  P'Oh,  oh!"]  He 
begged  to  repeat  that  tiiey  were  the 
reverse  of  truth.  [^Crtee  of*  Oh  I "  and 
"Withdraw!"] 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked  if  it  was 
within  the  Eules  of  Parliamentary  de- 
bate to  say  that  any  statement  made 
by  an  hon.  Member  was  the  reverse  of 
truth? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Sheridan)  must  be  aware  that  a 
statement  of  that  kind  is  altogether 
irregular. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  said,  he  would  with- 
draw the  observation,  and  say  that,  at 
all  events,  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  inaccurate,  and  that  it 
was  the  reverse  of  correct.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  there  were 
no  Directors,  whereas  the  Chairman  of 
the  Company  (Lord  Bateman)  was  at 
that  moment  in  the  Lobby  assisting  the 

Eromoters.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ad  deliberately  assured  the  House  that 
there  were  no  directors ;  but  that  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  were  some  un- 
known persons  without  a  Board  at  alL 
He  repeated,  that  Lord  Bateman,  the 
Chairman,  was  in  the  Lobby  at  that  mo- 
ment, doing  the  best  in  his  power  to 
support  the  second  reading  of  the  BilL 
He  (Mr.  Sheridan)  thought  he  was  justi- 
fied, under  these  circumstances,  in  say- 
ing that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
statement  was  the  reverse  of  correct 
Other  statements  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  equally  inaccurate.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  his  con- 
stituents opposed  the  Bill ;  but  he  did 
not  give  the  House  any  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  his  assertion,  and  there  was  not 
a  single  Petition  in  opposition.  On  the 
contrary,  all  the  Petitions  went  the  other 
way.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
further,  that  the  line  was  not  wanted; 
whereas  there  was  strong  evidence  that 
it  was  wanted.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  the  line  should  be  made 
by  established  Railway  Companies ;  but 
Parliament  had  already  declared  that  it 
should  not  be  made  by  established  Rail- 
way Companies.  The  question  really 
was  this — the  House  had  determined,  in 
its  wisdom,  that  the  questions  involved 
in  such  Bills  should  be  referred  to  and 
reported  upon  by  a  Select  Committee 
upstairs.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  mean  to 
suggest  that  there  should  now  be  a  de- 
parture from  that  prindple,  and  that  the 
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merits  of  Buoh  proposals  should  in 
futare  be  discussed  in  the  House  itself  ? 
Was  it  in  future  to  be  laid  down  that 
every  proposal  for  the  construction  of  a 
new  nulwaj  was  to  be  considered  in  the 
House,  and  disposed  of  after  10  minutes' 
discussion  ?  Was  it  to  be  laid  down  that 
in  future  all  questions  of  this  nature 
were  to  be  absolutely  prevented  from 
going  before  a  Committee  ?  If  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  meant  that  all 
proposals  for  the  construction  of  new 
railways  were  to  be  discussed  in  the 
House  on  the  second  reading,  he  (Mr. 
Sheridan)  would  be  prepared  to  meet 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  and,  in 
fiature,  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
every  Bill  which  contained  power  to 
construct  a  railway.  Was  that  the  view 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  If  not, 
what  was  his  view  ?  The  House  had 
declared  that  a  Committee  was  the  pro- 
per tribunal  for  the  discussion  of  these 
znatters.  Was  it  a  proper  tribunal  or 
not?  If  it  was,  why  interfere  to  pre- 
vent this  Bill  from  being  properly  consi- 
dered and  properly  discussed  by  a  Com- 
mittee? ]j  they  were  not  to  have  a 
Committee  upon  it,  then  the  sooner  it 
was  decided  that  all  these  second  read- 
ings should  be  opposed,  the  better ;  and 
he,  for  one,  would  do  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  now — namely,  op- 
pose the  second  reading  of  every 
Kailway  Bill  when  it  came  before  the 
House.  Perhaps,  in  these  days  of  eco- 
nomy, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consi- 
dered that  the  best  way  of  economizing 
the  time  of  the  House  was  to  decide 
these  questions  on  the  second  reading. 
But,  until  such  a  determination  was  ar- 
rived at  by  the  House,  he  could  only 
urge  the  House  to  allow  this  Bill,  as  one 
dealing  with  a  question  of  groat  public 
interest,  to  be  considered  by  a  Commit- 
tee in  the  ordinary  way. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIE :  I  hope  the 
House,  in  coming  to  a  decision  upon  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  will  separate 
the  merits  of  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Bill  from  any  defects  in  the  Bill  itself. 
The  subject-matter  of  the  Bill  has  been 
firequently  before  the  House.  It  was 
before  a  Select  Committee  in  1861,  and 
an  Act,  giving  power  to  construct  rail- 
way communication  between  the  South 
and  North  of  London,  was  passed  in 
1863-4.  Therefore,  it  has  already  been 
determined  by  the  House  that  communi- 
cation between  the  North  and  South  of 


London  is  a  subject  that  well  deserves 
its  attention,  and  one  that  ought  to  be 
supported.  But  the  question  now  is 
whether  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  oppo< 
site  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  a  fair  right 
to  oppose  the  second  reading,  and  so  pre- 
vent the  Bill  being  sent  to  a  Committee 
in  the  ordinary  way  ?  There  are  some 
peculiarities  in  the  Bill  which  deserve 
attention.  It  is  almost  the  invariable 
practice  in  Bills  of  this  kind  to  disclose 
various  points.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
the  practice  to  disclose  the  names  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill,  and  their  names 
are  usually  mentioned  in  the  Bill  itself. 
There  is  no  such  mention  of  them  in  the 
present  Bill.  It  is  also  an  invariable 
practice  to  state  what  is  the  capital 
which  is  required  for  carrying  out  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill ;  and  this  is  clearly 
of  great  importance,  because  it  ought  to 
be  known  to  those  whose  interests  are 
affected  that  the  capital  provided  is 
sufficient  for  the  purposes  contemplated. 
Clause  20  of  this  Bill  says,  that  the 
capital  is  to  be  the  capital  of  the  syndi- 
cate mentioned  in  the  seventh  section  who 
have  formed  the  Limited  Liability  Com- 
pany. But  that  capital  is  not  disclosed 
m  the  present  Bill.  It  can  only  be  in- 
ferred what  it  is,  because  the  sum  of 
£40,000  is  deposited,  and,  therefore,  in 
all  probability,  the  capital  is  £800,000. 
It  is  not,  however,  stated  in  the  Bill. 
These  are  certain  peculiarities  in  the 
Bill  which  prevents  me  from  commend- 
ing it  to  the  House,  and  I  cannot 
advise  the  House,  under  the  circum- 
stances, to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Committee. 
If  the  House  do  not  accept  the  Bill  at 
this  moment,  that  would  not  prevent  the 
promoters  from  coming  here  again  in  a 
proper  way  on  a  future  occasion,  and  sub- 
mitting a  Bill  in  the  regular  form  required 
for  these  purposes.  Personally,  I  do  not 
intend  to  support  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  W.  M.  TORRENS  wished  to 
corroborate  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  had  stated.  The  Bill  pro- 
posed to  carry  a  railway  through  a  veiy 
important  part  of  the  Metropolis  which 
was  thickly  crowded  with  dwelling- 
houses.  It  was  quite  true  that  his  con- 
stituents had  not  petitioned  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  for  they 
were  content  to  leave  their  rights  to 
be  protected  in  conjunction  with  those 
of  the  general  public.  Everybody  was 
agreed  that  it  was  desirable  to  have  a 


1655 


ZdndZgw 


(OOICMONS) 


subway  formed  from  the  North  to  the 
Contro  of  London ;  and  if  there  was  any 
personal  feeling  in  the  House  iipon  the 
matter,  the  inconvenience  felt  nom  the 
want  of  such  a  means  of  communication 
would  be  calculated  to  induce  the  House 
to  support  any  reasonable  proposition 
for  making  it.  But  the  case  now  before 
the  House  was  this.  At  the  time  it  was 
proposed  to  construct  this  line,  in  a  dis- 
trict very  much  congested  with  popula- 
tion, there  was  a  Committee  sittmg  up- 
stairs to  inquire  into  the  best  means  of 
dealing  with  the  question  of  overcrowd* 
ing ;  and  yet  it  was  proposed  to  construct 
this  line  and  to  stop  up  the  traffic  in  very 
important  thoroughfares,  and  to  displace 
a  considerable  amount  of  the  population 
without  making  any  provision  whatever 
for  the  persons  displaced,  or  for  the 
sanitary  mterests  of  the  people  who  in- 
habited the  districts  affected.  In  order 
to  reduce  the  cost  it  was  actually  pro- 
posed to  exempt  the  project  from  the 
condition  required  by  the  Land  Clauses 
Act — that  when  the  underground  story 
of  a  house  was  taken  for  the  purposes  of 
any  public  enterprize  or  improvement, 
compensation  should  be  given  for  the 
whole  of  the  tenement ;  wnich  was  only 
equitable  as  regarded  private  property, 
and  wise  as  affecting  the  health  of  the 
community.  He  objected  to  the  Bill 
entirely  upon  that  ground ;  and  the  fact 
relied  on  by  hishon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sheri- 
dan), that  theinhabitantsof  Finsbury  and 
Westminster  had  not  petitioned  against 
the  Bill,  was  one  reason  why  the  House, 
upon  public  grounds — and  upon  public 
grounds  alone — should  disregard  per- 
sonal motives  and  interests,  and  should 
hesitate  very  much  before  it  sanctioned 
a  speculative  scheme  so  crude  and  incon- 
siderate as  that  now  submitted  to  them. 

Mr.  SHERIDAN  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair),  whe- 
ther the  amoimt  required  by  Parliament 
— namely,  £40,000  had  not  been  depo- 
sited by  the  promoters  ? 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  ho  had 
already  mentioned  that  a  deposit  to  that 
extent  had  been  made. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six  months. 
J/r.  W.  M,  Torront 
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ntELAND— ABOLITION   OP    THE  VICE 
REGAL  OFFICE. 

M&.  HBNEAGE  gave  Notice  that, 
on  an  early  date,  he  would  call  attention 
to  the  present  system  of  Administrative 
Government  in  Ireland,  and  move — 

'*  That,  on  political,  as  well  as  administratire 
and  economical  grounds,  it  is  desirable  that  the 
Viceregal  Court  and  its  siUToandings  be  abo- 
lished, and  that  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland,  with  a  Parliamentary  Undw  Secre- 
tary, be  legally  constituted  in  lieu  thereof.'* 

Ma.  B.  POWER  rose  on  a  point  of 
Order.  He  had  a  Bill  with  tne  veiy 
same  object  for  the  17th  May,  and  he 
wished  to  know  if  the  hon.  Member  was 
entitled  to  take  this  action  f 

Mr.  SFEAKEE  said,  that  it  was  a 
matter  entirely  for  the  determination  of 
the  House  whether  it  would  have  before 
it  the  two  Bills  on  the  same  subject. 
If  the  House  thought  proper,  it  could 
so  determine 

Ma.  T.  A.  DICKSON  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  had 
just  anticipated  him  by  the  Notice  he 
had  given.  He  fMr.  T.  A.  Dicksra) 
had  a  similar  Kesolution  ready  for  some 
weeks  petst  on  the  same  subject  as  tJie 
one  the  hon.  Member  had  given  Notice 
of,  and,  therefore,  he  would  cordially 
support  him. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THE 
SUB^COMMISSIONERS—MR.  HEADECH. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  J.  A.  Headech,  who  has 
been  appointed  Sub-Commissioner  for 
Antrim  and  Derry,  is  the  same  Mr.  J. 
A.  Headech  whose  Tipperary  tenants 
have  recently  applied  to  the  Land  Court 
at  Borrisokane  r 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  was  the  same  gentleman.  Meven 
cases  were  listed.  In  four  of  the  in- 
stances he  was  owner  of  the  lands,  and 
in  seven  he  was  only  trustee.  He  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  wished  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  referring^  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Mealy)  and  othen 
to  reports  that  appeared  in  the  Tippe- 
rary papers  remrding  the  proceedingi 
before  the  Sub-Commissioners.  On  read- 
ing them  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
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life  and  propertr  better  eeoured  than  in 
London,  with  the  least  amount  of  re- 
etraint  on  the  liberty  of  tbe  aubjeot.  I 
am  not  aware  that  Uiere  is  a  failure  to 
enforce  the  law  against  the  carrying  of 
arms  by  unautborized  persons.  I  do 
not,  however,  know  that  I  have  any 
power  to  prevent  the  carrying  of  arms, 
except  under  the  Licensing  Act. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT.  1881-PRI. 
80NEB8  DETAINED  UNDER  THE 
ACT— ME.    JOHN    M'CARTHY    AND 
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would  admit  they  did  not  bear  out  his 
Tflcont  asMrtion  that  Ur.  Headech  vaa 
on  bad  terms  witli  his  tenante,  who,  on 
the  contrary,  e|>oke  highly  of  him,  and 
oonfirmed  the  impression  that  he  was 
a  very  fit  person  to  be  appointed  Sub- 
Commiaaioner. 


ICb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De. 
Mitment,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  ver- 
dict at  a  recent  inquest  at  Cheater,  on  a 
diaobarged  prisoner,  that  his  death  had 
been  accelerated  by  his  dietary  in  gaol, 
the  prison  authorieties  intend  to  modify 
the  lowest  scale,  "  No.  1,"  of  locd 
priaon  dietary,  at  least  in  the  oases  of 
piiaoners  working  at  hard  labonr  at  the 
nme  time? 

Sb  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET ;  8i  , 
I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the 
dietary  was  in  fault.  That  dietary  was 
■ettled  by  an  order  given  by  my  Fre- 
decesBor,  and  founded  on  a  careful  Be- 
port  of  a  Select  Committee.  In  thia 
particular  ease  the  misfortune  arose  from 
an  error  and  neglect  on  the  part  of  the 
medical  officer,  and  the  matter  is  beine 
made  the  subject  of  a  searching  and 
careful  inquiry. 

LAW  AND   POLICE— CRIMES  OP 
VIOLENCE. 

Ma.  E.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If,  considering  the  great 
number  of  burglaries,  the  perpetrators 
of  which  escape  arrest,  and  of  violent 
aasanlts  by  gangs  of  roughs  and  armed 
eriminala,  especially  in  the  Metropolis 
and  its  suburbs,  the  Qovemment  will 
take  measures  to  materially  increase  the 
efficiency  of  the  police  and  to  enforce 
the  Law  against  the  carrying  of  arms 
by  unauthorised  persons  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOITBT :  Sir,  I 
oannot  accept  the  view  taken  by  the  hon. 
Hember  that  the  Metropolitan  Police 
are  insufficient  for  the  preservation  of 
order  and  the  protection  of  life  and  pro- 
perty. We  all  know  that  crime  will 
exist,  and  that  the  police  may  from  time 
to  time  make  errors;  and  that  there  may 
be  deficiencies  may  also  be  admitted.  I 
am,  however,  bound  to  eay  that  I  be- 
lieve there  is  no  great  town  in  the  world 
is  which  order  is  better  preserved  or 


Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieatenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Mr.  John 
McNamara  has  applied  for  his  release 
on  parole  from  Limerick  Frieon  for  the 
purpose  of  collecting  his  debts  without 
getting  any  reply ;  and,  whether  three 
other  men  arrested  &om  the  same  dis- 
trict (TuUa,  county  Clare)  and  on  a 
similar  charge  have  been  released  un- 
conditional^ ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB,  in  reply,  s^d, 
that  Mr.  John  M'Xamara  had  already 
been  released  by  order  of  the  Executive. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OABTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  hie  attention  has 
been  lately  called  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
John  M'Oartby,  of  Longford  County, 
detained  until  recently  as  a  suspect 
in  Armagh  Qaol,  and  now  removed  to 
Kihuainham  j  whether  Mr.  M'Carthy  is 
now  in  bad  health,  and  under  medical 
oare  ;  and,  whether,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  will  advise  the  release  of  Mr. 
U'Carthy  from  prison  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOHSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  on  the  26th  instant  the  medical 
officer  at  Kilmainham  hod  examined 
Mr.  John  M'Carthy,  and  certified  that 
although  he  was  suffering  from  irregular 
action  of  the  heart,  his  life  was  not  in 
danger,  nor  was  it  likely  to  become  so 
by  further  imprisonment. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  can  see  his  way  to 
order  the  rules  respecting  visits  to  sus- 
pects to  be  reasonably  modified  in  the 
case  of  wives  visiting  their  husbands  ; 
whether  it  is  necessary  for  the  safe  cus- 
tody of  such  prisoners  that  visita  from 
their  wives  should  take  place  in  the  or- 
dinary visiting  cell  in  which  the  pri- 
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Boner  and  his  visitor  are  locked  in 
separate  cages  some  feet  apart;  and, 
whether  the  time  might  not  safely  be 
extended  beyond  fifteen  minutes  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  am  obliged 
to  say  that  it  is  a  fact,  Sir,  that  on 
several  occasions  persons  detained  under 
the  Protection  Act  have  taken  advantage 
of  visits  to  send  out  of  the  gaols  what 
we  consider  improper  communications  to 
the  Press  and  otherwise.  Therefore,  we 
have  been  obliged  to  enforce  much  more 
strictness  than  we  otherwise  would  have 
wished.  The  duration  of  a  visit  will 
always  be  extended  on  proper  represen- 
tations being  made  to  the  Governor. 

Mb.  EEDMOND:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  scarcely  answered  my 
Question,  which  was  with  reference  to 
the  visits  of  wives  to  their  husbands. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  :  I  should  be 
very  sorry  in  any  way  to  interfere  with 
communications  between  wives  and  their 
husbands  who  are  in  prison  under  this 
Act ;  but  we  are  obliged  to  carry  out  the 
prison  rules. 

Mr.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  could  not 
put  parties  on  their  parole  not  to  pass 
out  anything  improperly  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  0.  J.  O'Sullivan,  Poor 
Law  Guardian  of  Malestreet,  county 
Cork,  was  arrested  on  the  17th  of  De- 
cember last,  under  the  Coercion  Act,  on 
a  charge  of  intimidation,  and  continues 
still  in  custody  on  suspicion  of  that 
offence ;  whether,  in  the  month  of  Au- 
gust preceding  his  arrest,  Mr.  O'Sulli- 
van  was  asked  by  the  local  sub-inspec- 
tor of  constabulary  if  he  had  paid  his 
rent,  and  whether  again,  at  10.30  p.m. 
on  the  night  of  26th  November,  the 
same  official  called  him  up  out  of  bed 
and  asked  him  the  same  question ; 
whether  his  arrest,  three  weeks  after 
the  second  of  these  visits,  had  any  con- 
nection with  the  inquiries  as  to  his  rent 
made  by  the  sub-inspector ;  whether,  on 
the  20th  of  February  last,  Mr.  O'Sulli- 
▼an  applied  for  a  parole  of  a  week  or 
ten  days  to  attend  an  arbitration  be- 
tween his  landlord  and  himself  as  to  the 
acreage  and  boundary  of  his  farm  (in- 
volving a  difference  of  £210),  whether 
the  gppound  of  the  application  was  veri- 
fied by  a  letter  inclosed  from  the  Rev. 

Mr*.  JMmoni 


A.  O'Reordan,  0.0.  of  Mr.  O'Sullivan's 
parish,  and  whether  this,  and  a  second 
application,  further  verified  and  sup- 
ported by  the  Eev.  Mr.  O'Eeordan, 
were  refused,  although  Mr.  O'Eeordan 
testified  that  Mr.  O'Sullivan's  presence 
was  ''absolutely  indispensable  for  the 
settlement  of  his  case;"  whether  Mr. 
O'SuUivan's  health,  which  was  good  at 
the  time  of  his  arrest,  had  sinoe  so  far 
declined,  through  prison  life,  and  been 
injured  by  ill-^eatment  on  tilie  part  of 
the  prison  doctor  at  Glonmel,  that  he  is 
affected  with  hip  disease,  and  cannot 
walk  without  the  help  of  a  stick ;  and, 
whether  the  Executive  mean  to  keep 
Mr.  O'Sullivan  in  custody  any  longer? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  I  have  not 
heard  that ;  but  I  know  he  was  sufferinff 
from  sciatica,  and  has  been  transferred 
from  Clonmel  to  Ellmainham  for  change 
of  air.  I  will  make  further  inquiry  as 
to  the  state  of  his  health.  Mr.  O'Sulli- 
van was  arrested  on  the  17th  December 
last  on  the  charge  of  being  suspected  of 
having  incited  persons  not  to  pay  rent 
The  Sub-Lispector  of  Constabulary  in- 
forms me  he  has  no  recollection  of  having 
ever  asked  Mr.  O'Sullivan  if  he  had  paia 
his  rent,  the  fact  being  notorious  through- 
out the  district  that  he  had  not  paid 
it.  It  was  stated  that  he  had  not  paid 
any  for  three  years.  The  visit  to  Mr. 
0' Sullivan's  house  on  the  night  of  the 
26th  November  had  no  connection  with 
the  subject  of  rent,  and  Mr.  0' Sullivan's 
arrest  had  no  connection  with  his  not 
having  paid  his  rent.  He  had  apphed 
on  the  20th  of  February  last  for  a  parole 
of  a  week  or  10  days  to  attend  an  arbi- 
tration between  his  landlord  and  himself 
regarding  his  farm.  Inquiry  was  made 
on  the  subject,  and  it  was  found  on  ap- 
plication to  the  landlord  that  no  arbitra- 
tion was  taken.  Subsequently  an  in- 
quiry was  received  from  a  priest — Eev. 
A.  O'Eeardon — and  the  Sub-Inspector 
was  directed  to  see  the  rev.  genUemaa 
on  the  subject,  and  also  the  landlord. 
The  Sub-Inspector  arranged  to  see  the 
Eev.  Mr.  O'Eeardon  on  the  29th  Feb- 
ruary ;  but  the  rev.  gentleman  was  not 
able  to  come  forward  to  keep  his  ap- 
pointment. The  Sub-Inspector  wrote 
arranging  for  an  interview  later  on,  bat 
received  no  reply  from  the  rev.  gentle- 
man. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  is  aware  that  Mri 
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John  Kavanaghy  now  detained  in  Kil- 
mainhani  Prison  under  the  Coercion 
Act,  has  been  nearly  a  year  in  custody, 
and  that  two  other  persons  arrested  in 
the  same  district,  on  the  same  day  and 
upon  the  same  charge,  were  liberated 
nearly  seyen  months  ago ;  whether  any 
g^ye  cause  existed  for  this  disparity  of 
treatment ;  and,  whether  the  Exeoutiye 
will  now  order  the  release  of  Mr.  Ka- 
Tanagh? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  arrest  in  this  case  was  made  on  May 
II y  1881,  on  reasonable  suspicion  of 
ahootine  at  with  intent  to  murder,  and 
he  could  not  order  Mr.  Kayanagh's  re- 
lease at  present  without  serious  danger. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  period  of  six  months'  deten- 
tion in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Gregory  and 
Murphy,  and  John  Byrne  of  Wexford, 
confined  in  Kilmainham  Gaol,  expired 
on  the  22nd  instant ;  whether  Mr. 
O'Dempsey,  who  was  arrested  on  the 
same  charge,  from  the  same  neighbour- 
hood, has  since  been  released;  and, 
whether  he  can  adyise  the  release  of  the 
other  two  prisoners  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
these  cases  had  been  considered,  and 
he  would  order  the  release  of  both  these 
persons. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Bernard  McHugh,  ar- 
rested under  the  Coercion  Act  fourteen 
months  ago  on  suspicion  of  intimidating 
certain  persons  to  compel  to  giye  up 
their  farms,  is  still  confined  in  Kilmain- 
ham Gaol ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  it 
is  alleged  on  the  prisoner's  behalf  that 
there  was  no  such  intimidation  in  his 
neighbourhood  at  the  time,  and  that  his 
arrest  is  attributable  to  police  persecu- 
tion ;  whether  Mr.  MoHugh  is  tne  same 
person  who  was  arrested  and  kept  in 
solitary  confinement  for  a  year  and  a 
half  on  the  information  of  an  informer 
named  Clarke,  whose  eyidence  was  dis- 
credited by  the  jury  who  acquitted 
McHugh  ;  whether  the  fact  of  the  first 
charge  haying  been  made  against  him 
has  anything  to  do  with  his  continued 
incarceration ;  and,  if  he  will  state  how 
many  prisoners  are  now  confined  under 
the  Coercion  Act  for  as  long  a  time  as 
Mr.  McHugh? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
Mr.  M'Hugh  was  arrested  on  the  10th 


March.  He  was  not  in  Elilmainham 
now,  but  in  another  prison.  He  was 
not  aware  of  the  allegation  mentioned 
in  the  second  paragraph  of  the  Ques- 
tion ;  but  he  had  certainly  seen  a  letter 
of  Mr.  M*Hugh's,  written  from  Blil- 
mainham,  adyising  in  strong  terms  the 
non-payment  of  rent.  M'Hugh  was  for- 
merly arrested  in  connection  with  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Young,  the  magistrate ; 
but,  being  acquitted,  that  had  nothing 
to  do  with  his  present  incarceration. 
Two  other  persons  also  arrested  on  the 
1 0th  March  -  in  the  same  locality  were 
still  in  prison,  and  he  could  not  release 
him. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Miss 
O'Connor,  Miss  M'Cormack,  Miss  Eey- 
nolds,  Miss  Kirk,  Mrs.  Moore,  Father 
Feehan,  Captain  Dugmore,  Mr.  Abra- 
ham, and  others,  detained  under  the 
statute  of  Edward  the  Third,  are  kept 
in  solitary  confinement  for  twenty-two 
hours  out  of  the  twenty- four,  and  are  de- 
priyed  of  the  rights  of  association  and 
other  priyileges  allowed  to  suspects; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  stops,  m  the 
case  of  prisoners  detained  m  future 
under  the  law  of  Edward  the  Third,  to 
put  them  on  the  same  footing  as  pri« 
soners  arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act ; 
and,  if  he  cannot  do  this,  whether  he 
will  order  their  discharge  and  detain 
them  under  the  Coercion  Act  for  the 
period  of  their  sentences  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  Sir,  the  pri- 
soners  named  must  be  dealt  with  ac- 
cording to  the  prison  rules  applying  to 
persons  who  haye  been  committed  in  de- 
fault of  finding  bail.  That  is  a  matter 
oyer  which  the  Chief  Secretary  has  no 
control.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "]  Parliament  framed 
the  rules,  and  I  see  no  reason  for  alter- 
ing them.  I  can  only  state  in  addition, 
that  on  giving  bail  those  prisoners  will 
all  be  released. 

Mr.  HEALY :  Are  we  to  understand 
it  is  a  fact  that  these  prisoners — ladies, 
a  priest,  and  Captain  Dugmore — are 
kept  22  hours  in  solitary  confinement 
out  of  eyery  24,  because  they  refused  to 
giye  bail  under  this  obsolete  Statute  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  There  are  cer- 
tain  rules  to  be  complied  with  which  will 
require  to  be  altered  by  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  if  they  are  to  be  changed. 
They  were  adopted  by  this  House  after 
considerable  discussion,   and  I  cannot 
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alter  them.  The  gentlemen  and  ladies 
in  whom  the  hon.  Member  is  interested 
can  at  once  obtain  their  release  by  pro- 
ducing bail. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  move,  on  an  early  day,  that 
in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  not  con- 
templated that  22  hours'  solitaiy  confine- 
ment should  be  inflicted  out  of  every  24. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  subject. 
If  he  is  aware  that  these  ladies  and  gen- 
tlemen who  are  kept  in  prison  in  default 
of  finding  bail  only  refuse  because  they 
considered  that  finding  bail  would  be  an 
admission  of  their  guilt,  they  denying 
that  they  had  committed  any  offence  ? 
[''Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  put  a  Question. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  assure  you  that 
it  was  an  exact  Question. 

[No  reply.] 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  DEATH  IN 
NAAS  WORKHOUSE. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  caused  inquiry  to  be  made 
relative  to  the  death  of  William  Booney 
in  Naas  Workhouse,  as  he  promised; 
and,  if  so,  what  was  the  result  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  inquired  into  tJie  matter  by 
writing  to  the  Local  Government  Boara, 
and,  from  their  answer,  he  did  not  con- 
sider that  any  blame  was  to  be  attached 
to  the  relieving  officer.  An  Inspector  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  exa- 
mined the  case  narrowly,  and  his  and 
the  other  evidence  was  such  as  to  induce 
the  Coroner  who  presided  at  the  inquest, 
which  lasted  two  days,  to  sum  up  as 
follows: — 

"  I  suppose  you  will  find  a  verdict  in  accord- 
ance with  the  medical  evidence,  and  that  you 
will  agree  with  me  that  no  blame  is  to  be 
attached  to  the  relieving  officer.*' 

STATE   OF  IRELAND— COUNTY 
WICKLOW. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  can  state  the  total  number 
of  persons  arrested  in  the  county  Wicklow 
and  imprisoned  under  the  Coercion  Act ; 
whether  all  the  suspects  belonging  to 
the  county  Wicklow  but  two  (Hely  and 
Dowling)  have  been  released ;  whether 


the  county  has  been  almost  entirely  free 
from  crime  and  outrage  for  the  last  two 
years,  and  is  so  still ;  and,  whether  he 
will  order  the  release  of  these  men  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  there 
were  five.  Three  of  these  have  been 
released.  Inquiry  is  now  being  made 
into  Dowling's  case.  Hely's  case  was 
considered  on  the  18th  instant,  and  I 
cannot  order  his  release.  It  is  true  the 
number  of  crimes  committed  in  the 
county  has  not  been  many ;  but  notices 
have  been  extensively  posted  recom- 
mending and  encouraging  ''Boycotting." 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES— THE  QUIN- 
QUENNIAL RETUKNTS— REPORT 
OF  THE  REGISTRAR. 

Mb.  W.  n.  JAMES  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  in  the 
Report  of  the  Registrar  of  Friendly  So- 
cieties, in  which  he  states,  in  reference  to 
the  quinquennial  Returns  of  sickness 
and  mortality,  that, 

**If  the  preMnt  Retams  supply  adequte 
data,  the  Chief  Registrar  is  advued  by  the  Ac- 
tuary to  the  ofiBce  that  the  purpose  for  which  the 
quinquennial  Returns  of  sickneM  and  mortalitj 
were  devised,  yiz.  the  collection  of  statistics  on 
which  to  base  Tables  for  the  use  of  Friendly 
Societies,  will  haye  been,  in  Ids  judgment, 
fulfilled;  that  the  obligation  to  furnish  this 
information  has  been  a  heaTy  burden  on  Socie- 
ties, the  continuance  of  which  can  only  ^be 
justified  by  its  necessity ; " 

and,  how  soon  the  Registrar  will  be  able 
to  give  the  information  with  respect  to 
these  data  mentioned  in  his  Report,  and 
what  has  been  the  approximate  pnblio 
cost  iuTolved  in  their  preparation  f 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  learn  that  it  will  not  be  possible  to 
say  whether  the  data  supplied  by  the 
Returns  of  1880  are  or  are  not  sufficient 
until  they  have  been  tabulated,  which 
work  will,  I  believe,  occupy  some  time. 
When  that  has  been  done,  the  Chief 
Registrar  proposes  to  report  to  the  Trea- 
sury on  Uie  subject.  As  regards  die 
cost,  it  is  estimated  that  the  coUection  <df 
the  data  supplied  by  the  present  Retam 
has  cost  the  public  about  £50  up  to  the 

8 resent,   paid  from  the  Vote  for  the 
office.     I  cannot  say  how  much  it  has 
cost  the  Societies. 

FISHERIES— TRAWLING— LEGISLA- 
TION. 

^Ir.  SYKES  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
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ih«r  the  Gk>TemmeDt  propoee  during  the 
pieaent  Session  to  introduce  a  Bill  to 
regulate  every  kind  of  close  in  shore  sea 
trawling,  and  to  prevent  undersized  fish 
being  exhibited  for  sale  ? 

8m  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  the  Oovemment  had  no  idea  of 
legislating  on  the  subject  referred  to 
during  the  present  Session. 

POST  OFFICE  ANNUITIES— LEGISLA- 
TION. 

Mb.  H.  O.  ALLEN  asked  the  Post- 
master Oeneraly  Whether  he  will  in- 
troduce, during  the  present  Session,  a 
Bill  to  facilitate  the  grant  of  small  an- 
nuities and  life  policies,  such  as  the  Select 
Committee  in  their  Report  recommended 
should  be  passed  without  delay  ? 

Mr.  fa wCETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that,  imme- 
diately the  Report  of  the  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of 
Post  Office  Annuities  and  Insurance  was 
laid  on  the  Table,  instructions  were 
given  to  prepare  a  Bill  embodjring  the 
reoommendations  of  the  Committee. 
This  Bill  is  nearly  ready,  and  I  hope  to 
introduce  it  in  the  course  of  a  few  days. 

CENTRAL  ASIA  — RUSSIAN  ADVANCE. 

Sib  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  it  is  true,  as  reported  in  a 
Bombay  paper  of  7th  April,  and  copied 
into  the  "Homeward  Mail"  of  25th 
April,  that  a  Russian  force  has  left 
Samarcand,  and  was  50  miles  on  the 
high  road  to  Balkh  at  the  date  of  the 
report ;  and,  whether  the  Russian  Fron- 
tier is  beine  pushed  forward  to  Saracks, 
in  the  South  of  the  Turkoman  Country, 
a  distance  of  only  150  miles  from  Herat? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  we 
have  no  information  as  to  any  Russian 
march  southwards  from  Samarcand;  but 
the  Russian  Frontier  near  Shahr-i-Sabz  is 
itself  some  30  or  40  miles  on  the  road  to 
Balkh,  so  that  the  hon.  Baronet's  Ques- 
tion is  not  yery  clear,  because  for  30  or 
40  miles  south  they  would  be  within 
Bossian  territory.  As  to  Sarakhs,  I 
have  nothing  to  add  to  the  reply  which 
I  made  on  the  3rd  of  March. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 
GALWAY  SUB-COMMISSIONERS. 
Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

TOL.  OQLXVni.    [thibd  sibiss.] 


Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  while  Mr. 
Rice,  a  tenant  farmer,  was  remoyed  from 
his  district  in  county  Cork,  where  he 
acted  as  Sub-Commissioner,  Mr.  J.  J. 
O'Shaughnessy,  a  landlord,  of  Ballinas- 
loe,  is  acting  in  the  district  with  which 
ho  is  connected,  in  county  Oalway,  and 
in  the  very  parish  where  he  attends  ser- 
vice ;  and,  whether  Messrs.  Reeves  and 
O'Keefe,  previously  associated  with  Mr. 
Rice,  who  also  hold  land  in  Cork,  still 
adjudicate  in  that  county ;  and,  if  so, 
why  Mr.  Rice  was  removed  to  Mayo  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  Member  must  have  put  the 
Question  under  a  misapprehension  of  the 
facts. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  whether  Mr. 
Rice  was  not  connected  with  the  county 
Roscommon  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  might 
be.  He  was  not  prepared  to  answer 
that. 

Mb.  HEALY :  I  am  much  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  an- 
swer ;  but  would  he  have  any  objection 
to  state  the  districts  in  which  all  the 
Sub- Commissioners  operate  ?  We  have 
no  means  of  ascertaining  except  from 
the  Dublin  newspapers. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  hon. 
Member  will  find  them  advertised  in 
The  Gazette, 

Mb.  HEALY:  No  person  ever  sees 
The  Gazette, 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  were  changed  from  time 
to  time.  A  Return  would  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— EVICTED  LA- 
BOURERS AT  RHODE,  KING'S 
COUNTY. 
Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  be  true  that  on  Monday  the  24th 
instant  at  Rhode,  in  the  King's  County, 
the  erection  of  huts  to  shelter  poor 
labourers  evicted  by  David  Kerr  was 
prevented  by  force  under  the  orders  of 
the  resident  magistrate;  if  it  bo  true 
that  these  evicted  labourers  were  thus 
left  without  any  shelter,  and  without 
any  means  of  subsistence,  and  under 
what  law  or  by  what  authority  the  resi- 
dent magistrate  acted ;  and  if  he  will 
take  all  necessary  steps  to  prevent  all 
further  opposition  to  the  erection  of 
these  huts,  and  against  a  repetition  of 
such  action ;  whether  on  the  above  ocoa- 
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Bion  a  most  respectable  farmer  named 
O'Brien  was  taken  into  custody  by  order 
of  the  resident  magistrate,  and  then  and 
there  sentenced  to  a  fortnight's  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour  for  questioning 
the  right  of  the  magistrate  to  prevent 
the  erection  of  the  above  huts ;  and,  if 
he  will  order  his  immediate  release  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  only  that  morning  seen  the  report 
that  the  erection  of  huts  to  shelter  poor 
labourers  evicted  in  King's  County  had 
been  prevented  by  force,  by  order  of  the 
Besident  Magistrate.  He  would  make 
inquiries,  and  answer  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Question  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MAJOR 
TRAILL,  R.M. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  resident  magis- 
trate at  Claremorris  is  the  Captain,  now 
honorary  Major,  Hobert  Gayer  Traill, 
of  the  1st  Battalion,  19th  Foot,  whose 
conduct  was  the  subject  of  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  when  that  Battalion  was  last  at 
Sheffield;  whether  the  General  Com- 
manding the  Brigade  at  Aldershot  was 
directed  by  the  Field  Marshal  Com- 
manding in  Chief  to  administer  a  rebuke 
to  Captain  Traill  in  the  presence  of  his 
Staff  and  the  whole  of  the  officers  of  his 
Battalion;  whether  the  Colonel  Com- 
manding the  Battalion  requested  to  be 
relieved  of  Captain  Traill's  senrices; 
and,  whether  it  was  in  consequence  of 
the  special  quarterly  report  ordered  to 
be  made  on  Captain  Traill's  conduct 
that  that  officer  was  informed  that  the 
Commander  in  Chief  would  not  promote 
him  to  his  Majority,  and  Captain  Traill 
consequently  retired  when  he  was  senior 
Captain  of  his  regiment  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Major  Traill,  whose  appointment  to 
a  resident  magistracy  in  Ireland  was 
dated  the  20th  of  March,  1880,  was  the 
same  officer  who  had  served  in  the  Ist 
Battalion  of  the  19th  Foot ;  but  his  con- 
duct in  the  Army  had  never  been  the 
subject  of  a  regimental  Court  of  In- 
quiry. It  was,  however,  the  fact  that 
Major  (then  Captain)  Traill  had  been 
reprimanded  in  the  presence  of  his 
brother  officers,  as  stated  in  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, and  that  his  commanding  officer 
had,  in    consequence,   represented  the 
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desirability  of  his  remoyal  from  the 
battalion.  Captain  Traill  had  not  been 
refused  promotion  to  his  majority, 
the  fact  being  that  no  majority  was 
vacant  at  the  period  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  and  his  retirement  from  the 
Army  was  voluntary  ;  and  he  received  a 
pension,  with  the  honorary  rank  of 
major,  on  being  appointed  Resident 
Magistrate. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  Since  these  facts 
have  come  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
knowledge,  does  he  intend  to  retain  the 
services  of  this  reprimanded  officer  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir.  this 
officer  was  appointed  by  the  late  GK>- 
vemment,  and  I  have  no  doubt  they 
had  all  those  matters  under  considera- 
tion. I  think  the  House  will  agree  with 
me  that  when  the  gentleman  has  been 
some  time  appointea  it  would  be  an  act 
of  great  harshness,  if  not  of  injustice, 
to  re-open  the  matter  and  dismiss  him. 

PRIVATE  HYBRID  BILLS— THE  FORTH 
BRIDGE  RAILWAY  BILL. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  it  be  not 
the  fact  that,  in  the  case  of  the  hybrid 
Committee  on  the  Tay  Bridge,  the  Board 
of  Trade  asked  and  got  power  to  appear 
by  Counsel,  Agents,  and  Witnesses,  in 
order  that  the  public  interest,  irrespec- 
tive of  opposing  Petitioners,  might  be 
protected ;  and,  whether  he  intends  to 
take  the  same  step  in  the  case  of  the 
Forth  Bridge ;  and,  if  not,  in  what  way 
the  safety  of  the  public,  and  of  the  navi- 
gation of  vessels  seeking  shelter  at  St. 
Margaret's  Hope,  are  to  be  watched 
over? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Sir,  it  is  s 
fact  that,  in  the  case  of  the  Hybrid  Com- 
mittee on  the  Tay  Bridge,  the  Board  of 
Trade  asked  for  and  obtained  the  power 
of  appearing  by  counsel,  agents,  and 
witnesses,  before  the  Committee,  in 
order  that  the  public  interests,  irrespec- 
tive of  opposing  Petitioners,  might  be 
protected.  But  in  the  present  case  of 
the  Forth  Bridge,  in  so  far  as  the  pit>- 
posed  structure  of  the  Bridge  is  con- 
cerned, the  Board  of  Trade  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  appear  before  the  Com- 
mittee, as  the  inspecting  officers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  were  in  frequent  com- 
munication with  the  engineer  intrusted 
with  the  construction  of  the  Bridge,  and 
they  made  certain  stipulations  for  the 
safety  of  the  public,  which  were  atones 
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accepted.  Neither  do  the  Board  of  Trade 
think  it  necessary  to  appear  before  the 
Committee  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  navigation  of  vessels  going  to  the 
anchorage  above  the  site  of  the  Bridge. 
In  the  spans  of  this  Bridge,  of  which 
there  are  two,  there  will  be  500  feot  of 
160  feet  of  headway,  and  930  feet  of 
125  feet  of  headway  at  high  water,  and 
at  low  water  850  feet  of  150  feet  of 
headway,  and  1,100  feet  of  125  feet  of 
headway.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  proposal  has  been  well  considered 
by  the  nautical  advisers  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  ;  and  they  see  no  objection,  in 
the  interests  of  the  public,  to  the  Bridge 
as  it  is  now  designed. 

CARRIAGE  ROADS  (METROPOLIS). 

Sm  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Plresident  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  great  superiority  mani- 
fested in  the  construction  of  the  ma- 
cadamized roadway  on  the  Thames  Em- 
bankment, which  is  under  the  manage- 
ment and  control  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  to  the  construction  of 
all  other  macadamized  streets  and  roads 
in  the  Metropolis ;  and,  whether  he 
would  consider  whether  it  would  be  for 
the  public  advantage,  both  as  to  con- 
struction and  repairs,  if  all  Metropolitan 
highways  were  placed  under  the  manage- 
ment and  control  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  ? 

Mb.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  many  of  the  macadamized 
roads  in  the  Metropolis  were  in  a  far 
less  satisfactory  condition  than  was  de- 
sirable ;  but  he  had  no  means  to  deter- 
mine, by  a  comparative  examination  of 
them  all,  which  was  the  best.  The  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  Question  in- 
volved large  questions  of  municipal  go- 
vernment, which  could  not  be  entertained 
without  much  consideration. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACTS—THE 
CHARITY    COMMISSION. 

Mb.  AETHUK  O'CONNOE  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
it  is  his  intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  renewing  or  modifying 
the  powers  now  exercised  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners  under  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  of  1869,  and  of  subsequent 
Acts,  which  will  expire  at  the  close  of 
the  present  year  ? 


Me.  MUNDELLA,  in  re^ly,  said, 
that  it  would  be  necessary,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  expiry  that  year  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  this  Session,  which  was 
at  this  moment  under  the  consideration 
of  the  (Government. 

THE  LADIES'  LAND  LEAGUE— IMPRI- 
SONMENT  OF  MISS  KIRK. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  a  few  days  since.  Miss  Anne 
Kirk,  of  Dublin,  a  lady  who  had  g^ne 
to  TuUa,  County  Clare,  for  the  purpose 
of  providing  shelter  and  food  for  the 
families  of  evicted  tenants,  was  arrested 
by  order  of  Mr.  ClifiPord  Lloyd,  R.M. 
and  sentenced  by  him  to  three  months' 
imprisonment,  which  she  is  now  endur- 
ing in  Limerick  Oaol ;  whether  the  case 
was  heard  in  private ;  and,  if  so,  why, 
and  upon  what  charge,  and  upon  what 
evidence,  the  lady  was  convicted ;  whe- 
ther he  has  observed  the  following  pas- 
sages in  the  published  Letter  of  the 
22nd  instant,  from  the  Hev.  Michael 
O'Donovan,  C.C.  of  Tulla,  to  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo : — 

"  When  the  Chief  Secretary  visited  the  priests 
here,  I  asked  him  if  it  were  legal  for  me  to 
assist  the  lady  (Miss  Kirk),  who  had  just  arrived 
from  Dublin  for  the  sole  purpose  of  erecting 
huts  for  the  evicted  tenants,  and  giving  them 
temporary  relief.  Here  are  Mr.  Forster's  words: 
'  It  is  perfectly  legal,  and  nothing  could  be 
more  legal,  than  for  man  to  assist  man ;  and,  so 
long  as  the  lady  confined  herself  to  these  duties, 
she  should  not  be  molested.'  I  then  promised 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  I  would  act  as  a  special 
policeman,  and  see  that  this  lad}'  did  not  in  any 
way  incite  the  people  to  pay  no  rent.  I  now 
assert  that  this  lady  did  not,  either  directly  or 
indirectly,  interfere  in  anything  outside  what 
Mr.  Forster  had  declared  to  be  *  perfectly  legal,' 
and  that  she  always  declined  to  answer  any 
question  outside  the  building  of  the  huts  and 
the  distribution  of  a  little  charity.  Miss  Kirk 
is  now  in  Limerick  Gaol  for  acting  '  legally.' 
....  Intimidation  and  outrage  in  this  district 
have  ceased.  By  Miss  Kirk  and  myself  telling 
these  people  that,  if  any  outrage  or  intimidation 
took  place,  we  would  immediately  break  off  all 
connection  with  them,  wo  brought  about  a  con- 
dition which  the  vast  police  force,  and  military 
force  too,  had  failed  to  effect ;" 

and,  whether,  in  view  of  this  testimony, 
he  will  either  order  the  release  of  Miss 
Kirk,  or  direct  an  independent  and 
public  inquiry  to  be  held  into  the  cause 
of  her  detention  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  Sir,  I  think 
it  is  very  likely  that  the  words  quoted 
are  substantially  and  literally  correct, 
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and  I  am  quite  prepared  to  abide  by 
them  at  this  time.  They  were  these — 
that  it  was  not  illegal  for  man  to  assist 
man  ;  and  then  I  proceeded  to  say,  what 
may  have  been  somewhat  of  a  bull,  that 
so  long  as  the  lady  confined  herself  to 
these  duties  she  would  not  be  arrested. 
I  abido  by  that.  This  lady  has  been 
bound  over  to  good  behaviour. 

Mb.  sexton  :  No,  no ;  not  bound 
over — ^imprisoned. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  She  was 
bound  over,  and  on  refusing  to  give  bail 
was  sent  to  prison. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  No,  no;  not  bound 
over. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  That  was  a 
matter  the  magistrate  did  on  his  own 
responsibility,  believing  there  was  suffi- 
cient reason  to  show  that  she  was  not 
engaged  in  a  work  of  charitVt  but  in 
intimidation.  [*'0h,  oh!"]  There  has 
been  much  intimidation  of  that  kind, 
and  I  want  the  House  andhon.  Members 
to  understand  that  my  position  is  very 
different  with  regard  to  action  taken 
under  the  ordinary  law  from  what  it  is 
under  the  Protection  Act.  It  devolves 
upon  the  Lord  Lieutenant — upon  either 
or  both  of  us — to  decide  who  shall  be 
arrested  or  imprisoned  under  the  Pro- 
tection Act.  When  action  is  taken  by  a 
magistrate,  it  is  done  on  his  own  respon- 
sibility ;  and  it  would  be  a  most  serious 
matter  to  suppose  that  I,  as  representing 
the  Executive,  have  power  to  interfere 
with  the  action  of  the  magistrates.  I  may 
inform  hon.  Members  that  Mr.  Lloyd 
tells  me — and  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt 
him — that  he  has  sufficient  warrant  for 
what  he  did ;  but  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Sexton)  is  perfectly  well  aware  that,  at 
the  instance  of  the  aggrieved  persons, 
his  action  can  be  reviewed  by  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  as  the  acts  of  other 
magistrates  have  been  reviewed  by  supe- 
rior Judges  who  are  not  members  of  the 
Executive. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  MAGIS- 
TRACY—MR. CLIFFORD  LLOYD. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Wilfred 
Lloyd,  R.M.  Miltown  Malbay,  county 
Clare  (brother  to  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
R.M.)  recently  refused  to  accept  bails 
in  a  case  before  him  on  the  ground  that 
the  parties  tendering  bail  had  not  paid 
their  rents  (said  rents  being  more  than 
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double  the  Government  Talnation  of  the 
holdings);  whether  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
R.M.  lately  telegraphed  to  the  constable 
in  charge  of  the  police  station  at  Carre- 
g^holt,  county  Clare,  ordering  him  to 
send  in  the  names  of  eight  or  ten  of 
the  principal  tenants  on  the  property 
of  Major  McDonnell,  so  that  he  might 
have  diem  arrested  if  they  did  not  pay 
their  rents ;  whether  the  brothers  Lloyd 
are  authorized  by  the  Executive  to  make 
the  non-payment  of  rent  a  reason  for 
refusing  bail,  or  for  arrest  and  imprison- 
ment; and,  if  they  are  not  so  authorised, 
what  notice  will  be  taken  of  their  con- 
duct ;  and,  whether  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
or  any  other  magistrate,  is  supplied  with 
signed  blank  warrants  under  the  Coer- 
cion Act,  to  be  filled  up  at  his  pleasure? 
Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  informed  him 
that,  on  several  occasionB,  he  had  ac- 
cepted bail  from  persons  who  had  not 
paid  their  rent.  He  asked  the  question 
when  he  was  inquiring  as  to  their  sol- 
vency; but  the  fact  that  they  had  not 
paid  their  rents  would  not  of  itself  pre- 
vent him  accepting  the  person's  baiL 
As  for  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  Mr.  Cliffora  Lloya  had  sent 
no  such  telegram.  With  regard  to  the 
third  part  of  the  Question,  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary had  no  power  to  interfere  with 
the  judicial  discretion  of  the  mag^istrates. 
With  regard  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  he  wished  to  state  emphati* 
caUy  that  no  more  false  notion  coold 
possibly  prevail  than  the  idea  that  ma- 
gistrates werec supplied  with  signed  blank 
warrants  under  tne  Coercion  Act.  No 
such  warrants  had  ever  been  issued, 
either  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  by 
himself,  without  full  examination. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PBO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MB. 
WILLIAM  ABRAHAM. 
Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that,  on  Monday 
last,  Mr.  William  Abraham,  of  Lime- 
rick, Chairman  of  the  Limerick  Board 
of  Quardians,  was  arrested  by  order  of 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  B.M.,  and  sentenced 
by  that  magistrate  to  six  months'  im- 
prisonment on  a  charge  of  having  held 
or  attended  a  Land  League  meeting  at 
Tulla;  whether  the  fact  is  that  Mr. 
Abraham  was  requested  by  a  friend  of 
his,  Mrs.  Burke,  a  Dublm  lady,  who 
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desired  to  ascertain  the  oondition  of  the 
eyicted  tenants  at  Tolla,  to  accompany 
her  to  that  place,  as  she  did  not  know 
anyone  there ;  whether  the  ''  meeting  " 
charged  against  Mr.  Ahraham  by  Mr. 
difford  Lloyd  was  simply  a  visit  paid 
by  Mrs.  Burke,  accompanied  by  Mr. 
Abraham,  to  two  of  the  parish  clergy  in 
the  sacristy  of  the  Church;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Goyemment  will  order  the  re- 
lease of  Mr.  Abraham,  or  permit  the 
sentence  inflicted  to  run  its  course  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
Mr.  Abraham  was  ordered  to  enter  into 
■ecarity  for  his  good  behaviour,  and  re- 
fused to  do  so.  The  Oovemment  would 
not  interfere  with  the  discretion  exer- 
cised by  magistrates.  He  had  no  reason 
to  think  that  the  facts  were  as  stated  in 
the  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  the 
Qnestion.  The  object  of  the  meeting 
was,  he  believed,  to  carry  out  the  "  no 
rent "  organization. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  Mr.  Lloyd 
was  now  holding  Star  Chamber  Courts, 
sitting  in  private,  and  even  refusing  all 
applications  for  adjournment  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  am  not 
aware  of  it.  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
will  ask  a  definite  Question  in  regard  to 
a  particular  case. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  whether  it  was 
not  the  fact  that  the  district  of  TuUa 
was  now  in  a  better  condition  than  it 
was  when  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  went 
there? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEH  said,  that  was 
the  case ;  and  he  believed  it  was  mainly 
owing  to  the  action  of  Mr.  Lloyd. 

Mb.  KEALY  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  on  Monday  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  several  murders 
had  not  been  committed  in  Mr.  Lloyd's 
district  since  he  had  taken  charge  of  it, 
while  there  was  no  murder  in  the  corre- 

Xnding  period  before  he  went  there ; 
>,  whether  outrages  generally  had 
not  increased  in  that  district  since  his 
appointment  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  put  that  Question  in 
detail,  and  I  hope  the  House  wiU  not 
form  any  judgment  in  the  meantime  on 
this  Qnestion. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— THE  RIOTS  AT 
CAMBORNE,  CORNWALL. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  aaked  the  Secre- 
tazy  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 


What  steps  he  has  taken,  if  any,  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  magis- 
trates and  police  during  the  rioting  at 
Oambome  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  must  say,  what  he  had  often 
said  in  the  House,  that  he  was  not  re- 
sponsible for,  nor  had  he  any  authority 
over,  the  magistrates  or  the  police.  When 
magistrates  asked  his  advice  he  gave  it 
as  well  as  he  could.  By  the  Constitu- 
tion of  this  country,  those  who  were  in 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  had  control 
over  the  police,  and  they  were  not  under 
the  orders  or  direction  of  the  Executive 
Q-ovemment.  He  thought  that  ought  to 
be  clearly  understood,  because  he  saw 
Questions  founded  on  the  notion  that  the 
magistrates  and  the  police  throughout 
the  country  were  suoordinate  to,  and 
under  the  direction  of,  the  Secretary  of 
State.  That  was  not  so.  The  Secretary 
of  State  was  ever  willing,  when  an  occa- 
sion arose,  to  g^ve  them  such  advice  as 
he  could;  but  they  acted  upon  their 
own  responsibility,  and  upon  their  own 
responsibility  only. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  advice  did 
not  seem  to  have  been  c^ven.  [**  Oh !  "] 
He  would  conclude  with  a  Motion 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  must  be  aware  that 
he  could  not  enter  upon  a  debate  on 
this  matter. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  then  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  ask  a  further  Question  on 
the  subject  on  Monday,  and  especially  he 
would  ask  the  Home  Secretary,  whether 
it  had  not  been  brought  to  his  notice 
that  the  Irish  population  in  Camborne 
were  left  entirely  without  the  protection 
of  the  law  through  the  misconduct  of 
the  mafi^istrates  and  the  police  of  that 
district? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said,  he 
thought  he  could  answer  that  at  once. 
He  did  not  believe,  from  such  informa- 
tion as  he  had,  that  that  was  the  case. 
There  had  been  disgraceful  riots,  which 
there  was  considerable  difficulty  in  quell- 
ing ;  but  the  information  he  had  was  that 
the  magistrates  and  police  had  made 
every  effort  to  put  down  these  riots  ;  that 
at  present  they  had  succeeded,  and  that 
the  population  of  all  nationalities  was 
now  protected. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
sufficiently  answered  the  Question,  and 
he  woold  repeat  it  on  Monday. 
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queetion  had  been  discussed  in  the  House 
before  taking:  steps  to  deal  with  it  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  enter  upon  the  question  at  the 
present  moment. 


LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (SCOTLAND) 
—EVICTIONS  IN  THE  ISLAND  OF  SKYE. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  state  of  feeling  ex- 
isting amongst  the  Orofters  in  the  Island 
of  Skye ;  and,  if  he  proposes  to  ascertain, 
Dj  the  appointment  of  a  Commission,  or 
by  any  other  means,  the  condition  and 
grievances  of  the  Crofters  in  that  Island, 
the  other  Western  Islands,  and  the 
Orkney  and  Shetland  groups  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  this  is  a 
Question  of  a  serious  nature,  and  I  do 
not  feel  that  I  could  answer  it  advan- 
tageously in  the  form  of  a  reply  to  a 
Question.  I  think  that  a  Notice  has 
been  given  upon  the  subject,  in  which  it 
will  be  raised  in  more  convenient  form  ; 
and  the  Government  will,  before  that 
Notice  comes  on,  carefully  consider  the 
whole  matter,  and  give  Parliament  the 
view  we  take. 

Mb.  MACFAJRLANE  asked  whether 
there  was  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 

Subsequently — 

Mb.  DIOK-PEDDIE  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether,  considering  the  im- 
portance of  the  question,  and  the  state 
of  matters  in  Skye,  and  considering  the 
very  great  difficulty  which  private  Mem- 
bers had  for  bringing  matters  under 
debate,  the  Government  would  afford 
any  facilities  for  bringing  on  that  ques- 
tion? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  if  it  were  in 
my  power  to  add  to  the  manufactures  of 
this  country,  I  would,  in  the  first  place, 
add  the  manufacture  of  time.  Unfor- 
tunately, it  is  not  in  my  power.  While 
I  fully  admit,  and  much  regret,  the 
difficulty  of  private  Members,  yet  I  do 
not  think  any  impartial  man  will  say  the 
difficulties  of  the  Government  are  less 
with  respect  to  time  than  those  of  private 
Members.  I  heartily  wish  I  could  give 
any  such  assistance ;  but  it  is  not  in  my 
power. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  said,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Prime  Minister's  answer, 
that  the  Motion  on  the  subject  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  had  no  day  fixed  for 
its  discussion.  As  the  Gx>vemment  pro- 
fessed to  attach  so  much  importance 
to  the  question,  might  he  ask  if  it  were 
necessary  for  them  to  wait  until  the 


WATS  AND  MEANS— THE  FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT— THE  CAfiRIAGE 

DUTIES. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer,  If  he 
can  g^ve  some  particulars  as  to  Estab« 
lishment  Charges  for  Post  Office  De- 
partment stated  in  Budget  speech  at 
£200,000,  and  whether  that  is  for  new 
works  and  buildings,  or  for  repairs  and 
maintenance ;  if  he  can  state  generally 
in  what  form  the  relief  for  roads,  esti- 
mated at  £250,000,  would  be  proposed 
to  be  paid ;  whether  it  woula  be  col- 
lected and  dispensed  locally  or  gene- 
rally ;  and,  whether  the  new  Tax  would 
affect  the  carts  and  carriages  of  brewers, 
bakers,  and  builders  beyond  the  six 
shillings  increase  on  two-wheeled  vehi- 
cles? 

Mb.  SCHEEIBEB  asked,  From  what 
source  the  auxiliary  letter  carriers  of 
the  United  Kingdom  were  to  derive 
their  long-expected  increase  of  pay  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Oladstoitb)  :  The  Question 
put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Schreiber)  ought  to  be 
addressed  to  the  Postmaster  GheneraL 
In  answer  to  the  first  Question,  I  have 
to  say  that,  in  stating  the  increase  in  the 
Postal  Service  for  the  present  year,  I  was 
comparing  the  Estimates  for  the  present 
year  with  the  Exchequer  issues  of  last 
year ;  and  that  is,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
only  mode  in  which,  at  the  time  the 
Financial  Statement  is  made,  a  com- 
parison can  be  instituted.  The  Ex- 
chequer issues  are  not  identical  with  the 
private  accounts;  but  the  comparison 
with  the  private  account  cannot  be  g^ven 
for  some  little  time  to  come.  With  re- 
gard to  the  other  questions  associated 
with  this,  I  could  not  enter  at  present 
upon  a  discussion  of  the  mode  in  which 
it  is  proposed  to  grant  relief  for  high 
roads.  Indeed,  I  am  not  yet  in  prospec- 
tive possession  of  the  funds  aosolutely 
necessary  for  the  purpose ;  but  that  will 
be  done  on  the  present  occasion  by  the 
President  of  the  Local  Oovemmest 
Board.  With  regard  to  the  carts  and 
carriages  of  brewers,  bakers,  and 
builders,  there  is  to  be  no  oharge  with 
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respect  to  them.  There  is  no  change  in- 
tended, I  may  say,  in  the  law  of  exemp- 
tion. We  do  not  think  that  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  which  is  necessarily  impar- 
tial, and  in  some  respects  judicial,  affords 
an  appropriate  opportunity  for  raising 
the  yarious  and  rather  difficult  questions 
that  are  connected  with  the  exemption 
of  particular  yehicles  from  taxes. 

Sm  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
in  what  form  it  was  proposed  to  levy  the 
tax? 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
QTJEB  (Mr.OLADSTONE)  said,  that  would 
connect  itself  with  the  Vote,  which  he 
oould  not  possibly  propose  until  he  had 
Ways  and  Means  in  prospect  by  which 
the  charge  could  be  made. 

Mb.  PENNINGTON  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  by 
the  proposal  to  increase  the  Duties  on 
privato  carriages,  it  is  intended  to  in- 
clude carriages  let  on  hire  to  private 
persons  for  short  times  or  special  pur- 
poses, or  at  funerals  or  weddings  ? 

Thb  chancellor  or  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  reply,  said, 
he  thought  he  had  already  answered  the 
Question.  He  did  not  propose,  nor  did 
he  think  it  possible,  to  make  a  general 
law  of  exemption  on  this  occasion. 

Mb.  BIRKBECK  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  taking 
into  consideration  that  tenant  farmers 
are  the  largest  contributors  towards  the 
cost  of  maintaining  roads,  he  will  exempt 
them,  under  his  Budget  proposals,  from 
increased  taxation  for  vehicles  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone),  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  intention  of  proposing  any  new 
exemption  on  behalf  of  tenant  farmers. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— ARREARS. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared,  pending  the  intro- 
duction  01  their  measure  regarding 
arrears,  to  discourage  evictions  in  Ire- 
land by  withdrawing  all  support  to  assist 
landlords  in  executing  eviction  decrees  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  without  en- 
tering into  the  very  important  subject 
of  evictions  in  Ireland,  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  refers,  I  must  frankly 
own  that  I  think  that  the  measure  which 
he  suggests  and  indicates,  that  the  Go- 
Temment  shall  discourage  evictions  by 
withdrawing  support  to  assist  landlords 
in  them,  is  a  matter  beyond  the  discre- 


tion of  the  Executive  Government.  It 
is  our  public  duty  to  assist  the  execution 
of  the  law,  not  always  taking  into  view 
our  own  opinion  of  the  reasonableness 
of  what  may  be  intended,  and  we  have 
no  title  to  adopt  the  measure  which  the 
hon.  Member  suggests. 

NORTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Me.  firth  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  having  regard 
to  the  important  constitutional  issues  in- 
volved, he  will  afford  facilities  for  the 
discussion  of  a  Motion  on  behalf  of  the 
electors  of  Northampton,  that  they  be 
heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  in  accord- 
ance with  the  prayer  of  their  Petition 
recently  presented  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
could  not  say  that  he  thought  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  Business  oi  the  House 
left  it  in  the  power  of  the  Government, 
with  a  due  regard  to  the  calls  of  other 
subjects  which  were  immediately  coming 
before  the  House,  to  facilitate  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  Motion  with  regard  to  the 
representation  of  Northampton. 

COUNTY  GOVERNMENT   BILL— LOCAL 

OPTION. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  announcement  in  his  Budget 
speech  that  the  County  Government  Bill 
will  not  be  proceeded  with  at  present. 
Whether  the  Government  contemplate 
the  introduction  of  any  other  legislation 
during  the  present  Session  for  giving 
effect  to  the  Resolution  which  this  House 
has  already  twice  passed  in  favour  of 
giving  localities  control  over  the  Liquor 
Traffic  **  by  some  efficient  measure  of 
Local  Option?" 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  it 
was  certainly  quite  true  that  they  had 
contemplated  action  on  the  subject  of 
County  Boards,  which  would  indirectly, 
but  materially,  bear  upon  the  question  in 
which  his  hon.  Friend  was  greatly  in- 
terested —  namely.  Local  Option ;  but, 
being  compelled  reluctantly  to  abandon 
the  County  Boards  Bill  for  the  present 
year,  he  did  not  believe  the  Government 
had  any  means  of  making  any  proposal 
during  the  present  Session  on  the  subject 
of  Local  Option. 

GENERAL   PRISONS  (IRELAND)   ACT- 
CONVEYANCE  OF  PRISONERS. 
Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 
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attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  under  the  Prisons  Act,  1877,  Eng- 
lish counties  are  relieved  from  the 
charge  for  the  conveyance  of  certain 
prisoners,  whereas,  under  the  General 
Prisons  (Ireland)  Act,  Irish  counties 
are  still  liable  for  a  similar  charge;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  Government  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  establish  equality  in 
the  Law,  in  respect  of  this  charge,  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  thought 
that  I  had  stated,  in  the  Financial  State- 
ment of  the  year,  that  the  heavy  charge 
which  has  now  come  upon  the  Treasury 
for  the  conveyance  of  prisoners  had  come 
upon  the  Treasury  in  consequence  of  a 
sneer  error,  and  contrary  to  the  inten- 
tion, not  only  of  the  late  Government, 
but  contrary  to  the  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  cannot,  therefore,  look  upon 
that  charge,  with  which  we  are  now 
dealing  for  the  most  part  retrospectively, 
as  establishing  a  principle  from  which 
arguments  can  be  drawn  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  area  to  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  The  Government  have 
not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  course  which  it  will  be  their 
duty  to  take  in  relation  to  the  state  of 
things  which  exists  under  the  English 
Prisons  Act  in  that  particular. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  the 
hon.  Member, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said :  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  say  that  I  have  done  nothing, 
and  said  nothing,  and  arrived  at  no 
conclusion  in  my  own  mind,  favourable 
to  the  creation  of  any  new  inequality 
between  England  and  Ireland  in  regard 
to  Public  Expenditure. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — 
MEMBERS  OF  THIS  HOUSE  DE- 
TAINED UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Me.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister,  in  view  of 
recent  circumstances  and  recent  declara- 
tions of  the  Government,  Whether  he 
does  not  think  the  time  has  come  when 
he  will  release  the  three  honourable 
Members  of  this  House  who  have  been 
in  jail  in  Ireland  for  several  months  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  I  think  the 
House  will  feel,  and  I  believe  the  hon. 
Member  himself  will  feel,  that  it  will 
be  hardly  possible  for  me  to  enter  upon 
any  statement,  either  of  our  opinions  or 
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of  our  intentions  with  regard  to  a  matltr 
of  so  much  importance,  and  a  matter  so 
intimately  connected  with  other  circum- 
stanoes  in  Ireland,  perliaps  itiU  mors 
important,  in  reply  to  an  inquiry.  We 
can  only  do  it,  I  think,  upon  an  oooasioii 
when  there  should  be  a  perfect  liberty  of 
free  statement  and  argument  upon  what 
we  might  say,  or  what  we  might  not  1^ 
— that  is  to  say,  in  a  regular  debate.  We 
have  an  opportunity  of  that  kind  in  im- 
mediate prospect.  I  cannot  at  present 
enter  upon  the  subject ;  but  on  Tuesday 
next  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  will  be  prepared  to 
enter  upon  it  fully. 

PAELIAMENT  —  BUSINESS    OF   THE 
HOUSE— TUESDAY  SITnNGS. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  when  it  was  intended  to  take 
the  second  reading  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenue  Bill  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  hoped  the  second  reading  would 
be  taken  early  next  week.  It  would  not, 
however,  be  taken  on  Monday  or  Tues- 
day.   

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  asked,  whe- 
ther there  would  be  a  Morning  Sitting 
on  Tuesday  next  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he 
thought  the  annotmoement  that  was  made 
by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquees  of 
Hartington)  in  his  absence  had  been  suffi- 
ciently explicit — namely,  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  a^  for 
consecutive  Morning  Sittings  on  Tues- 
days. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  Sir, 
I  think  it  would  be  convenient  if  the 
House  were  better  informed  as  to  what 
is  to  happen  on  Tuesdays.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  in  rather  a  remark- 
able manner,  abstained  from  enter- 
ing into  a  subject  of  high  importance, 
the  policy  of  the  Gt>vemment  in  regard 
to  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order 
in  Ireland,  and  abstained  even  from 
answering  a  Question  connected  with  it, 
because,  as  I  understand,  there  will  be 
an  opportunity  afforded  on  Tuesday  for 
a  full  debate  on  that  subject.  I  am  not 
quite  sure  that  I  am  aware  of  what 
opportunity  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refers  to,  unless  it  be  the  Notice  of  Mo- 
tion given  by  my  right  hon.  and  ffallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Wigton 
Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay).  If  there  is  to 
be  an  important  statement  made  on  the 
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part  of  the  Otcrremment — and  ita  impor- 
tanoe  can  Kardt;  be  ezaggeratod — on 
the  oooasion  of  such  a  Motion,  I  wish  to 
know  whether  we  are  to  understand  that 
it  ia  to  be  put  ofiF  till  9  o'olook,  and,  if 
■0,  what  Bumness  it  ia  proposed  to  take 
•t  the  Morning  Sitting  ? 

Mb.  GLjU)STONE  :  Sir,  we  propose 
to  take  the  question  of  Procedure  ood- 
tianooal;  next  week.  Ae  to  the  debate 
which  ma;  arioe  on  luesda;  evening,  if 
the  House  should  be  pleased  to  allow  us 
to  go  on,  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  likely 
to  require  to  be  a  debate  of  great  length 
■nd  detail,  although  it  may  be  difficult 
to  say  now  what  debate  does  not  require 
to  be  pursued  at  great  length  and  detail. 
But,  so  far  aa  I  can  judge,  I  think  there 
will  be  no  inoonTeuience  to  the  House 
in  taking  the  discussion  whiob  has  been 
referred  to  at  the  Evening  Sitting. 
What  I  said,  however,  was  that  it  was 
desirable  that  an  answer  to  the  Queation 
nut  by  my  hoa.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hewtiatle  (Mr.  Joseph  Co  wen)  should 
be  given  in  a  regular  debate,  when  hon. 
Members  would  have  an  opportunity,  if 
they  wished,  of  commenting  upon  it. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  aaked  whether  they 
were  to  understand  that  the  Procedure 
debate  would  be  taken  continuously 
arerr  Government  night  next  week? 
Would  the  secondreadingof  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  be  taken  if  the 
Procedure  debate  was  not  concluded  7 

Me.  GLADSTONE  r  Sir,  we  propose 
to  take  it  on  Monday,  and  at  the  Morning 
attting  on  Tuesday.  The  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenue  Bill  will  not  be  taken 
OD  Monday  or  Tuesday  next.  We  hope 
to  be  able  to  state  by  Tuesday  whether 
that  BQl  will  be  taken  on  Thursday  or 
not. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN  said,  that,  in 
view  of  the  important  announcement 
which  they  were  led  to  expect  on 
Taesday,  he  hoped  the  Prime  Minister 
would  reconsider  his  decision  with  re- 
■peot  to  the  Morning  Sitting  for  Tues- 
day; and,  in  order  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  an  opportunity  of  doing 
•0,  he  would  ask  him  on  Monday,  Whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  deeirabte  to  allow 
the  Morning  Sitting  for  Tuesday  to 
lapse,  Bo  that  they  might  have  a  full 
disoDssion  on  so  important  a  question 
M  the  condition  of  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir.  we  have  had 
debates  on  the  condition  of  Ireland  to 
the  extent  of  nearly  half,  or  more  than 


half,  the  present  Session ;  and,  although 
this  may  be  an  important  matter,  it 
must  be  remembered  that  every  matter 
of  importance  doea  not  neoeaaarity  re- 
quire a  long  and  detailed  discussion.  In 
uie  view  of  the  Government,  there  will 
be  ample  time  for  the  discussion  on  Tues- 
day evening ;  and  the  other  pressing 
subjects  before  us  make  it  our  auty,  un- 
less we  wish  the  country  to  believe  that 
we  are  paltering  with  ibem,  to  ask  the 
House  to  give  us  Morning  Sittings. 

ENaLA2ID  AMD  FRANCE  -THE  CHAN- 
NEL TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Mb.  O'SHBA  aaked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  has 
seen  a  statement  in  the  "  St.  James's 
Gazette  "  of  this  evening,  to  the  e£Fect 
that,  notwithstanding  the  order  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  "  promoters  of  the 
Ohaunel  Tunnel  scheme  are  pressing  for- 
ward the  work;"  and,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  take  steps  to  en- 
force compliance  with  his  own  order? 

Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  In  answer  to 
the  Question  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  I  have  not 
seen  the  newspaper  this  evening  to 
which  he  refers,  and  I  think  that  the 
statement  which  he  says  is  contained  in 
it  must  be  incorrect.  At  all  events,  I 
gave  the  most  explicit  directions  to  the 
South  Eastern  Railway  Company  that 
the  works  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed below  the  level  of  low  water ;  and 
if  that  instruction  has  been  disregarded 
I  shall  certainly  take  stepa  to  see  that  it 
ia  properly  observed. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 

8DPPLT.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 


£1  BANK  NOTES.— RESOLUTION. 

Ma.  W.  FOWXBB,  in  rising  to 
movo^ 

"  That,  in  ths  opioioD  of  this  House,  the  pro- 
hibition of  the  iBBoe  of  bank  Dot««  of  £1  each 
in  England  and  Wales  ia  imreMoaable  and 
ought  to  bo  remoTOd,  and  that  all  needful  itepi 
ihoold  b«  forthwith  taken  to  aathorias   ths 

of  snch  nntes," 
said,  that  it  was  a  long  time  since  they 
had  had  a  disouMion  on  the  onxxenoy  of 
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this  country.     He  was  glad  that  was  so, 
because  it  showed  that  we  were  in  a 
much  better  condition  than  we  had  been 
many  years  ago.      At  the  same  time,  it 
was  a  very  remarkable  fact  that  the  con- 
ditions of  the  currency    in  the  Three 
Kingdoms  were  so  different,  and  had 
remained  so  for  so  many  years.     He  be- 
lieyed  that  Sir  Eobert    Peel's  legisla- 
tion on  that  subject  was  wise  legislation, 
and  he  was  not  the  least  disposed  to 
break  it  down  in  any  way.     Bank  notes 
in  this  country  were  not  the  machinery 
by  which  the  great  business  of  the  coun- 
try was  conducted.     They  were  merely 
used  in  the  minor  work  of  trade,  and  for 
the  common  convenience  of  mankind  in 
the  ordinary  details  of  life.    Anyone 
who  knew  anything  of  business  was 
aware  that  business  was  conducted,  not 
by  bank  notes,  but  by  credit.    Deposits 
had  increased  enormously,  whereas  cir- 
culation had  practically  not  increased  at 
all.    In  86  issuing  banks  the  deposits 
had  increased  from  100  in  1844  to  350  in 
1874 ;  while  the  proportion  of  circula- 
tion to  deposits  was,  in  1844,  17  per 
cent,  and  in  1874  only  4  per  cent.     He 
would  now  refer  to  one  or  two  points  in 
the  history  of  this  question.  The  House 
was  aware  that  £1  notes  were,  and  had 
been  for  many  years,  in  circulation  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  though  successive 
Prime  Ministers,  in  1826  and  1844,  had 
desired  to  do  away  with  them.     But  the 
feeling  in  their  favour  was  so  strong, 
that  the  Prime  Ministers  had  to  g^ve  up 
the  idea,  and  accordingly  they  were  re- 
tained in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  though 
they  were  abandoned  in  England.     On 
reference  to  the  debates  of  the  year 
1826,   when  £1    notes  were  abolished 
in  England,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
main  reason  given  for  their  abolition 
was  the  panic  of  1825,  which,  it  was 
said,  was  caused  by  bank  notes  of  small 
amount  being  in  circulation.     But  Lord 
Liverpool  combated  this  view,   for,  in 
writing  to  the  Bank  of  England  on  the 
13th  of  January,  1826,  he  said  this — 

"Though  a  recurrence  to  a  gold  circulation 
might  be  productive  of  some  good,  it  would  by 
no  means  go  to  the  root  of  the  evil.  We  have 
abundant  proof  of  this  in  the  events  which  took 
place  in  1793,  when  a  convulsion  occurred  more 
extensive  than  that  which  we  have  recently  ex- 
perienced. Nearly  100  country  banks  stopped 
payment,  and  Parliament  granted  an  issue  of 
£xchequer  Bills,  yet  in  1793  there  were  no  £1 
or  £2  notes  in  circulation  in  England.  We  have 
a  further  proof  in  the  experience  of  Scotland, 
which  baa  escaped  tU  the  convnlsiona  which 

Mr.  W.  F9wUr 


have  occurred  in  the  Money  Market  of  England 
for  the  last  35  years,  though  Scotland,  during 
the  whole  of  that  time,  has  had  a  circul&tion  of 
£1  notes.  The  issue  of  small  notes,  though  it 
be  an  aggravation,  cannot,  therefore,  be  the  sole 
or  even  the  main  cause  of  the  evil  in  England.*' 

The  fact  was  that  the  main  cause  of  the 
panic  of  1825  was  the  enormous  amount 
of  speculation  that  then  preyailed.  Then, 
after  the  notes  were  abolished,  there  was 
another  panic  in  1837,  and   again  in 
1844,  and  there  had  been  several  more 
since,  although  during  the  whole  period 
there  were  no  £1  notes.     The  truth  was 
that  panics  arose  from  g^at  causes,  such 
as    excessive  speculation  and  increase 
of  prices,  and  not  from  comparativelj 
small  causes,  such  as  the  circulation  of 
notes.     If  he  was  correct  in  his  view, 
the  Abolition  Act  of  1826   was  passed 
under  an  entirely  erroneous  impression. 
Lord  Liverpool  was  unable  to  carry  out 
his  project  of  abolishing  the  £1  notes  in 
Scotland  and  Lreland,  on  account  of  the 
great    attachment   those   countries  felt 
towards  them,  an  attachment  as  strong 
now  as  it  was  then.  It  might  be  asked— 
why  raise  this  question  at  all;  things 
were  going  on  very  well  ?   That  was,  no 
doubt,  a  fair  question ;  but  he  had  re- 
cently, while  travelling  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Atlantic,  noticed  the  great  con- 
venience that  was  found  in  these  small 
notes.    In  Scotland  and  Ireland  they 
were  found  to  be  a  great  convenience  to 
the  poorer  classes.     Though  the  richer 
classes,   with  large  balances    at   their 
bankers,  and  the  power  to  draw  cheques 
to  any  amount,  might  not  feel  any  ne- 
cessity for  them,  still,  in  dealing  with 
this  question,  they  must  consider  the 
humbler  classes  as  well  as  those  of  the 
upper  ranks.     Postal  notes  and  orders, 
although  a  convenience  for  the  trans- 
mission  of  money,   cost  a  commission 
for  each  order,  and  that  consideration 
was  a  somewhat  serious  one  to  the  work- 
ing man.    In  Scotland,  in  Ireland,  on 
the  Continent  of  Europe,  and  in  America, 
these  small  notes  were  found  to  be  a 
g^eat  convenience  to  poor  people.    It 
was  notorious  that  in  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land the  people  were  determined  to  keep 
them.     He  had  been  informed  on  good 
authority  that  the  best  way  to  bring 
about   Home  Rule  in  those  oountries 
would  be  by  abolishing  the  £1  notes. 
Then  it  was  a  great  convenience  to  be 
able  to  send  smeJl  sums  by  post  in  this 
way  without  charge.     Also,  these  notes 
were  a  great  convenience  in  the  small 
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lotions  of  trade,  euch  as  in  paying 
3.  He  would  not  propose  to  cir- 
>  the  whole  issue  on  credit ;  but  a 
n  amount  might  be  issued  on  secu- 
ind  a  certain  amount  on  bullion,  as 
«ed  with  regard  to  English  notes 
r  Eobert  Peel  in  1 844.  What  was 
roulation  of  bullion  at  the  present 
mt  ?  In  1835  Sir  Eobert  Peel  said 
were  from  30,000,000  to  40,000,000 
culation  ;  in  more  modem  times  it 
laid  to  amount  to  from  100,000,000 
),000,000.  His  impression  was  that 

must  be,  at  least,  100,000,000  in 
Ation.  Therefore,  we  might  cirou- 
a  large  amount  on  securities  and 
>alance  on  bullion,  as  at  present 
r  the  Act  of  1844.    He  wished  to 

to  the  character  of  the  present 
[ation.  The  state  of  the  coinage 
18  country  was  very  unsatisfactory. 
J  other  coin  was  light.  In  Ireland 
>eople  would  not  take  sovereigns, 
186,  on  presenting  them  at  the  bank, 

were  so  often  charged  for  light 
bit,  notes  being  preferred  because  of 
epreciation  of  the  sovereign .  If  small 

were  put  in  circulation,  it  would 
>eoome  necessary  to  recoin  the  whole 
LB  sovereigns  and  half-sovereigns, 
matter  was  one  of  considerable  im- 
jioe,  and  ought  not  to  be  lost  sight 
Various  objections  were  raised  to 
proposal,  the  most  attractive  of 
1  was  the  forgery  question.    In  the 

part  of  the  century  bank  notes 

wretchedly  engraved,  a  great  many 
iries  occurred,  and  many  unfortunate 

lost  their  lives.    But  bank  notes 

now  engraved  in  so  superior  a 
ler  that  forgeries  seldom  occurred, 
relieved  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
rgery  of  any  importance  had  not 
Ted  on  any  of  the  Scotch  or  Irish 
8  in  respect  of  notes  issued  for  the 
20  or  30  years.  A  similar  state 
lings  also  prevailed  in  America, 
-e  there  was  also  a  circulation  of 
I  notes.  When  at  Washington, 
88  were  furnished  to  him  showing 
in  the  year  ending  June  1881  there 

eight  times  as  many  notes  of  the 
)of  £10  forged  as  of  notes  of  £1. 

showed  that,  at  the  present  time, 
ikill  and  labour  required  to  forge 
:  notes  was  so  great  that  it  did  not 
to  counterfeit  notes  of  small  value. 
•ne  case  that  occurred  in  Scotland 
u  told  that  it  took  a  man  six  months 
reduce  and  circulate  six  £  I -notes. 


In  his  opinion,  they  had  passed  that 
period  when  the  forgery  of  bank  notes 
was  a  serious  question.  Formerly,  the 
punishment  for  the  crime  was  so  severe 
that  people  were  unwilling  to  prosecute, 
and  forgery  was  much  more  frequent 
than  it  had  since  become.  The  Judicial 
Statistics  for  1880  showed  that  in  that 
year  no  persons  were  committed  for  the 
forgery  of  bank  notes  in  England  and 
Wades.  In  Ireland  there  were  eight 
cases,  but  in  Scotland  none.  The  fig^es 
with  respect  to  Mint  offences  were  very 
different,  and  proved  that  more  than 
2,000  persons  were  punished  for  the 
offences  of  coining,  of  having  in  pos- 
session implements  of  coining,  and  of 
uttering  false  coin.  Another  objection 
which  he  knew  some  hon.  Members  en- 
tertained to  his  proposal  was  the  liability 
to  the  occurrence  of  panics.  It  was  saia 
that  the  holders  of  £1  notes  would  be 
more  liable  to  panics  than  the  holders  of 
notes  of  larger  amount.  On  that  point 
he  would  quote  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Tooke, 
who  said  that  the  only  instance  of  a 
panic  within  the  century  with  respect  to 
Bank  of  England  notes  occurred  in  1832*, 
and  that  partook  of  the  ridiculous,  and 
was  only  remarkable  for  the  nse  made 
of  it  by  the  partizans  of  a  particular  cur- 
rency theory.  The  Glasgow  Bank  failure 
six  years  ago,  affecting,  as  it  did,  a  very 
poor  population,  and  occurring  under 
circumstances  of  fraud,  was  calculated  to 
cause  panic.  That,  however,  did  not 
happen,  and  the  circulation  of  Scotch 
bank  notes  was  in  no  way  affected.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  liability  to  panics 
was  as  great  now  as  it  used  to  be.  It 
had  also  been  urged  that  they  would  lose 
bullion  by  the  issue  of  small  notes.  In 
1826  Mr.  Huskisson  said  that  notes  and 
bullion  could  not  exist  together;  but 
experience  had  not  shown  that  to  be 
true.  He  did  not  propose  to  issue  the 
notes  upon  nothing ;  he  considered  that, 
for  the  most  part,  they  should  be 
issued  upon  bullion.  The  effect  of  the 
issue  of  small  notes  would  be  that  the 
bullion  would  be  kept  in  one  place,  in- 
stead of  being  scattered  over  the  King- 
dom. It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  the  banks  kept  their  reserves  in 
gold ;  they  only  kept  sufficient  gold  for 
their  usual  requirements.  Gold  would 
be  much  safer  and  much  more  available 
if  held  as  a  security  against  notes  than 
if  it  were  scattered  over  the  country. 
It  by  no  means  followed  that  because 
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there  was  a  circulation  of  small  notes 
there  was  no  gold  in  a  country.    Al- 
though there  was  a  lar^e  circulation 
of  notes  of  Tarious  values  m  the  United 
States,  it  was  estimated  by  the  Director 
of  their  Mint  in  November,  1881,  that 
there  were  112,000,000  sterling  of  gold 
and  36,000,000  sterling  of  silver  in  the 
country.    It  had  been  alleged  that  a 
£1  note  issue  would  be  oosUy;  but  it 
would  not  be  so  in  reaUty,  if  we  could 
save  the  interest  on  a  large  amount  of 
bidlion.  Indeed,  the  saving  on  the  bullion 
would  pay  all  the  expense  of  the  circula- 
tion, and  a  good  deal  more.     Moreover, 
the  issue  of  £1 -notes  would  prevent  the 
wear  and  tear  of  our  sovereigns,  which, 
at  present  amounted  to  a  very  consider- 
able sum.     It  had  been  estimated  that 
the  restoration  of  our  existing  coinage 
would  cost  nearly  £1,000,000.     He  c^- 
culated  that  the  cost  of  the  £1  note 
issue,  as  now  existing,  varied  from  5«. 
to  £1  per  cent  per  annum.    He  had 
heard   it  suggested  that  the  adoption 
of  £  1  notes  would  cause  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  to  bankers.    Well,  the  Scotch 
and  the  Irish  bankers  were  very  happy 
to  have  that  trouble  as  long  as  they  had 
likewise  the  convenience  for  themselves 
and  their  customers.    Then  it  had  been 
said  that  the  extension  of  banking  facili- 
ties was  less  important  now  than  it  was 
formerly.     There  were,  however,  some 
figures  on  this  point,  which  showed  that, 
after  all,  the  use  of  notes  was  a  very 
important  consideration  even  now.     The 
amount  of  notes  issued  in  Scotland  and 
in  Ireland  was  still  very  large,  and  there 
had  been  a  very  material  increase  in  it. 
The  circulation  in  Scotland  had,  between 
1844  and  1874,  increased  95  per  cent ; 
while  in  Ireland,  owing  to  famine  and 
loss  of  population,  the  increase  had  been 
14  per  cent  during  the  same  period.    It 
would  probably  be  said  that  some  of  the 
experience  of   the    Continental    States 
went  rather  in  the  other  direction.    It 
was  a  curious  thing  that  in  France  the 
lower  denomination  was  not  that  which 
was  most  in  circulation ;  but  the  con- 
dition of  France  was  so  totally  different 
from  our  own  that  we  could  not  compare 
the  two  countries.    Again,  it  was  true 
that  Germany  had  adopted   something 
like  our  system  in    not  issuing    very 
small  notes ;  but  he  did  not  see  why  we 
should  follow  Germany  either   in  her 
politics  or  in  her  finance.     He  had  en- 
ueaTonred  to  show  that  the  abolition  of 


£1  notes  was  accomplished  under  a 
false  impression  as  to  the  facts.  He 
desired  to  impress  on  the  House  the 
truth  that  the  great  panic  of  1825,  oi 
which  all  the  burden  was  plaeed,  wai 
not  occasioned  by  any  issue  of  notes 
whatever,  although  it  was  aggravated, 
no  doubt,  by  the  conduct  of  both  tilie 
Bank  of  England  and  the  country  banka 
That  panic  was  caused  by  enormous 
speculations  and  gigantic  commercial 
operations  of  every  conceivable  degree 
of  folly.  As  we  had  abolished  the  issue 
of  £1  notes  on  unfair  and  ridiouloas 
g^unds,  it  was  only  right  that  we  should 
reconsider  the  matter.  It  might  be 
said  it  was  impossible  to  prove  that  there 
was  any  public  demand  for  the  change 
in  this  country.  He  did  not  assert  tluit 
there  was ;  but  he  thought  it  was  well 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the 
House  whether  that  which  was  so  ex- 
tremely convenient  to  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land would  not  confer  a  boon  on  our 
own  people,  without  doing  them  any 
oonoeivaUe  harm.  He  had  heard  it 
suggested  that  there  was  one  point  about 
the  bullion  question  which  onghttobe 
borne  in  mind — namely,  that  there  would 
be  more  danger  of  gold  being  attocked 
in  case  of  disaster  if  it  were  in  one 
place  than  if  it  were  scattered  over  the 
whole  community.  They  ought  not,  how- 
ever, for  this  purpose  to  consider  what 
might  happen  once  in  a  oentury,  and 
to  legislate  with  a  view  to  an  improbable 
contingency.  He  feared  this  was  an  ab- 
stract question,  and,  therefore,  not  an 
exciting  one.  But  he  must  repeat  his 
belief  that  no  comparatively  small  change 
in  the  ordinary  affairs  of  life  would  con- 
fer more  real  benefit  on  the  humbler 
dassee  of  the  community  than  providing 
them  with  a  well-secured  currency  m 
small  denominations.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  the  Heeolution 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  EWART,  in  seconding  the  Be- 
solution,  said,  he  heartily  approved  of 
it  as  an  Irishman  who  had  all  his 
life  been  accustomed  to  £1  notes, 
and  had  seen  the  advantages  of  that 
system.  He  thought  it  seemed  unrea- 
sonable that  Ireland  should  have  the 
advantage  of  the  £1  note,  while  it  wai 
prohibited  in  England.  One  pound  notes 
were  merely  promisee  to  pay  £1  in  gold, 
and  they  were  perfectly  Hkfe  as  £^  notes. 
In  Ireluid  they  found  paper  much  moie 
convenient  lor  use  than  gold.  Qfcouss^ 
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18  the  fear  of  forgery;  but,  as 
[  by  the  hon.  Member,  it  was 
known  to  exist  in  Ireland,  and 
e  a  great  deal  more  afraid  of 
id  than  they  were  of  forged 
le  believed  that  no  people  who 

used  paper  would  ever  revert 
He  might  instance  Ireland  and 
,  and  the  United  States  of 
and  the  Colonies,  where  paper 
li  more  popular  than  gold.  The 
1  notes  had,  no  doubt,  been  ob- 
from  the  fear  of  inflation ;  but 
as  they  were  convertible  into 
re  was,  in  his  mind,  no  danger 
3n,  provided  a  sufficient  reserve 
ired.  It  might  be  feared  that 
easure  were  adopted,  it  would 
jrm  of  something  further.  Well, 
i  that  no  chimera  of  that  sort 
event  the  House  from  adopting 

considered  would  be  a  most 
measure. 

Iment  proposed, 

)  out  from  the  word  ''That**  to  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
>inion  of  this  House,  the  prohibition 
le  of  bank  notes  of  £1  each  in  Eng- 
^ales  is  unreasonable  and  ought  to 
d,  and  that  all  needful  steps  should 
ith  taken  to  authorise  the  issue  of 
;*^(Mr.  miliam  FowUr,) 

I  thereof. 

on  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
.  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

• 

OHN    LUBBOCK,    who    had 

)tice  of  an  Amendment,  which, 

he  was  unable  to  move,  to  the 

t  is  undesirable  to  remove  the  restric- 
the  circulation  of  £1  notes  (if  at  all) 
careful  inquiry  into  the  effect  which 
.nge  would  have  on  the  general  cur- 
the  Country,  and  into  the  conditions 
ch  such  notes  should  be  issued," 

one  would  deny  the  importance 
ibject  brought  before  them  that 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
)ridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler),  whose 
B^e  of  the  subject  and  great 
experience  enabled  him  to 
3   views    he    entertained    with 

weight  and  effect.  Generally, 
subjects,  it  was  his  good  fortune 
>ie  to  co-operate  with  his  hon. 

but,  on  the  present  occasion, 
ound  to  express  the  hope  that 
le  would  pause  before  it  assented 


to  the  Motion  which  the  hon.  Member 
advocated.  The  subject  of  £1  notes  was 
no  new  question  in  this  countiy.  Thej 
had  a  long  trial,  and  eventually  were 
abandoned  with  general  consent.  The 
main  arguments  against  them  were  three 
in  number — first,  the  desirability  of  keep- 
ing up  a  large  stock  of  gold  in  the 
country;  secondly,  that  the  £1  notes 
were  more  liable  to  be  suddenly  pre- 
sented for  payment  during  panics  tnan 
notes  of  higher  denomination ;  and, 
thirdly,  they  were  found  to  lead  to  a 
very  large  amount  of  forgery.  The  result 
of  the  experience  acquired  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  century  was  that 
almost  all  the  highest  authorities  on  the 
subject  had  unhesitatingly  declared  them- 
selves against  the  issue  of  notes  for 
smaller  sums  than  £5.  He  might  quote, 
for  instance,  the  strongly- expressed 
opinion  of  Huskisson,  Oanning,  Lord 
Lansdowne,  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
Goulbum,  Herries,  SirEobert  Peel,  Mr. 
Norman,  Lord  Overstone,  John  Stuart 
Mill,  and,  among  more  recent  autho- 
rities, Mr.  Weguelin,  Mr.  Kirkman 
Hodgson,  Mr.  Grenfell,  the  present  Go- 
vernor of  the  Bank ;  and  Mr.  Palsrave, 
the  Editor  of  The  Ee<mami»t,  He  believed 
the  very  general  opinion  of  the  Oity  at 
present  was  also  decidedly  opposed  to 
the  issue  of  £1  notes.  There  were  Gen- 
tlemen in  the  House — for  instance,  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Worcestershire  (Sir  Edmund  Lechmere) 
— who  could  speak  more  authoritatively 
for  the  country  banks  than  he  could ; 
but  he  was  naturally  brought  into 
contact  with  a  considerable  number  of 
country  bankers  in  all  parts  of  England, 
and  he  believed  that  the  very  great 
majority  were  of  the  same  opinion.  The 
gold  circulation  had  been  regarded  by 
the  highest  authorities  as  a  reserve 
upon  which  they  could  fall  back,  if  ne- 
cessary, in  case  of  adverse  exchanges. 
Doubtless,  the  great  extent  to  wMch 
what  were  called  International  Stocks 
were  now  held  in  this  country  weakened, 
to  a  certain  extent,  this  argument.  Still, 
it  could  not  be  omitted  from  considera- 
tion, and  before  it  was  summarily  dis- 
missed they  ought  to  obtain  the  careful 
opinions  of  those  most  qualified  to  judge 
on  the  question.  Again,  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  if  we  should,  unfortunately, 
become  involved  in  any  great  war  with 
a  first-rate  Power,  the  gold  circalation 
would  be  a  source  of  much  financial 
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strength.     During  the  Franoo-Oerman 
War  the  French  found    the  practical 
advantage  of  this.     By  issuing   small 
notes  to  replace  the  metallic  circulation, 
they  were  able,  with  only  a  slight  dis- 
turbance of  yalues  and  at  a  yery  mode- 
rate cost,  to  obtain  immense  funds.   But 
for  this  resource,  they  would  either  have 
had  to  borrow  at  very  high  rates  or  %> 
purchase  on  credit,  which  would  have 
been  even  more  ruinous.     He  sincerely 
hoped  that  we  should  never  have  occa- 
sion to  adopt  a  similar  course  ;  but  the 
power  of  doing  so  must  be  taken  into 
consideration  when  they  were  consider- 
ing the  respective  advantages  and  dis- 
advantages of   a  circulation  of   small 
notes.  Again,  the  deposits  in  the  Savings 
Banks  amounted  to  nearly  £80,000,000, 
and  were  steadily  increasing.     Against 
this  immense  liability  the  Government, 
according  to    the    last    Betums,    held 
less  than  £500,000  of  reserve,  a  reserve 
which,  to  a  banker,  naturally  seemed, 
to  say  the  least  of  it,  extremely  meagre. 
No  doubt,   however,   successive  Ohan- 
oellors  of  the  Exchequer  had  tolerated 
this  state  of  things,  partly  on  account 
of  the  exceptionally  realizable  character 
of  the  securities  held  on  account  of  the 
trustees,  and  partly,  also,  because  of  the 
latent  reserve  existing  in  our  gold  circu- 
lation— a  reserve  which,   although,  of 
course,  it  would  only  be  used  as  a  last 
resource,  and  in  case  of  absolute  neces- 
sity, was  still  of  great  importance.    Nor 
did  he  quite  understand  why  his  hon. 
Friend  should  stop  at  £1  notes.     There 
were  some  considerations  which  afforded 
even  stronger    arguments  for    smaller 
notes  than  for  those  of  £1.     The  half- 
sovereign  was,  in  proportion,  a  more  ex- 
pensive coin  than  the  sovereign.     The 
wear  and  tear  were  more  rapid.    Again, 
our  silver  circulation,  as  everyone  knew, 
consisted  only  of  tokens,  which  did  not, 
like  the  gold,  constitute  any  solid  na- 
tional reserve.     And,  so  far,  the  advan- 
tages of   introducing   a  circulation   of 
notes  for   lOs.  and    Is.  would  be  even 
greater  in  proportion.     But  even   his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  propose  to  go  so  far 
as  that.     He  would  not  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  by  dwelling  on  the  second 
consideration — namely,  the  liability  of 
£1  notes  to  be  presented  for  payment 
under  panic.    It  would  be  sufficient  to 
say  that  all  practical  authorities  were 
agreed  upon  that  point.     It  was  pos- 
sible that  the  spread  of  education — the 

Sir  John  Lubbock  — ^ 


greater  amount  of  knowledge  on  such 
subjects  possessed  at  present  by  the  bulk 
of  our  countrymen  might  have  removed 
this  danger ;  and  he  quite  believed  that 
it  had  had  much  effect  in  that  direction. 
Still,  the  consideration  was  not  one 
which  oould  be  entirely  ignored.  Mr. 
Henry  Burgess,  Secretaj^  to  the  County 
Bankers'  Association,  before  the  House 
of  Commons'  Committee  of  1832,  said 
that— 

**  Nine  out  of  10  of  the  country  bankers  are 
decidedly  opposed  to  the  issue  of  small  notes 
under  £5.  They  have  found  from  experience 
that  all  great  demands  upon  the  banks  have  com- 
menced through  the  demand  for  small  notes." 

As  to  the  profit  which  would  be  derived 
from  the  issue  of  £1  notes,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  rate  it  so  high  as  it  had  been 
estimated.    Much,  of  course,  would  de- 
pend on  the  conditions  under  which  the 
notes  were  issued,  and  especially  whe- 
ther such  notes,  when  once  paid,  were  to 
be  re-issued  or  not.    He  would  not  dis- 
cuss the  question  whether  they  should 
be  issued  by  country  banks  or  the  Bank 
of  England,  though,  if  the  subject  were 
to  come  to  a  practical  issue,  that  would 
be  a  question  which  would  demand  most 
serious  consideration.   He  would  assume 
that  the  notes  were  not  to  be  re-issued, 
and  he  would  shortly  state  to  the  House 
a    calculation   made    by  the   late    Go- 
vernor of  the  Bank  of  England  on  that 
basis.    That  gentleman   assumed  that 
£21,000,000  of  notes  would  be  issued, 
and  that  one-third   would   be  retained 
in  gold  as  a  security.     That  would  leave 
£14,000,000  to  be  invested  in  Govern- 
ment   securities,     which     would    give 
£400,000  in  interest.     The  present  cost 
of  a  note  was    1  '26  of  a  penny ;  but 
on  the  manufacture  of  so  large  a  num- 
ber the  cost  might,  no   doubt,  be  re- 
duced.    He  took  it,  therefore,  at  7-8th8 
of  a  penny,  and  £21 ,000,000,  then,  would 
cost  £76,600 ;  and,  assuming  each  note 
to  live  about  three  months,  they  must 
multiply  this  by  four  for  a  year.     This 
would  give  £300,000,  to  which  must  be 
added  the  cost  of  prosecutions  for  forgeries 
and  various  minor  expenses.  The  balance 
would  be  less  than  £100,000;  certainly 
not  more  than  enough  to  compensate  the 
issuing  bank  or  banks  for  their  trouble. 
The  Government,  therefore,  would  gain 
but  little    in  interest;    and,  if  at  all, 
would  save  little  more  than  the  wear 
and  tear  of  the  gold  coins.     It  seemed 
evident,  therefore,  that  if  the  notes  were 
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to  be  issued  on  this  basis  the  peouniary 
advantage  would  be  oomparativoly  small. 
Of  course,  if  the  notes  were  to  be  re- 
issued the  cost  would  be  less ;  but  to 
this  there  were  other  objections.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  notes  were  issued 
ag^nst  gold  the  profit,  of  course,  would 
vanish  altogether.  He  now  came  to 
the  question  of  forgeries.  In  the  year 
1820,  though  the  circulation  of  £1 
notes  was  less  than  £7,000,000,  there 
were  over  400  prosecutions  for  for- 
gery, at  a  cost  of  £53,000,  the  great 
majority  of  these  beiug  forgeries  of  £  I 
notes.  From  1816  to  1820,  the  last  five 
years  during  which  £1  notes  were  issued, 
no  less  than  131,000  forged  notes  were 
presented  to  the  Bank  of  England,  being 
at  the  rate  of  over  25,000  a-year  ;  while 
at  present,  with  our  much  larger  popu- 
lation and  vastly  greater  commerce,  the 
average  number  was  only  20.  More- 
over, out  of  these  131,000  forged  notes, 
no  less  than  127,000  were  notes  of  £1, 
and  only  400  were  over  £5.  It  was  a 
remarkable  fact  that,  though  £1  notes 
had  been  out  of  circulation  for  more 
than  half- a- century,  the  majority  of 
forged  notes  brought  into  the  Bank  were 
still  £1  notes.  From  1869  to  1874,  the 
last  year  for  which  they  had  any  return, 
the  total  number  of  forged  notes  pre- 
sented was  £369.  Of  these,  36  wore  for 
sums  above  £5  ;  88  were  £5  notes ;  and 
245  were  notes  for  less  than  £5.  It  was 
sometimes  said  that  the  improvements  in 
engraving  had  practically  done  away 
with  the  risk  of  forgery.  He  did  not 
wish  to  undervalue  the  security  afforded 
by  skilful  engraving.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
considerable.  But  practical  experience 
ahowed  that  the  number  of  forgeries  at 
the  beginning  of  the  century  was  not 
mainly  ascribable  to  any  roughness  in 
the  engraving,  for  in  that  case  it  would 
have  applied  to  £5  notes,  as  well  as  to 
those  for  £  1 .  Nay,  the  temptation  being 
greater,  it  might  even  have  been  antici- 
pated that  £5  notes  would  have  been  the 
more  frequently  forged.  But  far  from  that, 
as  he  had  shown,  the  overwhelming  pre 
ponderance  of  forged  notes  were  for  £1. 
That  proved  that  the  real  determining 
condition  was  not  the  facility  of  counter- 
feiting, but  the  opportunity  for  issuing 
without  immediate  risk  of  detection. 
The  life  of  a  note — that  was  to  say,  the 
length  of  time  it  remained  in  circulation 
—was  inversely  as  the  amount ;  and, 
consequently,  the  smaller  the  note  the 


less  the  risk  of  detection.  He  was  told, 
however,  that  there  was  little  or  no 
forgery  in  Scotland  or  Ireland  ;  and,  no 
doubt,  £1  notes  were  popular  in  the 
Sister  Kingdoms — though  the  late  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  (Mr.  Delahunty)  did 
regard  them  as  the  source  of  all  the 
trouble  of  Ireland,  from  the  creation  of 
the  world  down  to  the  creation  of  the 
Land  League.  But  the  whole  bank- 
ing and  economical  conditions  of  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  were  unlike  those 
of  England.  In  Scotland,  for  instance, 
these  notes  remained  in  circulation  for  a 
very  short  time — mainly  because,  as  all 
the  banks  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  issue, 
none  of  them  used  the  notes  of  any 
other  bank  as  till  money.  Hence  any- 
one who  issued  a  forged  note  knew  that 
the  forgery  would  be  detected  in  a  very 
few  days,  which  acted  in  two  ways. 
Firstly,  the  chance  of  punishment  was 
greatly  increased;  and,  secondly,  the 
opportunity  for  issuing  any  considerable 
number  of  forged  notes,  and,  conse- 
quently, the  temptation  to  do  so  was 
greatly  diminished.  We  had  tried  £1 
notes  in  this  country,  and  they  were  aban- 
doned with  general  consent.  No  doubt, 
since  that  date  many  years  had  elapsed, 
and  circumstances  had  greatly  changed. 
It  was  possible  that  the  objections  then 
felt  might  now  no  longer  exist;  it  was  pos- 
sible that  the  advantages  might  now  be 
greater.  He  did  not  say  that  his  hon. 
Friend  might  not  make  out  a  case  for  a 
Committee  or  Commission  of  Inquiry ; 
but  when  he  called  upon  the  House, 
without  inquiry  and  without  consulta- 
tion, to  decide  off-hand  that  the  prohibi- 
tion of  £1  notes  was  unreasonable,  and 
that  steps  should  be  forthwith  taken  to 
authorize  the  issue  of  such  notes,  he  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  believed  that  he  repre- 
sented the  general  opinion  of  the  mer- 
cantile and  banking  community  in  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  the  House  would 
not  be  carried  away  by  the  persuasive 
eloquence  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  House,  I 
think,  will  not  be  surprised  when  I 
say  that  the  Government  is  not  pre- 
pared to  consent  to  put  aside  the  Motion 
for  your  leaving  the  Chair,  Sir,  in  order 
to  adopt  the  Amendment,  as  the  decision 
of  the  House,  and  it  will  be  a  sufficient 
reason  against  such  a  course,  if  I  found 
myself  entirely  upon  one  word  in  the 
Motion — the  formidable  word  **  forth- 
with."   I  cannot  conceive  for  the  Go- 
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yemment,  in  existing  oiroumstanoes,  a 
more  formidable  word,  for  undoubtedly 
it  was  found  in  1844  that  to  deal  with 
the  currency  of  this  country — and  by  no 
means  to  deal  with  the  whole  of  the 
questions  that  may  be  raised — ^was  an 
afiPiair  that  required  to  be  the  main  sub- 
ject of  legislation  for  a  year,  and  was 
found  quite  sufficient  to  occupy  a  very 
great  deal  of  the  time  of  Parliament, 
certainly  shutting  out  the  consideration 
of  any  gre&t  measure  during  the  same 
Session.  Under  those  circumstances, 
my  hon.  Friend  will  judge  that  the  Go- 
Yemmentmust  be  either  unduly  sanguine 
or  unusually  uuscrupulous,  if  it  were 
prepared,  by  adopting  this  Besolution, 
to  deal  ^*  forthwith  "  with  the  question 
which,  I  admit,  is  not  of  itself  neces- 
sarily involviug  the  whole  question  of 
currency,  but  which  would  be  found, 
practically,  to  require  that  the  whole 
question  of  currency  should  be  consi- 
dered. This  question  of  currency  is  one 
of  that  long  list  of  arrears  which  ought 
to  be  considered  legitimately  and  posi- 
tively as  such.  The  House  is  probably 
aware  that  the  old  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment, both  with  regard  to  the  East  India 
Charter  and  with  regard  to  the  Bank 
Charter,  was  to  consider  them  once  in 
10  or  20  years — I  think  once  in  20  years 
as  regards  the  East  India  Charter,  and 
once  in  1 0  years  as  regards  the  Bank  Char- 
ter— and  I  recollect  very  well  that  Mr. 
Q-oulbum,  reflecting  on  the  matter,  was 
of  opinion,  when  the  Act  of  1844  was 
framed,  that  it  was  an  inconvenience  to 
have  the  House  tied  down  absolutely  to 
consider  the  matter  decennially,  because 
there  might  be  exigencies  of  a  particular 
order  which  might  make  a  short  post- 
ponement rather  convenient  and  desir- 
able. Consequently,  the  Act  of  1844 
was  enacted,  not  to  remain  in  force  for  10 
years,  but  during  the  pleasure  of  Par- 
liament, distinctly  indicating,  by  its  own 
phraseology,  that  the  subject  was  one 
that  ought  periodically  to  be  brought 
under  review.  And  I  do  not  entertain 
the  smallest  doubt  that  Sir  Eobert  Peel, 
who  was  himself  a  gre&t  master  on  the 
subject  of  the  currency,  himself  regarded 
the  Act  of  1 844  not  as  a  passing  mea- 
sure, but  as  a  measure  that  laid  a  firm 
and  strong  foundation  upon  which  a 
superstructure  was  to  be  raised,  which 
the  Act  of  1844  imperfectly  and  partially 
supplied.  I  believe  that  both  Sir  Eobert 
Peel  and  Mr.  Qoulbum  would  have  been 
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immensely  aotonished  if  anyone  could, 
by  the  gift  of  prophecy,  have  announced 
to  them  as  a  fact  that,  38  years  after  the 
Act  of  1844,  nothing  would  have  been 
done  in  prosecution  of  the  views  with 
which  that  Act  was  introduced  to  lead 
onwards  the  system  of  the  currency  of 
this  country  to  what  may  be  called  its 
perfection.  That  admission  I  make  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  accompanying  it  with 
the  hope,  which  is  more  sincere  thaa 
sanguine,  that  the  vigorous  labours  oa 
the  Parliamentary  Benches  may,  in  a 
certain  time,  bring  about  a  state  of 
things  so  propitious  that  this  great  ques- 
tion may  be  dealt  with  for  the  benefit  of 
the  country.  Having  made  that  conces- 
sion. Sir,  I  must  make  a  further  conces- 
sion to  my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat 
down.  I  think  it  dear,  looking  to 
the  importance  and  complexity  of  the 
issues  involved,  that  no  important  change 
ought  to  be  introduced  into  our  system 
wimout  a  previous  Parliamentary  in- 
quiry. The  last  Committee  sat,  I  think, 
with  the  hope  that  legislation  might 
take  place  which  has  not  taken  place ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  that  Committee  grew 
also  out  of  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  commercial  crisis ;  and  my  hon. 
Friend  has  observed,  with  great  satisfac- 
tion, and,  I  think,  with  great  justice,  that 
the  administration  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land— the  enlightened  administration  of 
the  Bank  of  England — appears,  in  a 
great  degree,  to  have  solvea  the  prac- 
tical question  connected  with  these  dis- 
turbances of  the  currency  which  marked 
the  years  1847,  1857,  and  1866,  and 
which  were  so  irreg^ar,  both  in  prin- 
ciple and  in  practice,  that  they  might 
well  be  described  as  intolerable.  As 
long  as  those  crises  occurred,  at  periods 
of  eight  or  ten  years,  they  themselves 
proved  an  irresistible  aimiment  for  the 
review  of  the  Currency  Laws.  As  mat- 
ters now  stand,  it  may  be  said  that  the 
argument  has  lost  a  great  deal  of  its 
force,  because  we  may  state  that  the 
days  of  those  crises  will  have  passed  by, 
and  that,  from  administration  and  early 
anticipation  of  difficulties  on  the  part  of 
the  governing  influences  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  may  prevent  their  retnm. 
While  I  quite  admit  that,  on  other 
grounds,  there  are  reasons  why  this 
matter  should  come  under  the  view  of 
Parliament,  I  imagine  there  can  be  no 
doubt  among  us  that  the  three  great 
conditions  of  a  good  currency  are  these— 
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its  safety,  its  oonvenience,  and  its  cheap- 
ness. I  must  say,  for  my  part,  T  would 
give  a  fourth  condition  to  a  perfect  cur- 
rency, which  is  that  the  profit  of  that 
currency  ought  to  be  the  profit  of  the 
nation.  But  with  regard  to  our  system 
as  it  exists— and  I  think  we  have  only 
yet  got  a  very  partial  acknowledgment 
of  the  principle  that  the  profit  of  issue 
belongs  to  Uie  State — we  have  to  look 
at  the  qualities  of  safety,  convenience, 
and  cheapness.  As  regards  safety,  no 
doubt,  the  question  would  be  raised 
whether  metallic  currency  or  paper  cur- 
rency in  small  notes  is  the  more  liable 
to  forgery;  but  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  will  at  once 
see  that  we  are  not  in  a  condition  in  this 
House  to  determine  a  question  of  this 
kind  without  a  very  close  and  careful 
inquiry.  The  question  of  how  to  deal 
with  light  gold  is  also  an  important  and 
difficult  one.  As  to  the  position  of  the 
gold  coinage^ — which  the  country  will 
have  to  face — I  own  that  I  am  one  of 
those  who  think  that  it  is  a  fair  and 
proper  matter  for  inquiry,  whether  the 
country  ought  to  make  a  charge,  not  in 
the  nature  of  seigpieurage,  not  in  the 
nature  of  an  artificial  value  attached  to  a 
commodity  as  an  exercise  of  the  Pre- 
rogative, even  as  we  do  in  silver  and 
in  copper,  but  whether  the  country 
ought  to  make  a  charge  for  the  labour 
of  manufacture,  by  which  it  certifies  in 
a  particular  form  its  value  to  the  gold  in 
circulation.  Undoubtedly,  the  effect  of 
our  present  system  is  that  everybody 
melts  gold  at  his  convenience,  and  wastes 
to  an  enormous  extent  the  costly  labour 
we  have  bestowed  upon  it.  I  believe 
that  a  very  proper  subject  for  consider- 
ation. As  I  see  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  in  his 
place,  I  may  say  I  was  very  sanguine  in 
the  hope  that  he  might  have  felt  himself 
strong  enough  in  Uie  time  of  the  late 
Qovemment  to  have  attempted  to  deal 
with  this  whole  question.  I  felt  that  the 
position  of  affairs  was  favourable  ;  for  I 
am  quite  certain  that,  as  regards  all  those 
who  now  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
they  would  have  been  found  in  very 
general  concurrence  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  views  on  monetary 
questions,  and  I  believe  he  would  have 
had  their  most  cordial  and  faithful  sup- 
port. I  had  a  stronger  reason  for  enter- 
tfdning  that  wish,  and  it  is,  that  I  believe 
there  is  no  person,  either  in  the  House 
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or  in  the  country,  who  more  thoroughly 
comprehends  that  question  than  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  or  who  would  have  been 
more  likely  to  lead  the  discussion  of  it 
to  a  favourable  issue.  I  will  enter  briefly 
into  one  or  two  of  the  points  which  have 
been  raised.  I  do  not  think  the  Mover 
of  the  Motion  open  to  any  just  exception 
that  there  is  no  public  demand  for  a 
change,  because  this  is  one  of  the  ques- 
tions as  to  which  we  cannot  expect  that 
there  should  be  what  is  called  a  popular 
demand.  After  the  War,  and  in  1834, 
the  raising  of  questions  of  this  kind  was 
undoubtedly  due  to  the  few — and  the 
number  was  a  very  small  one,  only,  in 
fact,  a  fraction  even  of  the  educated 
classes — who  took  an  interest  in  those 
questions.  I  would,  indeed,  say  that 
there  is  no  subject  which  interested  a 
smaller  number  of  persons,  considering 
its  importance.  I  will  go  one  step  further, 
and  say  that  among  the  many  sound 
arguments  which  contributed  to  the  es- 
tablishment of  our  metallic  circulation, 
there  was  one  argument  that  was  loss 
sound  than  the  rest,  and  that  was  the 
notion  that  for  whatever  monetary  crisis 
might  occur,  the  possession  of  a  metallic 
currency  for  ordinary  cash  transactions 
constituted  an  element  of  security,  and 
afforded  an  available  reserve.  I  do  not 
now  enter  into  the  case  of  a  great  war. 
I  can  well  conceive  that  in  the  case  of  a 
great  war,  Parliament,  legislating  for 
the  purpose,  might  avail  itself  of  the 
existence  of  a  vast  body  of  gold  in  cir- 
culation in  the  country  for  temporary 
purposes,  which  it  might  have  in  view, 
in  the  extreme  exigency  of  the  case,  and 
might  in  that  way,  on  that  particular 
occasion,  supply  itself  with  a  large 
quantity  of  gold  by  legislation,  perhaps 
more  easily  than  if  it  had  not  a  very 
large  metallic  circulatian  to  deal  with. 
But,  undoubtedly,  as  far  as  my  recollec- 
tion goes,  there  was  a  belief  that  upon 
every  occasion  of  monetary  pressure 
such  as  we  used'  constantly  to  be  sub- 
jected to  in  the  case  of  bad  harvests — 
although,  happily,  the  vast  extension  of 
the  freedom  of  our  trade  has  rendered 
these  occasions  of  pressure  comparatively 
insensible  —  that  even  upon  these  oc- 
casions we  were  better  able  to  encounter 
them  by  having  a  large  metallic  circula- 
tion. I  believe  that  was  an  entire  fallacy, 
because,  in  point  of  fact,  that  large 
metallic  currency  is  hard  at  work  in  the 
daily  business  of  life  conducting  the  cash 
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transactions  absolutely  essential  to  the 
operations  of  civil  society,  and  so  far,  I 
believe,  the  argument  is  not  well-founded. 
I  hope  I  shall  not  shock  anyone  when  I 
say  I  see  no  fundamental  unsoundness 
in  the  main  intention  and  demand  of 
my  hon.   Friend.      We  have    already 
applied  to  a  certain  number  of  notes 
over  £1  the  principle  that  it  is  wise,  to 
a  certain  extent,  to  economize  the  moue- 
tary  circulation  by  the  issue  of   such 
notes,  provided  we  take  care  to  keep 
that  issue  of  notes  within  the  limits  of 
demand  which  we  know  the  necessary 
purposes  of   the    country  will    always 
make,  so  that  there  can  be  no  possibility 
that  those  notes  should  become  super- 
fluous.    If  that  be  so,  I  own,  although 
I    believe    in    quarters  of    very    high 
metallic  doctrine  there  was  a  notion  that 
something  heretical  lurked  in  the  very 
idea  of  the  £l  note,  yet  I  must  say  I 
do  not  see  why  that  principle,  cautiously 
applied,   should  not  apply  to  £l  notes 
which  applies  to  notes  of  higher  denomi- 
nation, provided  it  may  be  found  that 
convenience  would  be  attained,  as  well 
as  some  degree  of  economy.  With  regard 
to   that  question,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  has  suggested  that 
it  would  necessitate  a  modification  of  the 
practice  of  banking.     I  am  the  last  per- 
son to  propose  that  the  practice  of  bank- 
ing should  be  changed  by  the  Execu- 
tive.     If  it  were  so  changed,  it  should 
only  be  after    full    Parliamentary    In- 
quiry.     I  will  only  add,  in  conclusion, 
that  I  hope  the  present  discussion  will  do 
good  in   tending  to  turn  the  mind  of 
those  who  are  not  in  the  habit  of  think- 
ing on  this  question  of  currency  to  con- 
sider it;    and   I  entertain  not  a  very 
sanguine  hope  for  myself,  but  a  hope 
certainly  for  younger  Members  of  this 
House,  that  they  may  have  the  happy 
duty  of  developing  and  applying  the 
principles  of  the  Act  of  1844,  in  the  way 
of  giving  it  full  eflPect,  and  to  fulfil  with 
still  greater  efficiency  and  equal  safety 
the  great  purpose  for  which  a  currency 
is  establisned. 


fact  that  the  Bank  Act  had  been  al- 
lowed to  remain  without  change.     It 
was  a  most  fortunate  circumstance  for 
the  country  that  that  Act  had  not  been 
revised  on  the  various  occasions  when 
revision  had  been  called  for.      For  if 
a    revision   directed  at  certain    minor 
points    had    been    granted,    it    might 
have  led  to  a  revision   of    vital   pro- 
visions of  the  Act.      He  thought  he 
could  discern,  through   his  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech,  that  there  were  certain 
points  in  that  Act  which  he  would  like 
to  have  changed.     He  thought  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  led  in  that  direction  by 
the  desire  to  secure  some  profit  to  the 
State.    In  that  respect  he  could  entirely 
sympathize  with  his  right  hon.  FrieniL 
The  profits  of  issue  he  would  himself 
wish  to  see  secured  to  the  public.    Bat 
he    would    impress    upon    the    House 
that  what  had  been  desired  by  others 
on    many  occasions  was    to  introduce 
relaxations    into    the    Act,   which   the 
experience  of  years  had  shown  not  to 
be  necessary.     He  thought  there  was 
no  greater  proof  of  the  wisdom  of  Sir 
Eobert  Peel  than  that  he  had  secured 
to  this  country  a  currency  which,  with 
all  its  drawbacks,  had  through  most  try- 
ing times  and  difficult  crises  proved  to 
be  a  g^eat  success.     His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W. 
Fowler)  had  introduced  some  dangerous 
proposals  in  a  very  seductive  form.    He 
admitted  what  had   been   said  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,   that  the  proposals  of  his 
hon.   Friend  were  not   by  any  means 
so    dangerous    in    his    hands    as  they 
might   be   in   other  hands.      His  hon. 
Friend  had  stated  in  his  opening  that 
he  was  a  BuUionist.     But  here  was  a 
Bullionist  proposing  in  that  House  to 
diminish  the  amount  of  bullion.     His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
had    already   called    attention  to  this 
point.     These  £l   notes  were,  in  part 
only,   to    be  issued  upon  the  security 
of  bullion  ;  and  it  had  been  admitted 
by  the    Head    of   the    Government— 


Mr.  QOSCHEN  said,  that,  although  and,  indeed,  it  had  been  admitted  by 

his  right  hon.   Friend  had  stated  that  his    hon.   Friend  —  that    the  result  of 
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he  lumself  confessed  to  being  one  of  the 
straitlaced  school  of  economists,  and  no 
desire  for  profit  would  induce  him  to 
lessen  the  extent  to  which  our  currency 
rested  upon  gold.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  had  told  the 
House  the  stupendous  amount  of  trans- 
actions carried  on  by  banks  without  any 
reserve  of  gold  at  all.  But,  notwith- 
standing that,  it  could  not  be  under- 
stood too  clearly  that  the  whole  of  the 
vast  transactions  of  this  country  rested 
ultimately  in  gold.  The  Bank  of  Eng- 
land was  bound  to  find  gold  for  its 
notes,  and  bankers  were  bound  to  find 
gold  for  their  deposits.  Every  promise 
to  pay  was,  in  fact,  a  contract  to  deliver 
gold.  The  commerce  of  the  country  was 
oonduoted  on  that  basis.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  called  attention  to  the  fact  of  the 
■mall  reserves  of  gold  existing  in  the 
country  as  compared  with  its  enormous 
liabilities.  But  did  not  this  increase 
the  importance  of  avoiding  any  diminu- 
tion of  the  stock  of  gold  in  the  country  ? 
This  decrease  of  that  stock  was  a  matter 
of  the  highest  moment.  It  was  well 
known  how,  in  times  both  of  external 
and  internal  pressure,  gold  flowed  from 
a  thousand  channels  into  the  coffers 
of  the  Bank  of  England,  strengthening 
its  reserve.  The  strain  put  upon  gold 
was  greater  than  it  was  before  Germany 
had  adopted  a  gold  coinage.  Gold, 
silver,  and  notes  had,  if  he  might  use 
the  phrase,  been  partners  together,  con- 
ducting jointly  the  business  of  the  circu- 
lation of  the  world.  Silver  had  now 
been  thrust  out  of  the  partnership,  and 
heavier  responsibilities  now  rested  upon 
ffold.  Hence  it  was  more  than  ever 
important  to  look  to  a  sufficiency  of 
gold  in  the  country.  That  was  a  matter 
m  which  they  could  not  proceed  too 
carefully  and  anxiously.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  referred  to  the  motives  which  in- 
duced him  to  make  his  proposal.  He, 
on  the  other  hand,  had  brought  forward 
some  considerations  which  made  him 
think  that  very  strong  arguments  would  be 
required  to  induce  the  House  to  introduce 
a  change  which  would  diminisli  the  gold 
circulation  in  the  country.  Were  those 
arguments  strong  ?  He  admitted  there 
were  some  arguments,  and  that  some  of 
the  objections  against  the  proposal  had 
been  successfully  dealt  with  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  especiallv  those  which  related 
to  forgeries,     ifor  did  he  base  his  own 


objections  on  the  score  of  expense,  but 
upon  principles  affecting  the  general 
currency  of  the  country.  As  regarded 
the  advantages  which  the  proposals 
would  bring  about,  they  were  alleged 
to  be  mainly  in  favour  of  the  humbler 
classes.  He  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  contend  that  they  would  bring 
any  advantage  to  the  richer  classes.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London  that 
it  had  not  been  sufficiently  elaborated 
how  the  humbler  classes  would  gain. 
They  were  told  that  Scotland,  Ireland, 
and  America  had  notes  of  £  1  in  value. 
It  had  always  been  a  matter  of  notoriety 
that  the  population  of  Scotland  had  clung 
to  their  £  1  notes  with  great  tenacity ; 
but  that  proved  nothing  as  regarded 
other  countries.  Custom  seemed  to  play 
a  most  important  part  in  all  questions  of 
the  use  of  different  forms  of  money.  It 
was  urged  that  the  transmission  of 
small  sums  would  be  facilitated  by  the 
existence  of  £1  notes,  and  that  the  com- 
missions on  Post  Office  Orders  would  be 
saved.  It  might  be  convenient  to  have 
these  notes  for  those  purposes ;  but  would 
the  working  classes  prefer  to  be  paid  in 
them  rather  than  in  sovereigns?  He 
believed  it  would  be  as  hard  to  convince 
an  English  mechanic  that  the  £1  note 
was  better  than  a  sovereign  as  it  would 
be  to  convince  a  Scotchman  that  the 
sovereign  was  better  than  a  £l  note. 
He  did  not  feel  disposed  to  legislate  in 
order  to  make  an  experiment  of  that 
kind.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cambridge  had  alluded  to  Germany, 
where  the  smaller  notes  had  been  abo- 
lished with  a  view  to  the  introduction 
of  ^old  currency,  and  he  made  an  ap- 
peal to  the  patrotism  of  the  House,  say- 
ing that  we  ought  not  to  follow  Ger- 
many, either  in  her  politics  or  in  her 
financial  transactions.  The  observation 
was  an  ungracious  one,  for,  in  point  of 
fact,  Germany  had  in  this  matter  been 
following  us.  Germany  had  believed 
that  in  abolishing  her  smaller  notes  she 
hud  been  adopting  the  soundest  and 
most  admitted  English  principles.  With 
regard  to  America,  the  circumstances  of 
that  country  were  at  present  quite  ab- 
normal. His  hon.  Friend  had  stated 
the  fact  that  an  immense  amount  of 
gold  had  been  accumulated  there  in 
order  to  prove  that  the  stock  of  gold 
might  increase,  notwithstanding  the  cir- 
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cumstance  of  bank  notes  being  issued. 
But  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  remind  the 
House  that  it  was  the  resumption  of 
specie  payments  which  obliged  America 
to  collect  so  large  an  amount  of  gold. 
We  had  not  yet  seen  how  America  would 
settle  down  permanently.  The  resump- 
tion of  specie  payments,  and  the  import- 
ance America  showed  she  attached  to  a 
large  stock  of  bullion,  ought,  in  his 
judgment,  rather  to  be  put  on  the  other 
side  of  the  argument.  His  hon.  Friend 
thought  the  humbler  classes  would  re- 
ceive considerable  benefit  from  the  ease 
with  which  £1  notes  could  be  trans- 
mitted by  post.  In  all  other  respects 
it  appeared  to  him  that  gold  coin  was 
more  convenient  for  the  humbler  classes 
than  bank  notes.  The  experience  of 
many  travellers  was  the  reverse  of  that 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  went  to  show 
that  notes  were  more  liable  to  be  lost 
than  gold ;  that  they  were  less  **  get-at- 
able,"  and  in  many  ways  less  convenient 
than  the  English  sovereign.  It  was 
argued  that  £1  notes  might  be  trans- 
mitted through  the  post  in  preference 
to  Post  Office  Orders ;  but  it  should  be 
remembered  that  if  it  were  necessary 
to  send  odd  amounts,  the  £1  notes 
would  not  be  available.  Consequently, 
the  advantage  to  the  humbler  classes 
would  be  very  slight  indeed.  In  his 
judgment  the  arguments  in  favour  of 
the  proposal  had  been  shown  to  be  ex- 
ceedingly weak.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  had  endeavoured  to  establish  that 
there  were  strong  arguments  against 
any  measure  which  would  diminish  the 
aggregate  amount  of  bullion  in  the 
country,  and  that  even  the  coin  in  the 
pockets  of  the  people  was  an  ultimate 
reserve  which  it  was  most  important  to 
maintain.  Looking  at  all  the  circum- 
stances, he  could  not  vote  with  his  hon. 
Friend,  though  he  entirely  acquitted 
him  of  any  desire  to  weaken  our  cur- 
rency system,  because  he  knew  it  had 
few  firmer  supporters  than  himself. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  that  in  discussing  a 
question  of  this  nature  it  was  above  all 
things  necessary  to  have  a  clear  idea  of 
the  issues  which  were  placed  before 
them.  He  did  not  desire  to  repeat  the 
arguments  the  House  had  already  heard. 
The  question  of  the  £1  notes  might 
either  be  a  very  large  or  a  very  small 
question.  Unless  they  could  multiply 
the  bank  notes  and  make  money  for  the 
time  cheaper,  so  as  to  increase  the  wages 
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of  the  working  classes,  he  was  afraid  a 
great  portion  of  those  benefits  to  the 
working  classes  that  had  been  pointed 
out  would  disappear.    In  the  case  of 
Scotland  there  was,  no  doubt,  a  great 
attachment  to  the  notes,  arising  not  so 
much  from  the  fact  that  it  was  a  piece  of 
paper  instead  of  a  piece  of  g^ld,   but 
very  much  on  account  of  the  operation 
of  issuing  £  I  notes  giving  the  banks  a 
profit  which  enabled  them  to  multiply 
the  number  of  banks  and  provide  addi- 
tional banking  facilities  all  over  the 
country.  As  a  Scotch  Member,  he  should 
say  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  were  most  firmly  attached 
to  the  £l  note ;  and  he  thought  they 
would  encounter  very  serious  opposition 
from    Scotland    if   they    attempted   to 
abandon  the  system.     Sootlana  being, 
as  it  were,   a  separate  portion  of  the 
Kingdom,  it  had  been  possible  to  con- 
tinue the  advantages  of  the  £1  note  to 
that  country  without  interfering  mate- 
rially with  those  general  monetary  rules 
that  regulated  the    money  market   in 
London  and  the  national  relations  with 
other  countries.    If  the  question  were 
merely  between  £1  certificates  as  against 
the  sovereign  it  would  be  a  small  ques- 
tion, and  he  thought  argument  would 
resolve  itself  into  the  question  whether 
the  loss  of  issuing  the  £1  notes  would 
be  less  than  the  loss  by  the  wear  and 
tear  of  the  coins  that  were  in  circulation. 
If  the  question  were  limited  to  the  pos- 
sibility of  forgery  it  might  be  a  fair  ques- 
tion of  investigation  for  any  Gt)vemment 
or  Select  Committee.     The  question  of 
providing  security  against  panics  was 
one  of  the  largest  that  could  be  raised, 
as  that  was  a  question  which  involved 
the  whole  currency  system  of  this  coun- 
try, which  was  based  exclusively  on  the 
metallic  basis.     That  was  a  question  on 
which  he  might  say  a  great  deal ;  but 
after  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
it  would  be  unnecessary  for  him  to  de- 
tain the  House  upon  it.     He  concurred 
entirely  with  the  remarks  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  forward 
as  to  the  importance  of  not  tampering 
in  any  way  with  the  great  principles  of 
the  Act  of  1844.  Looking  to  the  future, 
it  could  be  denied  that,  seeing  the  wants 
of  the  nation  for  gold  were  constantly 
growing,  that  population  was  increasing 
and  commerce  was  spreading,  whilst  the 
quantity  of  gold  was  spparently  dimi- 
nishing by  natural  causes,   it  was,  of 
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eouTse,  a  possible  question  of  the  future 
whether  the  quantity  of  gold  in  the 
world  might  not  be  found  insufficient 
for  the  wants  of  the  oommunity.  When 
that  became  the  case,  some  means  might 
be  devised  to  meet  the  difficulty ;  but,  in 
the  meantime,  when  they  had  a  system 
that  was  working  extremely  well,  and 
which  was  improving  in  its  working 
every  year,  he  could  not  imagine  why 
they  should  desire  at  the  present  mo- 
ment to  depart  from  it.  Many  years 
ago  there  was  a  series  of  panics,  and 
the  G-ovemment  were  obliged  to  inter- 
fere and  authorize  deviations  from  the 
Act  of  1844  in  order  to  prevent  the 
Bank  of  England  from  stopping  pay- 
ment, and  to  save  the  City  of  London 
from  a  great  crisis.  That  was  done  by 
raising  the  rate  of  interest.  Periodi- 
cally panics  had  occurred  which  were 
milder  and  milder  each  time ;  and  within 
the  last  few  years  they  had  many  in- 
stances in  which  a  slight  rise  in  the  rate 
of  interest  by  the  Bank  of  England, 
taken  in  time,  had  been  sufficient  to 
secure  confidence  and  prevent  anything 
of  the  nature  of  a  crisis.  They  could 
not  have  a  better  instance  than  what 
occurred  in  the  present  year.  A  great 
financial  crisis  had  occurred  in  Paris ; 
an  immense  amount  of  over- speculation 
collapsed  that  suddenly  sent  a  mass  of 
international  stock  to  the  market,  and  it 
was  thought  it  would  extend  to  this 
country ;  but  the  Bank  of  England  raised 
its  rate  of  interest  by  successive  steps 
up  to  6  per  cent,  on  which  gold  gradu- 
auy  flowed  in  from  all  parts  of  the 
world,  and  within  a  very  short  time 
without  any  perceptible  disturbance  or 
panic  the  Bank  bullion  accumulated, 
and  the  reserve  rose  to  a  point  at  which 
the  whole  apprehension  of  evil  was  dis- 
sipated, and  they  again  found  themselves 
in  possession  of  easy  money.  It  would 
be  unwise,  he  thought,  as  London  was 
becoming  the  central  money  market  of 
the  world,  if  they  tampered  with  the 
existing  system ;  and  on  those  grounds 
he  should  feel  bound  to  vote  against  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  said,  he  desired  to 
thank  the  Prime  Minister  for  three  clear 
principles  he  had  stated  to  the  House. 
One  was  that  the  profit  of  a  paper  circu- 
lation ought  to  belong  to  the  State ;  the 
next  was  that  they  were  not  bound  to 
wait  for  a  change  of  this  kind  until  there 
was  an  apparent  public  demand  for  it ; 


and  the  third  one  was  that  the  currency 
in  the  pockets  of  the  people  was  in  no 
sense  a  reserve  currency  of  any  value 
for  any  other  purpose.  That  last  he 
considered  to  be  the  most  valuable  point 
that  had  been  stated  in  the  debate.  He 
had  himself  endeavoured  to  expose  the 
fallacy  of  the  contrary  position  in  the 
House  on  several  occasions,  and  he  was 
pleased  to  see  it  stated  so  clearly  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Hipon  (Mr. 
Qoschen)  endeavoured  to  controvert  that ; 
but  he  considered  his  argument  was  en- 
tirely fallacious.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  a  reserve  of  golden 
currency  in  the  pockets  of  the  people 
acted  as  a  reserve,  and  could  be  got  out 
of  them  by  means  of  a  high  interest. 
He  denied  that  entirely.  It  might  have 
been  the  case  in  old  times  when  private 
individals  hoarded  large  quantities  of 
gold ;  but  now-a-days  private  individuals 
did  not  do  that,  they  merely  retained 
sufficient  for  their  daily  wants;  there- 
fore, no  temptation  of  high  interest 
would  bring  that  out.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  in  the  event  of  a  crisis,  such 
as  a  war,  legislation  would  be  necessary 
to  bring  the  reserve  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  people,  and  that  would  be  a 
forced  paper  currency,  as  that  was  the 
only  way  by  which  they  could  bring  the 
gold  coins  used  by  the  people  for  their 
daily  wants  in  use  as  a  national  reserve. 
No  advocate  of  the  £1  note  currency  had 
over  desired  to  see  a  forced  currency. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bipon  said  it  would  be  as  difficult  to 
persuade  the  mechanics  of  England  to 
take  a  £  1  note  in  place  of  a  sovereign  as 
it  would  be  to  induce  a  Scotchman  to 
take  a  sovereign  in  place  of  a  £1  note. 
He  would  never  wish  to  persuade  the 
English  mechanics  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind ;  neither  would  he  seek  to  force  or 
persuade  them;  all  he  desired  was  to 
give  them  the  option  of  taking  it  if  they 
chose.  Let  them  have  which  they  liked 
best.  The  English  mechanics  were  too 
enlightened  not  to  do  the  same  thing 
that  every  other  civilized  nation  had 
done — namely,  to  take  the  symbolic  in 
place  of  the  actual  currency.  The  sym- 
bolic was  the  scientific  currency.  The 
other  was  the  barbarous  system  of  mere 
barter.  The  paper  note  was  a  symbol, 
and  was,  therefore,  the  more  scientific 
and  more  modem  form  of  currency,  and 
was  sure  to  be  taken  when  the  people 
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had  the  option  of  taking  it.  But  what 
the  State  was  bound  to  do  was  to  take 
care  the  paper  cnrrency  wa»  in  ererr 
respect  thofroo^hlT  aoond  and  aecuie. 
and  that  conld  be  done  perfectlj  well 
bj  l^slation.  He  agreed  with  almoat 
all  hi*  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  had  said.  The 
only  objection  he  had  to  him  was  that 
last  jear.  when  he  introduced  a  Bill  to 
confer  the  inestimable  boon  of  paper 
currencT  on  England^  the  hon.  Member 
opposed  it ;  and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Universitr  of  London 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  also  opposed  it,  and 
in  his  speech  to-ni^ht  in  opposition  he 
endeavoured  to  frighten  the  House  with 
a  large  arraj  of  great  authorities.  It 
might  be  a  deficiencj  in  his  character, 
but  he  confessed  he  had  not  got  the 
rererence  for  antique  authorities  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  displayed.  Upon  any 
other  question  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
be  the  first  to  say  they  were  better  able 
to  judge  for  themselres  than  any  of  these 
antique  authorities;  and,  as  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  said  they  had  the  ex- 
perience of  these  authorities  as  well  as 
their  own,  and  there  would  be  no  ad- 
Tantage  in  liring  in  modem  dajrs  if  they 
were  not  able  to  use  the  experience  of 
those  who  had  gone  before  to  add  to  it, 
and  to  benefit  from  it.  The  adrantage 
of  hariug  a  paper  currency  was  so  great 
that  he  did  not  think  it  required  any 
argument  at  all ;  but  he  admitted  that, 
before  making  so  great  a  change  as  that 
proposed,  it  might  be  well  to  have  the 
advantage  of  some  inquiry  before  the 
House.  If  the  hon.  Member  had  pro- 
posed an  inquiry  of  that  kind,  he  would 
have  got  a  great  deal  of  support  for  his 
proposal.  He  could  not,  therefore,  re- 
commend the  hon.  Gentleman  to  divide 
the  House ;  but  if  he  did  he  would  sup- 
port him. 

Mr.  MAGNIAC  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
had  laid  himself  open  to  the  charge  of 
raising  expectations  without  any  definite 
prospect  of  fulfilling  them.  There  were 
some  very  novel  theories  current  about 
property.  They  had  before  them  a 
scheme  for  dealing  with  property  in  a 
way  in  which  they  had  never  dealt  with 
it  before  to  his  knowledge.  But,  whe- 
ther it  was  held  that  the  State  ought  to 
adopt  a  system  of  expropriation  or  not, 
compensating  the  owners  of  property 
for  what  was  taken  from  them,  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  set  it  &ce  firmly 
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Ma.  MAGNIAC.  nmadmg.  wnd.  duft 
the  system  of  the  Banks  Act  of  1U4 
had  come  trinmphantl j  ovt  ol  whatsw 
examination  it  had  been  snbjeetedto, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  it  knd  bss 
proved  to  be  unfit  for  the  ptt^uit  tina 
As  far  as  his  own  knowledge  and  a- 
perience  went  he  had  never  heard  ^at 
it  was  contended  in  any  qnaiter  aneos- 
nected  with  the  SeoCch  banks  that  £1 
notes  would  be  of  benefit  to  the  eon- 
mercial  classes  of  this  ooontiy.  In  kii 
opinion,  it  was  a  question  not  of  theoij, 
but  of  practice,  and  one  for  the  peopb 
to  decide  for  themselvea ;  and  akhoo^ 
there  might  be  a  demand  prerafliDg  ii 
Ireland  or  in  Scotland  for  those  niall 
notes,  that  of  itself  was  no  reaaon  whj 
England  should  follow  the  exam|de  of 
those  countries.  He  deprecated  Ab  use 
of  small  notes  to  be  used  for  transmis- 
sion through  the  post  as  an  inoentxfe  to 
crime,  which  the  institution  of  postal 
notes  had  been  expressly  created  to 
obviate.  The  Prime  Minister  had  laid 
it  down,  without  qualification,  that  a 
metallic  reserve  in  the  hands  of  a 
nation  was  no  reserve  and  of  no  use. 
He  entirely,  but  respectfully,  diffeied 
from  so  high  an  authority.  What  more 
ample  disproof  of  that  assertion  ooold 
possibly  be  given  than  the  case  of 
France  after  the  German  War?  The 
French  Government,  by  a  very  wise 
arrangement,  placed  their  Stocks  at  the 
command  of  every  class  of  the  commu- 
nity in  such  sums  that  the  smallest 
peasant  was  able  to  buy  into  those  ee- 
eurities,  and  they  were  paid  for  in  gold — 
£180.000,000  going  in  that  way  into  the 
French  Treasury.  In  conclusion,  there 
ought  to  be  no  alteration  made  in  our 
system  of  ourrenoy  which  was  not  weQ 
considered  and  investigated  by  a  com- 
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potent  Committee;  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  nothing  would  be  done  which 
would  tend  to  shake  the  oonfidenoo  of 
the  world  in  the  English  bank  note. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  he  could  not 
but  think  that  it  would  be  greatly  for 
the  convenience  of  the  people  that  £1 
notes  should  be  issued.  In  Scotland 
and  Ireland  £  1  notes  were  not  only  re- 
garded with  satisfaction,  but  were  pre- 
ferred to  gold.  In  England  they  would 
also  be  found  useful,  more  especially  for 
the  transmission  of  small  sums  of  money 
ftrom  one  part  of  the  country  to  another. 
That  was  shown  by  the  demand  for  the 
Postal  Orders  now  issued,  though  it  was 
an  argument  against  the  Motion  that 
Postal  Orders  were  not  used  as  currency 
after  their  issue.  One  great  advantage 
would  be  a  reduction  in  the  heavy  loss 
now  incurred  by  bankers  through  light 
ffold.  He  spoke  feelingly  on  this  sub- 
ject, for,  as  a  banker,  he  was  one  of  the 
small  body  of  men  in  the  country  who 
bore  the  whole  loss  through  light  gold. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Membere  being  found  present, 

Me.  BUXTON  said,  he  believed  great 
profit  would  result  to  the  country  through 
the  issue  of  these  notes.  No  doubt,  there 
were  drawbacks  to  the  proposition  by 
reason  of  the  danger  of  forgery  and 
the  diminution  of  the  bullion  reserve 
of  the  country.  With  respect  to  the 
diminution  of  the  bullion  reserve,  he 
believed  that  that  was  a  very  serious 
objection  to  the  proposal.  The  stock 
of  gold  was  none  too  much,  and  a 
Tery  small  drain  upon  it  might  cause 
serious  inconvenience  at  any  moment. 
He  should  have  preferred  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  UDiversity  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock),  affirming  the  undesirability 
of  removing  the  restrictions  on  the  issue 
of  £l  notes  without  careful  inquiry  as 
to  the  effects  of  the  change,  had  it  been 
possible  to  do  so.  As  that  Amendment 
could  not  be  moved,  he  feared  that  he 
must  vote  against  the  Besolution. 

Mk.  WARTON  said,  he  thought  that 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen) 
was  the  only  consolation  that  could  be 
derived  from  the  debate,  as  it  showed 
fhat  the  English  mind  was  not  yet  will- 
ing to  yield  to  the  fallacies  that  had 


been  so  lightly  brought  forward.  He 
objected  to  the  Motion,  because  no  Act 
of  Parliament  could  make  a  piece  of 
paper  of  any  value. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  concurred  very 
much  with  the  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bipon 
(Mr.  Goschen)  had  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tion. At  the  same  time,  there  might  be 
some  value  in  the  proposal  that  £  1  notes 
should  be  issued  in  England.  If,  how- 
ever, they  were  to  be  issued,  it  must 
be  made  clear  that  they  could  only  be 
issued  by  the  Bank  of  England,  and  that 
there  should  be  a  deposit  of  bullion  for 
each  note  issued.  In  that  case  there 
would  certainly  be  an  advantage  to  the 
community.  It  would  be  easier  to  carry 
in  one's  pocket  a  small  bundle  of  notes 
than  20  or  80  sovereigns,  and  there 
would  be  a  great  saving  in  the  deterio- 
ration of  the  coinage  which  at  present 
took  place  by  friction.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  limited  himself  to  inquiry, 
and  had  omitted  the  word  **  forthwith," 
he  should  have  been  inclined  to  support 
the  proposal ;  but  as  the  matter  stood  he 
could  not  do  so,  because  it  was  evidently 
the  hon.  Member's  idea  to  economize  the 
metallic  currency,  and  that,  he  believed, 
would  be  a  thing  fraught  with  the  utmost 
danger.  Considering  the  vast  extent  of 
our  commerce,  the  enormous  amount  of 
the  transactions  that  took  plcuse,  and  the 
very  small  amount  of  bullion  in  this 
country  used  for  the  liquidation  of  our 
international  indebtedness,  the  proposal, 
as  it  stood,  could  not  but  be  dangerous  if 
it  were  adopted.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  introduced  a  Besolution  for  an 
inquiry  into  this  subject,  and  at  the 
same  time  let  the  House  clearly  under- 
stand that  he  so  guarded  his  proposals 
as  to  make  the  issue  of  £l  notes  to  be 
solely  by  the  Bank  of  England,  and  ex- 
pressly and  only  on  the  deposit  of  coin 
or  of  bullion,  then  he  (Mr.  Williamson) 
should  most  cordially  support  it,  because 
he  believed  it  would  be  one  of  great 
public  advantage. 

Mk.  W.  FOWLEB  said,  he  would 
never  advise  an  unsecured  issue  of  £1 
notes.  As  a  very  interesting  debate  had 
taken  place,  if  the  House  would  allow 
him,  he  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 
L^'No,  no!"] 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
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SLAVERY— THE  SLAVE  TRADE 

IN  ASIA  AND  AFRICA. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE,  who  had  given 
Notice  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houae,  it  is 
improper  for  any  British  official  to  lend  his 
sanction  to,  or  to  aid  directly  or  indirectly  in, 
retaining  any  person  in  or  consigning  any 
person  to  slavery,** 

said,  that  when  he  placed  his  Resolution 
on  the  Paper  he  had  in  his  mind  to  call 
attention  to  the  action  of  the  Foreign 
Office  and  of  the  Consuls  of  Turkey  and 
Egypt  in  regard  to  slavery  in  these 
countries  rather  than  to  any  other  sub- 
ject ;  but,  on  looking  into  the  matter,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  this  country  was 
hardly  in  a  position  to  make  any  com- 
plaints to  any  Foreign  Government  on 
the  slavery  which  took  place  within 
their  territories  until  it  had  entirely  re- 
moved from  its  own  the  stigma  of  per- 
mitting slavery  to  exist.  It  had  been 
the  traditional  policy  of  this  country  to 
put  an  end  to  slavery  everywhere ;  but 
he  was  sorry  to  say  that  of  late  years  it 
had  fallen  away  from  that  traditional 
policy,  for  he  found  that  slavery  existed 
m  many  parts  of  the  British  Dominions. 
A  Blue  Book  that  had  recently  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  treating  of  Slavery 
in  Hong  Kong,  revealed  a  state  of  things 
which  it  was  perfectly  monstrous  to  allow 
to  exist  under  the  English  flag.  On  the 
Gold  Coast  certain  protected  States  be- 
came, after  the  Ashantee  War,  British 
Colonies.  One  was  the  British  Colony 
of  the  Gold  Coast,  and  the  other  was 
the  Colony  of  Lagos.  After  the  assump- 
tion of  Sovereignty,  a  Proclamation  was 
issued  in  the  former,  putting  an  end  to 
what  was  called  debt  slavery ;  but  he 
was  credibly  informed  that  no  such  Pro- 
clamation was  issued  in  Lagos,  and  at 
the  present  moment  there  was  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  that  debt  slavery 
existing  within  that  Colony.  Then,  with 
respect  to  the  protected  Malay  States, 
not  one  word  was  said  in  the  Blue  Books 
presented  of  late  years  as  regarded  the 
slavery  which  they  knew  existed  there. 
But  there  appeared  in  The  Times  of 
March  25  a  letter  from  Sir  Benson  Max- 
well, who  had  long  been  Chief  Justice 
in  these  protected  States,  in  which  he 
stated  that — 

"  We  govern  as  absolutely — nay,  more  abso- 
lutely— tiian  any  Crown  Colony.    The  Malays 

Mr,  Labouchere 


have  two  kinds  of  slaves,  the  ordinary  menial 
creature,  and  the  debtor  slave.  There  is  no  good 
reason  why  slavery  in  any  form  ihould  be  tole- 
rated in  our  Malay  poesessiona." 

After  that  letter  had  appeared  in  Tht 
Times,  a  Question  was  put  to  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  respecting  it, 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  then  said  that 
the  Colonial  Office  was  about  to  call  the 
attention   of    the  GK>vemor8    of   these 
Colonies  to  debtor  slavery.     He  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  hoped  that  had  been  done, 
and  that  they  should  speedily  hear  that 
not  only  debtor  slavery,  but  all  slavei^, 
had  ceased  in  these  Colonies.   Again,  in 
North  Borneo,  which  was  now  a  State 
affiliated  to  ike  British  Empire,  provi- 
sional regulations  bad  just  been  laid 
down  respecting  slaves.   One  was  to  the 
effect  that  aH  slaves  absconding  would 
be  for  the  present  returned  to  their 
masters,   unless    they    could    purchase 
their  freedom,  or  showed  that  uiey  had 
been  cruelly  treated.     He   hoped  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  would  take    these   regulations 
into  his  serious  consideration.  The  state 
of  things  existing  in  Hong  Kong  was  a 
disgrace  to  this  country ;  the  Free  Trade, 
which  was  said  to  account  for  its  pro- 
gress, included  free  trade  in  slaves ;  in- 
deed, the  place  was  literally  an  entrepdt 
for  slavery  in  the  East.    The  statements 
showing  this  were  made  by  Chief  Jus- 
tice Smale  and  other  authorities,  and 
they  were  quite  sufficient  to  justify  us  in 
demanding  that  the  system  should  be 
put  an  end  to  at  once.     It  might  be  in- 
ferred that  Chief  Justice  Smale  had  done 
his  best  to  induce  the  Attorney  General 
of  the  Colony  to  institute  prosecutions, 
and  the  Attorney  General  appeared  to 
have  held  that  there  was  no  use  in 
doing  so  in  the  present  state  of  the  law. 
But  the  law  in  Hong  Kong  was  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  it  was  in  this  Metro- 
polis ;  that  was  the  effect  of  Ordinances 
passed  in  1843  and  1845.  A  Report  had 
been  made  to  Chief  Justice  Smale  by 
Mr.  Francis,  a  barrister,  who  said  that 
relatively  there  was  little  or  no  family 
life  in  Hong  Kong  among  the  Chinese, 
and,   thereK)re,   no  legitimate  demand 
for  either  adopted  male  children  or  for 
female  domestic  servitude;   that  from 
three-fourths  to  five-sixths  of  the  Chinese 
women  in  Hong  Kong  were  prostitutes 
or  lived  directlyby  prostitution ;  that  the 
bulk  of  these  prostitutes  were  slaves 
bought  and  trained  up  at  considerable 
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expense  for  the  purpose ;  owned  there, 
at  Canton,  or  Macao ;  prostituted  for  the 
sole  profit  of  their  owners ;  redeemahle 
only  by  purchase,  and  rarely  able  to 
purchase  their  freedom;  that  every 
Chinese  woman  who  was  not  in  the  ac- 
tual practice  of  prostitution  engaged,  if 
she  could  get  the  means,  in  buying  and 
rearing  girls  for  the  work ;  that  Singa- 
pore, Australia,  and  San  Francisco  were 
supplied  ft'om  Hong  Kong  with  prosti- 
tute, kept  women,  and  concubines ;  that 
the  profits  of  this  trade  were  so  great 
and  the  demand  so  strong  that  Chinese 
men  and  women  were  daily  tempted  into 
a  career  of  open  crime  as  kidnappers  of 
women  and  children  to  supply  the  de- 
mand, not  sufficiently  supplied  by  the 
breeders ;  that  there  was  a  veritable 
slave  class,  and  a  genuine  slave  trade 
carried  on  in  Hong  Kong,  and  that  on 
a  very  large  scale  indeed ;  that  the  pro- 
secntions  under  the  local  Ordinances 
only  touched  the  fringe  of  this  garment 
of  crime — only  the  abuses  that  had 
grown  out  of  this  tolerated  slavery  and 
slave  trade;  and  that  until  this  slave 
holding  and  slave  dealing  were  entirely 
Boppressed,  the  grosser  abuses  arising 
out  of  them  and  incidental  to  them — 
kidnapping  of  women  and  children— 
could  never  be  put  an  end  to.  Girls  of 
13  or  14  were  brought  from  Canton  or 
elsewhere,  and  delivered  according  to 
bargain,  and  as  a  regular  matter  of 
business,  for  large  sums  of  money,  which 
went  to  their  owners,  and  frequently, 
it  would  appear,  to  their  own  parents. 
Their  regular  earnings  went  to  the  same 
gaolers,  and  the  unfbrtunate  creatures 
were  subjects  of  speculation  to  regular 
traders  residing  beyond  our  jurisdiction. 
There  were  from  18,000  to  20,000  pros- 
titutes in  Hong  Kong,  and  from  4,000 
to  5,000  respectable  Chinese  women. 
Ur.  Francis  said — 

'*  When  some  of  the  girls  arc  sent  away  on 
aooonnt  of  age,  new  ones  are  got  from  Canton. 
There  are  about  eight  or  tnn  changes  a  year 
(amooff  20  g^ls) ;  they  remove  into  other  Chinese 
DTothels  or  go  back  to  Canton.  Xo  woman  is 
kept  in  a  first  class  Chinese  brothel  after  24 
years  of  age.  Then,  if  they  are  not  married, 
the  parents  (pocket  mothers)  take  them  away. 
What  becomes  of  them  is  not  known.  They 
become,  perhaps,  hairdressers,  servants,  or  pros- 
titutes in  other  brothels.  If  these  girls  are  not 
daves  in  every  sense  of  the  word,  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  slavery  in  existence.  If  this  buy- 
ing and  selling  for  the  purpose  of  training 
female  children  up  for  this  hfe  is  not  slave- 
dealfaig,  there  never  was  such  a  thing  as  slave- 
dssHng  in  this  world.'* 


In  October,  1879,  Chief  Jnstice  Smale, 
from  his  place  on  the  Bench,  called  at- 
tention to  a  placard  offering  rewards  for 
the  detention  or  restoration  of  a  slave 
girl,  and  he  said — 

"  Has  Cuba  or  has  Peru  ever  exhibited  more 
palpable,  more  public  evidence  of  the  existence 
of  g^eially  recognized  slavery  in  tbese  hot- 
beds of  slavery  than  suoh  placards  do  f*' 

Writing  in  October,  1879,  Chief  Justice 
Smale  said — 

'*The  more  I  penetrate  below  the  polished 
surface  of  our  civilization,  the  more  convinced 
am  I  that  the  broad  undercurrent  of  life  here  is 
more  like  that  in  the  Southern  States  of  Amerioa 
when  slavery  was  dominant,  than  it  resembles 
the  all-pervading  civilization  of  England.  No- 
thing less  powerful  than  a  Commission,  with 
legislative  powers  to  investigate  and  to  examine 
on  oath,  will  ever  lay  bare  the  evil  which,  from 
suggestions  1  have  received,  I  believe  to  under- 
lie our  seemingly  fair  surface.  My  suggestion 
that  the  mild  intervention  of  the  law  should  be 
invoked  was  ignored.  It  was  also  met  by  the 
assertion  that  custom  has  so  sanctioned  the  evil 
in  this  Colony,  that  they  are  above  the  reach  of 
law,  and  that  by  custom  the  slavery  was  mild. 
I  must  leave  it  to  the  Government  to  decide 
whether  there  shall  or  shall  not  be  investiga- 
tion, and  whether  the  status  in  quo  of  public 
morals  in  this  Colony  in  these  particulars  shall 
be  allowed  to  continue  as  one  of  the  many  evils 
which  neither  law  nor  legislation  can  c-opo  with. 
That  is  a  question  which,  fortunately,  is  not 
within  the  province  of  the  Judge ;  it  is  for  the 
statesman  only  to  decide." 

And  in  another  communication  he  said — 

• 

**  I  take  shame  to  myself  that  the  appalling 
extent  of  kidnapping,  bu3dng,  and  selling 
slaves,  for  what  I  may  call  ordinary  servile 
purposes,  and  the  buying  and  selling  young 
females  for  worse  than  ordinary  slavery,  has 
not  presented  itself  before  to  me  in  the  light  it 
ought.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  has  been  recog- 
nized and  accepted  as  an  ordinary  outturn  of 
Chinese  habits,  and  thus  that,  until  special 
attention  has  been  excited,  it  has  escaped  public 
notice.  The  practice  is  on  the  increase.  It  is  in 
this  port  and  in  this  Colony  especially  that  the 
so-called  Chinese  custom  prevails.  Under  the 
English  flag  slavery,  it  has  been  said,  does  not, 
cannot  ever  be.  Under  that  flag  it  does  exist  in 
this  Colony,  and  is,  I  believe,  at  this  moment 
more  openly  practised  than  at  any  former 
period  of  its  history." 

[The  hon.  Member  read  the  text  of  a  bill 
of  sale  under  which  a  boy  had  been  sold, 
and  also  the  statement  made  by  a  Chinese 
girl  of  14,  who,  at  the  age  of  11,  had 
been  sold  by  her  parents  to  a  Chinaman, 
who  in  Hong  Kong  sold  her  to  a  young 
Chinese  gentleman,  who  took  her  to  his 
family  house,  from  which  she  ran  away, 
because  she  was  beaten  by  her  mistress.] 
He  observed  that  there  was  a  disposition 
to  represent  that  these  girls  were  well 
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treated,  and  were  benefited  rather  than 
injured  by  being  thus  dealt  with.  On 
that  point  he  would  quote  from  a  judg- 
ment delivered  by  Chief  Justice  Smale 
in  a  case  that  came  before  his  Court. 
The  victim  was  brought  into  Court  in 
the  arms  of  an  Inspector  of  Police.  She 
could  not  stand,  and  was  placed  in  a 
chair,  much  emaciated,  with  pale  and 
hollow  cheeks,  to  the  eye  of  a  non- 
medical man  almost  dying;  and  she 
then  narrated  the  history  of  her  suffer- 
ings. This  child,  of  about  13  years  of 
age,  lost  her  father,  and  about  a  year 
ago  her  mother  sold  her  to  someone,  who 
brought  her  to  Hong  Kong  and  sold  her 
to  the  female  prisoner.  The  female  pri- 
soner beat  her  very  often,  sometimes 
with  a  rattan,  and  sometimes  with  fire- 
wood, taken  from  the  ordinary  bundles 
of  split  firewood,  perhaps  two  or  three 
times  a  week.  She  was  beaten  with 
firewood  on  the  3rd  of  November  last, 
when  her  leg  was  broken.  She  could 
not  walk  even  now.  Some  time  after 
that  the  female  prisoner  burnt  her  on 
the  arm  and  hand  with  a  hot  crimping- 
iron.  The  little  girl  showed  eight  places 
where  the  marks  of  the  burning  re- 
mained. One  neighbour  described  the 
beating  on  the  3rd  of  November  last — 
that  the  little  girl  was  tied  up  by  her 
hands  to  a  bamboo,  which  hung  from 
the  ceiling,  by  the  clothes  line  by  the 
male  prisoner,  and  that  she  was  beaten 
by  the  woman  with  a  piece  of  firewood, 
described  as  being  about  2  feet  long 
and  2  inches  in  diameter.  This  witness 
saw  the  female  prisoner  strike  the  little 
girl  two  or  three  times  on  one  of  her  legs ; 
then  the  man  struck  the  little  girl,  still 
tied  up ;  and  he  then  untied  her,  and  on 
the  support  of  her  being  tied  up  failing 
her  the  little  girl  fell  down.  It  would 
be  said,  perhaps,  that  this  was  an  iso- 
lated case ;  but  Chief  Justice  Smale  was 
not  of  that  opinion.     He  said — 

"  I  fear  that,  though  it  may  be  pre-eminently 
atrocious,  hundreds,  nay,  thousands,  of  cases 
of  a  like  kind  have  existed  in  this  Colony  and 
tinder  the  British  flag." 

In  Hong  Kong  a  regular  Slave  Market 
existed  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
Australia  and  California.  The  price  was 
various— bought  in  Hong  Kong,  the 
women  cost  from  S50  to  S 1 50 ;  and  when 
Bold  in  California,  they  were  to  be  dis- 
posed of  for  from  S2dO  to  $350.  That 
was  stated  in  evidence  in  the  course  of  a 
trial  at  Hong  Kong.    In  such  a  matter 

ifr.  Lahouchere 


the  public  opinion  of  an  Eastern  Colony 
was  sure  to  be  wrong,  and  the  view  taken 
of  it  by  the  Chinese  might  be  gathered 
from  a  Petition  published  in  the  Blue 
Book.  The  petitioners  (Natives)  set 
forth  that  the  decisions  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  had  **  put  all  Native  residents  of 
HongKong  in  a  state  of  extreme  terror;" 
the  merchants  and  wealthy  classes  fear- 
ing that  they  might  be  found  guilty  of 
an  indictable  ofiFence,  and  the  low-dass 
people  that  they  might  be  deprived  of  a 
means  to  preserve  their  lives — tnat  was,  by 
selling  children  to  be  domestic  servants. 
Now,  his  hon.  Friend  mi^ht,  perhaps, 
argue  that  there  was  a  defence  for  that 
state  of  things ;  and,  if  he  did  so,  would 
probably  take  the  line  that  the  adoption 
of  children  was  for  their  advantage,  and 
that  they  were  educated  as  domestic  ser- 
vants at  Hong  Kong.  But  there  was 
the  authority  of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Colony  to  the  effect  that  very  few  of 
these  women  became  domestic  servants, 
and  that  the  children  who  were  brought 
to  Hong  Hong  were  sold  from  one  home 
to  another,  till  at  last  they  were  exported 
to  Australia  and  California.  His  hon. 
Friend,  who  had  so  often  raised  his  voice 
on  behalf  of  humanity,  would,  he  was 
sure,  not  defend  such  a  system  now  that 
he  was  in  Office.  He  need  say  no  more  on 
this  subject ;  the  facts  he  had  brought 
forward  were  incontestable,  and  he  only 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  do  all 
in  their  power  to  prevent  Hon?  Kong 
from  becoming  an  entrepdt  for  the  most 
infamous  slavery. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  h« 
thought  that  the  House  was  greatly 
indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton for  bringing  this  importantques- 
tion  under  the  consideration  of  the  House 
— a  question,  indeed,  second  in  impor- 
tance to  none  of  those  ordinarily  brought 
under  their  notice.  But  he  desired,  before 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
made  a  full  reply  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member,  to  point  out  some  curious 
mistakes  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  had  made  in  his  state- 
ment. In  the  first  place,  as  regarded  our 
Possessions  in  West  Africa,  he  seemed 
to  think  that  Lagos  and  the  Gold  Coast 
became  protected  Territories  after  the 
Ashantee  War.  Now,  they  never  were 
protected  Territories  at  all;  but  they  were 
Crown  Colonies  long  before  the  Ashantee 
War,  and  no  slavery  had  existed  in  them 
for  many  yean.    The  hon.  Member  com- 
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plained  that  no  Proclamation  against 
dayery  had  been  issued  in  Lagos ;  but 
there  was  no  reason  why  any  such  Pro- 
clamation should  have  been  issued,  in- 
asmuch as  the  law  of  England  against 
slayery  always  was   in    force.      Some 
States,  however,  bordering  on  the  Gold 
Ooast,  we  did  take  under  our  protection 
after  the  Ashantee  War,  and  in  these 
domestic  slavery  was   being  gradually 
extinguished  under  the  conditions  im- 
posed by  Lord  Carnarvon.     The  result 
of  Lord  Carnarvon's  efforts  had  been 
most  satisfactory ;  and,  as  far  as  he  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  knew,  no  complaints  of 
the  existence  of  slavery  in  those  protected 
States  had  been  received  at  the  Colonial 
Office,  nor  had  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  brought  forward  any  cases. 
Then,  as  regarded  the  Malay  States,  the 
hon.  Member  had  quoted  from  a  letter 
of  Sir  Benson  Maxwell,  whom  he  stated 
to  have  been  the  late  Chief  Justice  of 
those    States.     But  Sir  Benson  Max- 
well was  Chief  Justice  of  Singapore  and 
the    Straits    Settlements,  and    had  no 
jurisdiction  over  the  protected  Malay 
States.     Nor  had  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ment, so  far  as  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
knew,   such  absolute  jurisdiction  over 
those  States  as  to  enable  them  directly 
to    enforce    the    abolition  of  domestic 
davery  there.     But  it  was  well  known 
that  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  took  most  active  steps  to  check 
domestic  slavery  there,  and  those  efforts 
had    been  attended  with   considerable 
success.  Then,  as  regarded  the  new  Com- 
pany in  North  Borneo — as  he  (Sir  Henry 
Moiland)  had  ventured  to  point  out  in  a 
former  debate — the  Charter  imposed  with 
regard  to  slavery  the  only  practicable 
conditions  which  could  be  imposed.   The 
Company  were  bound  to  use  all  their 
efforts  to  put  an  end,  as  soon  as  possible, 
to  the  system  of  domestic  slavery.   They 
could  not  have  been  called  upon  to  put 
an  end  at  once  to  an  institution  which 
was  firmly  rooted  in  the  country,  and 
which    had    existed    there    for    years. 
Lastly,   as  regarded  Hong  Kong,   he 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)    entirely  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
in    his    strong    condemnation    of   the 
abominable  practice  of   selling  young 
Chinese  girls  for  the  purposes  of  prostitu- 
tion, and  he  trusted  that  the  Colonial 
Office  would  use  their  best  endeavours 
to  stamp  out  that  practice.     But  that 
practice,  however  iniquitous,  was  entirely 


different  from  the  system  of  slavery; 
although,  judging  from  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  said,  it  would  almost  seem 
as  if  the  Chief  Justice,  Sir  John  Smale, 
must  have  confounded  that  system  of 
selling  for  prostitution  with  the  question 
of  slavery,  from  which  it  was  really 
quite  distinct.  It  did  not,  however,  ap- 
pear whether  the  bill  of  sale,  which  the 
hon.  Member  read  to  the  House,  was 
brought  before  the  Chief  Justice  in  his 
judicial  capacity.  If  it  had  been,  it  might 
possibly  have  been  held  to  be  null  and 
void,  and  then  those  who  relied  upon  it 
would  have  failed.  But,  at  all  events,  as 
regarded  slavery,  the  hon.  Member  was 
forced  to  admit  that  the  law  of  England 
prevailed  in  Hong  Kong ;  and  if  any  case 
had  been  brought  into  Court,  the  pre- 
siding Judge  would  have  been  bound  to 
act  on  that  law  and  to  free  the  slave. 
If,  then,  any  fault  was  to  be  found,  it 
was  not  in  the  law,  but  in  the  fact  that 
sufficient  care  was  not  taken  to  see  that 
the  law  was  put  in  force.  No  evidence, 
however,  was  produced  by  the  hon. 
Member  to  show  that  there  was  any 
failure  in  this  respect ;  and  even  if  there 
were,  it  would  not  bring  the  case  within 
the  terms  of  the  Kesolution  before  the 
House.  But,  although  the  question  of 
slavery  was  immediately  brought  before 
the  House,  a  question  which  he  had 
shown  to  be  quite  distinct  from  that  of 
Chinese  Prostitution,  he  could  not  con- 
clude without  again  expressing  his  earnest 
hope  that  the  Colonial  Office  would  not 
relax  in  any  efforts  to  check  that 
iniquitous  traffic,  and  would  not  hesitate 
to  introduce  and  enforce  any  legislation 
which  might  be  found  necessary  for  that 
end. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  ARNOLD  said,  it 
was  matter  for  great  satisfaction  that 
there  should  be  a  discussion  on  Slavery 
at  a  time  when  that  horrid  institution 
was  showing  a  new  activity,  and  when 
we  had  just  received  information  with 
regard  to  it  from  all  parts  of  the  world. 
That  the  Slave  Trade  was  increasing  at 
the  present  time  was  beyond  doubt. 
From  Jedda,  in  the  Bed  Sea,  our  Con- 
sul reported  that  the  stock  of  slaves  was 
so  increased  by  importation  that  prices 
had  gone  down  50  per  cent,  and  that  he 
could  buy  any  number  he  pleased.  From 
other  quarters  they  had  news  which 
proved  that  the  Circassian  and  Georgian 
slave  dealings  were  also  increasing. 
This  was  the  White  Slave  Trade,  and 
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many  of  those  were  as  fair  and  as  lovely  I 
as  the  handsomest  of  our  own  people. 
That  this  trade  was  flourishing  was  chiefly 
due  to  the  preference  which  the  Turks 
had  shown  for  the  Circassian  law  with 
regard  to  slavery  over  their  own.  Ac- 
cording to  the  Circassian  law,  the  children 
horn  of  slaves  were  themselves  slaves, 
whereas,  according  to  the  Turkish  law, 
the  children  of  slaves  were  not  slaves ; 
The  Turks,  therefore,  who  were  engaged 
in  a  general  traffic  in  domestic  slavery, 
hahitually  purchased  large  numhers  of 
Circassians,  especially  children,  and 
those  children,  heing  horn  in  slavery, 
were  themselves  slaves.  He  reminded 
the  House  that  just  a  year  ago  a  Cir- 
cassian female  slave  sought  refuge  from 
ill-treatment  in  the  British  Consulate  at 
Larissa.  In  taking  part  in  this  dehate 
his  deliherate  ohject  was  to  encourage 
those  of  Her  Majesty's  Eepresentatives 
in  different  parts  of  the  world  who  did 
what  they  could  at  all  times  to  uphold 
the  doctrine  of  this  country  in  reference 
to  freedom,  and  to  show  them  that  when 
they  took  that  course  they  would  have 
the  sympathy  and  support  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  was  aware  of  the 
great  difficulty  which  surrounded  those 
who  were  resident  in  a  country  in  which 
domestic  slavery  was  practically  uni- 
versal ;  hut  he  also  knew  something  of 
what  could  he  done,  and  was  persuaded 
of  the  great  importance  in  the  eyes  of 
our  Eepresentatives  of  having,  not  an 
evanescent,  hut  a  persistent  encourage- 
ment from  this  House  and  from  the 
people  of  this  country  when  they  set 
themselves  with  discretion,  hut  with 
firmness,  against  the  institution  of 
Slavery.  He  did  not  wish  to  discourage 
efforts  so  praiseworthy  and  zealous 
which  had  long  heen  made,  and  which 
were  now  heing  made,  hy  the  gallant 
Naval  Forces  of  this  country  to  anni- 
hilate slavery ;  hut  he  had  long  heen 
convinced  that  we  should  never  succeed 
in  the  aholition  of  slavery  unless  our 
efforts,  which  were  entirely  directed 
against  the  supply  of  slaves,  were  de- 
voted more  earnestly  and  more  tho- 
roughly than  they  had  heen  against  the 
demand  for  slaves.  In  this  case  at 
Larissa  there  was  no  question  of  the 
ex-territoriality  of  the  Vice  Consulate. 
The  Civil  Governor  told  Mr.  Long- 
worth  that  this  female  slave  was  not 
amenable  to  the  local  laws  while  in  the 
Gonsulate,  but  that  when  she  went  out 
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she  might  be  lawfully  seized  and  restored 
to  her  owner.  Upon  hearing  that,  Mr. 
Longworth  called  the  girl,  and,  in  his 
own  words,  "  told  her  plainly  that  she 
must  return  to  her  master."  The  cause 
of  freedom  would  be  advanced  if  that 
House  would  join  in  reproving  Mr. 
Longworth  for  this  flag^nt  disregard  of 
the  rights  of  this  woman  and  the  British 
flag.  The  Consul  said — *'  The  excite- 
ment and  terror  caused  by  my  words  on 
this  poor  woman  were  beyond  descrip- 
tion." He  contrasted  Mr.  Longworth's 
dealings  in  this  matter  with  that  of  the 
Vice  Consul  at  Angora  in  a  case  which 
occurrred  lately  of  a  slave  g^rl  named 
Hosheda.  Her  owner  was  about  to  sell 
her  to  some  nomad  Kurds,  and  she 
took  refuge  at  the  British  Vice  Con- 
sulate. Lord  Granville  telegraphed— 
**If  the  girl  takes  refuge  at  the  Vice 
Consulate  she  should  not  be  given  up.'' 
It  would  be  easy  to  quote  much  evi- 
dence to  show  that  slavery  was  practi- 
cally universal  in  European  and  Asiatic 
Turkey  and  in  Egypt.  There  was  a 
public  Slave  Market  at  Mecca,  and  there 
was  a  Slave  Trade  carried  on  by  private 
brokers  in  every  city  of  the  Turkish 
and  Persian  Empires,  including  Egypt. 
Our  operations,  he  held,  ought  to  be 
directed  against  the  demand  for  slaves. 
They  were  attempting  the  impossible 
when  they  supposed  they  could  accom- 
plish the  abolition  of  slavery  by  attack- 
ing the  traffic  in  the  most  remote  parts 
of  Africa  from  which  black  slaves  were 
originally  imported,  while  in  every 
Mussulman  city  in  the  world,  except  in 
India  and  Algeria,  there  was  a  rapid  and 
a  constant  and  a  certain  demand  for 
slaves  from  whatever  quarter  they  might 
come.  What  a  most  painful  contrast 
there  was  between  effort  and  result, 
when  we  compared  the  brave  energv  of 
Captain  Brownrigg  with  the  fearful  re- 
port that  not  fewer  than  8,000  mutilated 
males,  the  survivors  of  40,000  who  had 
been  subjected  to  the  same  cruelty,  were 
annually  imported  into  Turkey  and 
Egypt.  Consul  Burton  truly  said  that 
closing  the  Ked  Sea  and  hanging  eunuch- 
manufacturers  would  not  arrest  slave  im- 
portation into  Egypt  and  Turkey,  and 
that  the  absolute  abolition  of  the  legal 
status  of  slavery  was  the  only  effectual 
measure  to  adopt.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  be  of  that  opinion,  and  that  the 
best  efforts  of  the  Government  would  be 
directed  to  that  cud.     He  believed  that 
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he  had  seen  daves  imported  under  the 
British  flag  from  Efi^t  to  Turkey  and 
from  Turkey  to  Morocco,  the  slaves 
being  entered  as  servants  of  the  dealers 
with  whom  they  were  travelling.  The 
Bepresentative  of  Portugal  reported 
that  from  the  single  province  of  Mozam- 
bique there  was  an  average  export  of 
from  2,000  to  4,000  slaves  per  annum. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  two 
great  centres  of  the  Slave  Trade  were 
Uie  cities  known  as  **  Mecca  the 
venerated  and  Medina  the  resplen- 
dent," where,  by  an  exception  to  the 
capitulations,  no  Power  could  place  Con- 
Bols.  Slavery  was  practised  all  over  the 
coast  of  the  Persian  Gulf.  It  was  not 
uncommon  for  slaves  to  take  refuge  on 
British  vessels  in  those  waters  ;  but  they 
were  sometimes  restored  to  their  owners 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  British 
political  Besidents.  In  fact,  his  obser- 
vation led  him  to  believe  that  a  fugitive 
slave  seeking  refuge  in  a  British  ship  had 
a  better  chance  of  escape  if  the  British 
Grown  had  no  Bepresentative  on  the 
shore  from  which  ho  had  fled.  In  con- 
oliision,  he  expressed  an  earnest  hope 
that  the  European  Powers  would  make 
strenuous  efforts  to  procure  the  abolition 
of  the  status  of  slavery.  He  trusted  all 
the  Powers  of  Europe  would  unite 
with  England  in  adopting  a  more  ro- 
bust attitude  in  opposition  to  slavery, 
80  that  we  might  hope,  at  no  very 
distant  date,  to  secure  the  abolition  of 
that  most  grievous  traffic. 

Sni  OHABLES  W.  DELKE  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  would  answer  that  which 
formed  the  main  portion  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere).  He  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  in  answer  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arthur  Arnold)  on  one  point  that  had 
not  been  touched  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  The  first  complaint 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  was  that 
there  had  not  been  a  general  distribu- 
tion of  Slave  Trade  Papers.  Previous  to 
the  year  1851,  2,000  Copies  of  those 
Papers  were  printed.  The  expense  did 
not  seem  to  be  justified  by  the  amount 
of  interest  taken  in  those  Papers  by  the 
public.  The  number  of  the  Copies  was 
reduced  in  1 852.  Alterations  were  made 
in  the  number  of  printed  Copies  in  sub- 
sequent years.  From  1862  to  the  pre- 
vent year  about  900  Copies  bad  been 


ordered.  If  another  change  was  to  be 
made  on  the  subject,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  this — that,  in  all  cases,  such  Papers 
only  as  were  asked  for  should  be  deli- 
vered. The  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
made  an  attack,  not  based  upon  any 
evidence,  upon  Consul  Longworth.  The 
fact  was,  that  a  very  large  number  of 
slaves  had  been  emancipated  through 
the  exertions  of  that  gentleman.  That 
was  shown  by  the  Papers  themselves. 
As  regarded  domestic  slaves  employed, 
or  seeking  refuge  on  board  British  mer- 
chant vessels  in  territorial  waters  of  States 
in  which  the  status  of  slavery  was  recog- 
nized by  law,  the  language  of  the  Motion 
was  so  vague  that,  if  adopted,  it  would 
prevent  the  restoration  by  a  Naval  or 
Consular  officer  of  anv  fugitive  slave  to  his 
master,  whatever  might  be  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  If  such  a  rule  were 
adopted  it  would  be  in  violation  of  the 
principles  of  International  Law  ;  domes- 
tic slaves  would  flock  to  our  ships  ;  enor- 
mous claims  for  compensation  would 
arise ;  and  riots  and  hostilities  would 
necessarily  ensue.  In  the  discussion 
which  took  place  in  1 876  on  the  Slave 
Trade  Circular,  the  present  Judge  Advo- 
cate said — 

**  The  Attorney  General  had  argpied  that  mer- 
chant ships  were  liable  to  the  law  of  the  terri- 
tory in  whose  waters  they  were— a  proposition 
which  no  one  denied." 

And  the  present  Home  Secretary  said — 

"The  first  Circular  was  founded  on  a  supposed 
obligation  on  the  part  of  a  ship  to  submit  to  the 
local  law  of  the  port.  If  that  was  so,  all  he 
could  say  was  that  they  reduced  the  Queen*s 
ships  to  the  condition  of  a  merchant  yessel, 
because  that  was  the  situation  of  a  merchant 
vessel." 

"Merchant  vessels  were  not  extra-territo- 
rial within  the  waters  of  Foreign  States." 
As  regarded  British  merchant  vessels,  it 
was  well  known  that  a  slave  did  not  ob- 
tain his  freedom  by  having  been  onboard 
a  private  ship,  and  that  a  slave  who  had 
come  to  this  country  or  who  had  been  on 
board  a  British  ship  on  the  high  seas, 
when  he  returned  to  the  place  where  he 
had  been  a  slave,  resumed,  on  so  doing, 
his  condition  as  a  slave.  It  could  scarcely 
be  supposed,  therefore,  that  the  Motion 
was  intended  to  apply  to  cases  in  which 
fugitive  slaves  were  returned  by  Her 
Majesty's  Naval  and  Consular  officers  to 
the  local  authorities,  although  thereby 
**  retained  in  or  consigned  to  domestic 
slavery."     It  might  be  that  what  was 
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meant  was  tbat  no  Britisb  official  in 
whom  might  be  vested  the  exercise  of 
jurisdiction  over  Natives  in  a  country 
where  the  status  of  domestic  slavery 
existed  should  recognize  such  status, 
and  give  any  decision  whereby  such 
Natives  should  be  retained  in  or  con- 
signed to  slavery.  But  when  could  that 
happen  ?  If  the  hon.  Member  referred 
to  the  probability  of  some  of  the  officers 
of  the  Borneo  Company  being  made 
British  Consuls  while  the  status  of  do- 
mestic slavery  was  recognized  by  the 
law  of  that  country,  and  would  point 
out  that  officers  might  be  called  upon 
to  enforce  that  law  while  holding  Her 
Majesty's  Consular  commission,  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  would  explain  that 
the  status  of  domestic  slavery  would  only 
exist  pending  its  gradual  extinction 
among  the  Natives.  There  were  Courts 
of  Justice  for  the  Natives,  in  which  that 
status  would,  no  doubt,  be  recognized  by 
the  judicial  officers  who  might  preside 
over  them.  There  would  necessarily  be 
also  Courts  of  Justice  for  Foreigners,  and 
in  these  the  status  of  slavery  would,  of 
course,  not  be  recognized.  It  was  not 
contempl  ated  that  Consular  appointments 
should  be  conferred  on  any  officer  of  the 
Company  who  would  preside  over  the 
Courts  of  Justice  established  for  the  Na- 
tives ;  consequently,  the  state  of  things 
which  the  hon.  Member  deprecated  would 
not  arise,  as  no  officer  of  the  Company, 
holding  Her  Majesty's  Consular  commis- 
sion, would  be  called  upon  to  recognize 
the  status  of  domestic  slavery,  or  have  it 
in  his  power  to  retain  in,  or  consign  any- 
body to,  slavery.  In  conclusion,  he  could 
only  say  that  this  subject  was  not  only 
of  general  interest,  but  was  one  of  the 
highest  interest  that  could  be  brought 
before  the  House.  No  one  could  ever 
maintain  that  hon.  Members  were  not 
entitled  to  bring  the  subject  before  the 
House  from  time  to  time  ;  and  certainly 
nothing  but  good  could  result  from  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members  being  directed 
to  it.  It  had  always  been  the  policy  of 
this  country,  and  he  believed  it  would 
continue  to  be  its  policy,  to  take  steps 
for  the  suppression  of  slavery. 

Mr.  a.  M^ARTHUR  said,  he  could 
not  regret  that  the  subject  had  been 
brought  before  the  House.  The  Blue 
Book  dealing  with  this  question  showed 
that  a  system  of  slavery  had  been  prac- 
tised in  the  neighbourhood  of  Hong 
Kong,  not  only  for  domestic  purposes, 
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but  also,  in  the  case  of  women,  for  much 
viler  uses.  The  highest  praise  was  dae 
to  the  Governor — Sir  John  Pope  Hen- 
nessey— for  the  efforts  which  he  had 
made  to  counteract  these  evils.  It  was 
true,  as  the  Governor  had  pointed  out, 
that  a  distinction  should  be  drawn  be- 
tween the  binding  of  boys  and  girls  to 
domestic  service,  which  was  practised  in 
that  part  of  the  world,  and  actual  slavery. 
But  the  Governor  had  done  all  he  could 
to  vindicate  English  ideas  and  to  pre- 
vent the  importation  into  an  English 
Colony  of  Chinese  notions  on  the  question 
of  domestic  service,  and  had  laid  down 
the  principle  that  the  parent  was  entitled 
to  the  support  and  aid  of  his  children. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  slavery 
did  exist  in  Hong  Kone,  although  it  was 
prohibited  by  English  Taw.  He  trusted 
that  the  inquiry  which  was  going  to  be 
held  by  Lord  Kimberley  into  that  mat- 
ter would  be  made  by  impartial  persons. 
He  attached  considerable  importance  to 
that  debate,  because  he  thought  there 
were  indications  that  we  were  not  so 
vigorous  in  our  efforts  against  slavery 
as  we  formerly  were. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  in  his  statement  that  the  Gkyvem* 
ment  viewed  the  purport  of  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  in 
a  spirit  of  friendship.  It  would  be  ad- 
mitted, he  (Mr.  Courtney)  thought,  that 
it  had  always  been  the  desire  of  recent 
Governments  to  use  their  influence  to 
prevent,  not  only  slavery,  but  every- 
thing approaching  thereto.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  did  not  ap- 
pear, however,  to  be  of  that  opinion; 
and  he  had  brought  a  charge  against 
the  Government  which  seemed  to  have 
no  foundation  whatever.  He  must  point 
out  to  the  House  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  brought  an  extraordinary  accusation 
against  the  Government.  He  said  that 
he  was  credibly  informed  that  slavery, 
existed  in  Lag^s.  But  he  had  not 
deemed  it  necessary  to  adduce  a  single 
fact  or  circumstance  in  support  of  that 
statement.  How  was  it  possible  that  the 
Government  could  meet  such  a  charge 
as  that  ?  He  should  have  thought  that 
it  would  have  been  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
Member,  before  bringing  such  a  charge, 
to  make  inquiry  as  to  its  correctness. 
It  was  the  belief  of  the  Government  that 
slavery  had  ceased  to  exist,  not  only  in 
Lagos,  but  in  all  the  other  places  to 
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which  the  hon.  Member  referred.  Every 
attempt  to  revive  it  had  been  checked 
and  punished  by  all  recent  Governments; 
bat  if  the  hon.  Member  furnished  them 
with  new  facts  they  would  cause  further 
inquiry  to  be  made,  and  take  steps  for 
the  extinction  of  slavery  where  it  was 
found  to  exist.  The  same  observations 
applied  regarding  the  alleged  existence 
of  slavery  in  the  Malay  States.  The 
hon.  Member  complained  that  there  were 
no  Papers  on  the  subject.  But  several 
Papers  were  published  in  reference  to 
the  West  Coast  of  Africa  in  1 875,  and 
many  others  dealing  with  other  places 
had  also  been  published  from  time  to 
time.  The  hon.  Member  surely  could 
not  require  that  Papers  on  that  subject 
should  be  issued  year  by  year,  when  no 
fresh  case  of  any  description  had  arisen. 
As  regarded  the  question  of  slavery  in 
the  Malay  States,  however,  some  Corre- 
spondence with  the  Governor  of  that 
district  was  in  existence,  and  would  be 
shortly  laid  before  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  said  he  was 
going  to  rest  his  observations  upon  a 
substantial  foundation  —  upon  the  re- 
marks of  Chief  Justice  Smale,  and  not 
upon  the  statement  of  any  newspaper 
correspondent.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  ought  to  know  the  value  of 
newspaper  correspondents,  though  he 
seemed  to  speak  somewhat  slightingly 
of  them.  The  fact  was,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber used  the  word  ''slavery"  with  some 
degree  of  looseness.  His  remarks  chiefly 
referred  to  Hong  Kong,  and  to  the 
slavery  in  existence  there.  But,  as  a 
fact,  the  state  of  things  in  Hong  Kong, 
though,  no  doubt,  deplorable,  did  not 
amount  to  slaveiy.  Slavery  he  defined 
to  be  a  condition  of  life  in  which  one 
person  was  held  under  the  authority  and 
compelled  to  work  for  and  fulfil  the  will 
of  another  in  such  a  way  that  the  sub- 
jugated person  could  not  escape,  which 
condition,  also,  the  law  of  the  country 
enforced.  He  defined  slavery  so,  and 
so,  indeed,  it  was.  Nothing  of  the  kind 
existed  in  Hong  Kong,  because  in  that 
city  the  English  law  prevailed.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  con- 
sidered the  whole  strength  of  his  posi- 
tion lay  in  the  fact  that  people  were  so 
bought  and  sold  for  the  purpose  of  pros- 
titution. Now,  there  were  special  laws 
in  Hong  Kong  affecting  purchases  and 
sales  for  that  purpose.  It  was  enacted 
in  1875  that  the  sale  or  purchase  of  a 


woman  or  child  for  the  purpose  of  pros- 
titution, or  the  harbouring  of  any  woman 
or  child  for  that  purpose,  should  be  a 
misdemeanour.  Every  person,  there- 
fore, who  affected  to  buy  or  sell,  or  to 
hold  out  that  any  woman  or  child  had 
been  bought  or  sold  for  the  purpose  of 
prostitution,  was  guilty  of  a  misdemea- 
nour. There  was  a  vast  number  of 
people  who  were  bought  and  sold  for 
other  purposes,  and  such  sales  consti- 
tuted no  offence.  It  was  so  in  England. 
They  all  knew  of  the  common  accusa- 
tion of  husbands  selling  their  wives  in 
Smithfield,  and  how  the  practice  was 
not  unknown  even  at  the  present  day. 
The  transaction,  however,  was  a  pure 
nullity.  That  was  the  state  of  facts  as 
at  present  existed  in  Hong  Kong,  and 
perhaps  it  might  be  the  concomitant  of 
a  very  dangerous  state  of  society ;  but 
when  they  remembered  the  situation  of 
Hong  Kong,  placed  in  the  centre  of  a 
teeming  population  that  could  with  diffi- 
culty obtain  a  livelihood,  they  could  not 
be  surprised  at  it.  In  quoting  the  Peti- 
tion of  the  Chinese  inhabitants  of  Hong 
Kong,  with  the  view  of  showing  how 
rotten  public  opinion  there  was,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  omitted  that 
part  of  the  prayer  in  which  they  con- 
demned the  purchase  of  free  people  for 
the  purposes  of  prostitution,  and  prayed 
that  kidnapping  and  selling  for  such  pur- 
poses should  be  severely  punished.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  quoted  this  pas- 
sage, he  would  have  answered  this  part 
of  his  case,  for  the  Chinese  were  most 
eager  in  their  desire  to  help  the  Govern- 
ment in  checking  the  evils  which  they 
admitted  to  exist.  He  admitted  most 
fully  the  existence  of  the  practice  of 
buying  and  selling  children  for  the  pur- 
poses of  adoption  and  apprenticeship ;  but 
he  would  point  out  that  none  who  were 
so  adopted  could  be  held  in  servitude 
against  their  wiU,  that  they  could  escape, 
that  they  could  apply  to  the  Courts,  and 
that  anyone  could  apply  on  their  behalf. 
The  fact  of  their  having  been  sold.  Lord 
Kimberley  had  pointed  out,  did  not  de- 
prive them  of  any  rights.  Undoubtedly 
the  position  of  children  so  placed  was 
one  of  peril,  which  required  to  be  safe- 
guarded ;  and  his  noble  Friend  had 
suggested  for  consideration  whether  the 
entering  into  agreements  should  be  made 
a  misdemeanour,  whether  specified  con- 
ditions should  be  exacted,  whether  all 
transactions  should    be    registered,   or 
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whether  some  combination  of  these  pro- 
visions should  be  adopted,  in  order  to 
prevent  abuses.  The  Gfovemment  would 
continue,  not  only  in  the  task  of  pre- 
venting slavery,  but  also  in  doing  what 
they  could  do  to  avert  the  gprowth  of  a 
servile  class  of  a  different  race  from  the 
dominant  class,  conscious  as  they  were  of 
the  dangers  that  were  inseparable  firom 
such  a  condition  of  things. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  must  con- 
fess he  was  generally  disappointed  at 
the  tone  adopted  by  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,  and  he  could  not 
help  comparing  the  hon.  Member's  offi- 
cial utterances  with  those  he  used  be- 
fore he  accepted  Office.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech  was  a  half-hearted  condem- 
nation, amounting  almost  to  a  defence, 
of  gross  abuses.  He  was  sure  the  reply 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  produce  a 
general  feeling  of  disappointment  in  the 
country,  and  he  regretted  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  give  a  frank  condemna- 
tion of  the  monstrous  practices  prevailing 
in  Hong  Kong.  Whether  there  was 
leeal  slavery  or  not,  there  was  practi- 
cfiuly  slavery  in  its  worst  form  ;  and  the 
more  the  actual  condition  of  things  was 
realized  the  more  would  the  country 
feel  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton deserved  thanks  for  having 
called  attention  to  it. 

Mb.  CEOPFER  said,  that  it  was  satis- 
factory that  the  Colonial  Office  had  laid 
before  the  House  the  result  of  their  in- 
vestigations into  that  matter,  and  that  it 
was  not  merely  drawn  from  them  by 
the  investigations  of  any  private  indivi- 
dual. Lord  Kimberley  had  expressed 
a  desire  that  a  full  and  trust woiiihy  in- 
quiry should  be  made  into  the  facts  and 
into  what  measures,  if  any.  should  be 
taken  to  remove  the  evils  which  might 
be  brought  to  light.  He  had  great  confi- 
dence in  Sir  John  Pope  Hennessy  and  Sir 
John  Smale,  and  he  fully  believed  that 
what  they  would  see  was  that  in  some 
way  the  system  of  Colonial  Slavery,  which 
it  could  not  be  denied  existed  at  Hong 
Kong,  would  be  abolished.  The  great 
evil  of  retaining  girls  in  houses  of  ill- 
repute  at  Hong  Kong  was  a  much 
larger  question,  and  it  could  only  be 
removed  when  the  question  as  to  con- 
tagious diseases  at  Hong  Kong  was 
thoroughly  gone  into.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  the  feeling  expressed  in 
England  some  years  ago  on  the  subject 
of  the  Slave  Circular  had  had  a  good 
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effect,  and  that  it  was  now  a  point  of 
honour  in  the  Navy  that  wherever  the 
British  flag  waved  slavery  was  to  be 
discouraged. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  APPOINTMENTS— PRI- 
VATE  SECRETARIES  TO  MINISTERS. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR,  who  had 
g^ven  Notice  of  a  Motion — 

**  That  the  praotice  of  appointing  derki  of 
the  Treasury  Office,  and  other  gentlemen  who 
have  acted  as  private  secretaries  to  Prime  Bfinii- 
ters  and  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  to  im- 
portant posts  in  Departments  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice other  than  the  Treasury,  is  calciUatAd  to 
discourage  zeal  and  industry  in  such  Depart- 
ments to  the  prejudice  of  the  Public  Service/' 

said  :  Being  precluded  by  the  Forms  of 
the  House  trom  moving  the  Resolution 
which  stands  in  my  name  on  the  Paper, 
I  rise  now  for  the  purpose  of  calling  at- 
tention to  the  question,  which  is  a  very 
important  one.  I  wish  to  disclaim,  at 
the  very  outset,  any  desire  to  make  any 
special  attack  upon  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, because  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  practice  which  I  ask  the  House 
to  disapprove  is  followed  by  the  Minis- 
ters who  are  now  in  power  more  than  it 
has  been  followed  by  any  of  their  Prede- 
cessors. Under  all  Qt>vemment8  it  has 
been  pretty  much  the  same.  My  present 
object  is  not  to  blame  or  to  disparage 
the  Members  of  any  Government,  past  or 
present,  however  much  I  may  be,  upon 
other  g^unds,  opposed  to  a  particular 
Administration.  Still  less  do  I  wish  to 
make  an  attack  upon  any  of  the  gentle- 
men who  have  been  exceptionally  pro- 
moted, or  to  detract  in  any  degree  from 
the  reputation  they  have  acquired  for 
more  than  ordinary  strength  of  character, 
ability,  and  zeal.  I  am  very  ready  to 
admit  that  they  may  all  be  considerably 
above  the  average.  In  fact,  it  is  obvious 
that  they  must  be  able  and  quallBed 
men  ;  the  interest  of  the  Ministers  them- 
selves secures  that  in  the  selection  of 
Private  Secretaries  they  will  have  re- 
gard to  those  qualities  of  readiness  and 
dispatch  in  business,  tact,  urbanity  and 
firmness,  and  a  certain  aptitude  for  ad- 
ministrative work,  which  are  all  of  the 
first  importance  in  the  direction  of  a 
Department,  and  without  which  they 
would  scarcely  be  efficient  assistants  to  a 
hard- worked  Minister.  There  is,  there- 
fore, no  question  of  their  character  or 
their  qualifications;    and    the    Ifotioa 
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whicb  I  placed  upon  the  Paper  was  in- 
tended to  be  far  removed  from  anything 
of  a  personal  nature.  I  desired  to  bring 
it  forward  solely  in  the  interest  of  the 
Civil  Service,  with  which  for  years  I  was 
myself  connected,  and  in  which  I  must 
always  take  a  lively  interest.  The  Civil 
Service  Departments  may  be  divided  into 
two  great  classes — the  first  class,  com- 
prising the  Departments  of  Secretaries 
of  State,  which  may  be  called  the  ad- 
ministrative and  spending  Departments; 
the  other  class,  including  the  Hevenue 
Departments  of  Customs  and  Inland 
Bevenue,  which  are  not  presided  over 
by  Secretaries  of  State.  Intermediate 
between  these  two  classes  is  the  Post 
Office,  which  partakes  of  the  character 
of  both,  being  at  once  a  Eevenue  and  a 
spending  Department.  And  over  all  is 
the  Treasury,  the  centre  of  administra- 
tion and  of  patronage.  The  Departments 
of  the  first  class  are  strong  and  influen- 
tial ;  strong  in  the  fact  that  their  own 
Chiefs  are  Cabinet  Ministers,  able  to 
protect  the  interests  of  their  subordi- 
nates, and  influential  from  the  social 
position  and  connections  of  large  num- 
bers of  their  members.  These  Depart- 
ments have,  accordingly,  little  to  com- 
plain of  in  consequence  of  the  practice 
to  which  I  refer.  On  the  contrary,  they 
sometimes,  but  only  occasionally,  receive 
some  of  those  undue  advantages  of  which 
the  Treasury  itself  keeps  the  lion's  share. 
A  case  in  point,  which  I  mention  only 
incidentally,  is  that  of  Mr.  Mitford,  a 
clerk  in  the  Home  Office  of  12  or  13 
years'  service,  but  who,  having  acted 
for  some  time  as  Private  Secretary  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Sir  William  Harcourt),  was  ap- 
pointed by  him,  some  six  weeks  ago,  to 
be  a  Commissioner  of  Prisons,  and  the 
colleague  of  an  experienced  officer,  Ad- 
miral Hornby,  to  the  exclusion  and  dis- 
couragement of  experienced  Inspectors 
and  Governors.  The  Home  Office,  there- 
fore, does  not  suffer  much,  neither  does 
the  Admiralty,  the  Colonial  Office,  or  the 
War  Office  ;  although  there  was  a  case 
in  connection  with  the  War  Office,  not 
many  years  ago,  which  gave  rise  to  a 
discussion  in  this  House.  The  Post 
Office,  again,  is  able  to  offer  a  consider- 
able resistance  to  any  outrageous  en- 
croachments upon  its  own  field  at- 
tempted by  anyone  outside  the  Treasury. 
Thus,  when  some  years  ago  the  noble 
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Marquess,  now  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
but  formerly  Postmaster  General,  after 
having  been  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  attempted  to  appoint  Mr. 
Hobart,  a  junior  in  the  War  Office,  who 
was  his  Private  Secretary,  to  one  of  the 
most  lucrative  postmasterships  in  the 
Kingdom,  the  design  had  to  be  given  up. 
But  when  the  encroachment  is  made  by 
the  Treasury  itself,  the  Post  Office  sees 
its  best  prizes  snatched  away  from  its 
own  officers,  and  given  to  junior  out- 
siders. But  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Eevenue  Departments  are  still  less  in- 
fluential, and  their  Chiefs  are  not  Cabi- 
net Ministers.  The  appointments  they 
offer  to  the  rapacity  of  outsiders  are  more 
numerous  and  more  tempting  to  those 
who  can  strongly  influence  the  actions 
of  the  chief  Ministers  of  the  Treasury  ; 
and  these  Departments,  accordingly,  are 
the  principal  sufferers.  But  these  De- 
partments are  also  the  largest ;  and  the 
discontent  engendered  by  appointments 
such  as  I  reier  to  is  more  extensively 
propagated,  and,  in  its  effects,  more 
generally  injurious  to  the  Civil  portion 
of  the  Public  Service.  Let  me  now  give 
the  most  prominent  cases  of  Private  Se- 
cretaries of  Ministers  who  have  been 
appointed  to  posts  of  profit  in  the  Civil 
Service.  What  are  these  appointments? 
I  will  content  myself  with  a  limited 
number  of  them  ;  all  notable  cases,  and 
all  still  in  being.  They  are  Mr.  Herbert 
Murray,  who  was  a  clerk  in  the  Trea- 
sury and  Private  Secretary  to  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  who  was 
appointed  Assistant  Paymaster  General 
and  a  Queen's  Eemembrancer  in  Ire- 
land, and  is  now  Secretary  of  Customs, 
at  a  salary  of  £1,400  a-year;  Mr. 
Algernon  West,  Private  Secretary  to 
Mr.  Gladstone,  Prime  Minister,  ap- 
pointed Commissioner  of  Inland  Ee- 
venue, and  recently  promoted  to  be 
Chairman  of  that  Board  —  salaries, 
£1,200  and  £2,000;  Mr.  Walter  S. 
Northcote,  who  was  not  in  the  Civil 
Service  at  all,  but  was  Private  Secretary 
to  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  appointed  Commissioner 
of  Inland  Eevenue — salary,  £1,200 
a-year ;  Mr.  Charles  G.  Turner,  a  clerk 
in  the  Treasury,  appointed  Accountant 
and  Comptroller  General  of  Inland  Ee- 
venue —  salary,  £  1 ,  000  a-year ;  Mr. 
Stevenson  Arthur  Blackwood,  a  clerk  in 

3  K 


1731 


Cml  Service 


(OOHHONS] 


Affpomimmit. 


1782 


the    Treasury,  appointed  Secretary  to 
the  General  Post  Office—salary,  £2,000 
a-year;  Mr.  Algernon  Turner,  clerk  in 
the  Treasury  and  Private  Secretary  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  Prime  Minister,  ap- 
pointed Assistant  Secretary  at  the  Ge- 
neral Post  Office — salary,  £1 ,500  a-year; 
Mr.  (now  Sir)  Eivers  Wilson,  clerk  in 
the  Treasury  and  Private  Secretary  to 
Mr.  Lowe,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
appointed   Controller  of  the    National 
Debt — salary,  £1,800  a-year;    Mr.  C. 
W.  Fremantle,   clerk  in  the  Treasury 
and  Private  Secretary  to  Mr.  Disraeli, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  appointed 
Deputy  Master  of    the    Mint — salary, 
£1,200  a-year;   and  Mr.  C.  L.  Byan, 
who  was  a  clerk  in  the  Treasury  and 
Private  Secretary  to  the  present  Prime 
Minister,  when  he  was  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  was  appointed  to  the  post  of 
Assistant  Controller    and  Auditor  Ge- 
neral, with  a  salary  of  £1,500  a-year. 
I  do  not  wish  to  canvas  any  of  these 
appointments;    but,  in  order  to  show 
what  may  be  said  as  to  some  of  them,  I 
may  mention  that,   in  regard  to  Mr. 
Ryan,  he  was  not  originally  in  the  Trea- 
sury, but  was  in  the  Audit  Office,  and 
was  not  transferred  to  the  Treasury  for 
promotion,  but  was  made  Private  Se- 
cretary.   "Whether  he  was  an  efficient 
Private  Secretary  or  not,  it  is  not  for  me 
to  inquire  ;  but  he  was  afterwards  ap- 
pointed to  the  post  of  Assistant  Con- 
troller over  the  heads  of  a  considerable 
number  of   very  efficient  men,   under 
whom  he  had  previously  served  in   a 
very  subordinate  capacity,  to  do  very  in- 
ferior work,  and  he  was  appointed,  not- 
withstanding a  protest  sent  in  to  the 
Treasury  by  these  officers.    The  House 
will  readily  understand    that  Members 
of  the  Civil  Service,  knowing  my  own 
quondam  connection  with  it,  and  know- 
ing that  they  may,  with  perfect  con- 
fidence and  safety,  make   to    me    any 
communication  they  think  fit  as  to  their 
grievances — knowing,  also,  I  am  at  least 
as  well  able  to  appreciate  them  as  any 
other  Member  of  the  House,  and  that 
no  man  is  more  qualified  to  enter  into 
them,  or  more  desirous  of  having  them 
removed — knowing    this,     they    have, 
during  the  last  two  years,  sent  an  im- 
mense number  of  representations  to  me. 
I  have  never  been  on  the  look-out  for 
grievances.    One  has  enough  to  do,  in 
all  conscience,   without    that;    neither 
have  I  put  forward  a  complaint  at  any 
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time  without  having  first  assured  myself 
that  it  was  well  founded.     I  tliink  I 
may  claim  credit  irom  the  House  for  not 
having  unnecessarily  put  forward  any 
grievance  in  connection  with  the  Service, 
unless  it  was  clearly  my  duty  to  do  so. 
When,  the  year  before  last,  and  again 
last  year,  I  made  some    observations 
upon  the  Customs  Department,  I  knew 
very  well  how  well  founded  was  that 
dissatisfaction  which  has  now  at  last 
forced  itself  upon  public  attention,  and 
is  now  known  to  the  whole  of  the  House, 
with  regard  to  the  re-organization  at- 
tempted on  its  Staff.    But  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood) 
brought  forward  the  grievances  of  the 
Outport  Officers,  though  I  appreciated 
fuUy  the  hardship   of  their    position, 
I  contented  myself  with  a  silent  vote, 
and  did   not  address  one  single  word 
to  the  House   upon   the    matter,  be- 
cause I  saw  that  it  was  unnecessaiy, 
as   it   was    in    perfectly    safe    hands. 
But  with  regard  to  the  matter  to  which 
I    now    wish    to    draw    the   attention 
of  the  House,  I  do  feel  that  it  is  my 
duty  to  appeal,  not  to  the  Gk)yemment, 
and  not  to  the  ex-Ministers,  but  to  the 
House  of  Commons  generally,  and  to 
declare,  from  my  own  knowledge  and 
experience  in  the  Service,  that  these  ap- 
pointments of  specially-favoured  indi- 
viduals, however  high  their  qualifica- 
tions, to  the  best  posts  in  Departments 
where  they  have  never  served,  and  over 
the  heads  of  all  the  Staff  of  those  Depart- 
ments, produce  evil  effects,  which  it  may 
be  difficult  exactly  to  define,  but  which 
are  none  the  less  real,  and  none  the  less 
injurious.    Now,  Sir,  I  have  alluded  to 
a  number  of  these  appointments,  and  I 
nught  have  doubled  the  list  if  I  had 
thought  fit.    It    is  obvious  that    each 
such  appointment  must  necessarily  pro- 
duce great  discontent,  heartburning,  and 
disappointment  in  the  Department  in- 
vadea.  If  the  promoters  had  gone  within 
the  Department  itself,  not  one  man  alone 
would  nave  been  advanced,  but  through 
every  grade  below  him  an  official  wotud 
have  risen  in  his  turn,  and  a  healthy 
tone  would  have  been  imparted  to  the 
entire  office,  with  that  stimulus  to  exer- 
tion which  the  sight  of  fair  promotion  is 
always  calculated  to  engender.  But  with 
the  introduction  of  an  outsider  from  the 
Treasury,  you  have  first  a  disappointed 
man  in  the  person  immediately  super- 
seded, you  have  discontent  at  every  step 
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in  the  ladder  below  him,  where  men 
hare  been  baolked  of  anticipated  promo- 
tion, and  you  have  a  sense  of  injustice 
permeating  that  branch  of  the  Service 
which  naturally  tends  to  render  the 
entire  Staff  sullen  and  inert.  The  Trea- 
sury Staff  secures  the  whole  advantage, 
for  the  man  removed  from  Downing 
Street  obtains  for  himself  extraordinary 
adranoement,  and  his  removal  secures 
an  improvement  in  the  position  of  all 
below  him  on  the  Treasury  list.  It  will, 
Sir,  be  in  the  recollection  of  many  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  that  during  the 
last  Parliament  the  House  was  invited, 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  John  Holms),  to  express 
its  opinion  upon  an  individual  case  some- 
what akin,  but  not  altogether  on  all 
fours,  with  the  case  to  which  I  allude. 
At  that  time  Lord  Beaconsfield  saw  fit  to 
appoint  a  junior  from  the  War  Office  to 
the  headship  of  the  Stationery  Office — 
I  mean  Mr.  Pigott.  Knowing  Mr.  Pigott 
personally,  I  was,  for  his  own  sake,  glad 
of  his  advancement,  and  congratulated 
him  upon  it,  and  I  claimed  for  Mr. 
Pigott  the  well-earned  credit  of  having 
acquitted  himself  singularly  well  in  a 
difficult  and  responsible  post.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  would  have 
been  inclined,  if  he  had  been  a  friend  of 
Mr.  Pigott's,  to  congratulate  him  also, 
and  he  probably  would  have  been  ready 
to  give  that  gentleman  the  credit  which 
is  his  due.  But  the  terms  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion  were — 

"  That  the  recent  appointment  of  Controller 
of  Her  Maje8ty*8  Stationery  Office  is  calculated 
to  diminiin  the  ....  interest  and  zeal  of  officials 
employed  in  the  Public  Departments  of  the 
State.*^ 

The  hon.  Member  pointed  out  that  Mr. 
Pigott  had  been  Private  Secretary  to 
several  Under  Secretaries  of  State,  and 
denounced  the  appointment  as  unfair  to 
the  country,  and  unfair  to  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice. The  hon.  Member  for  Wenlock 
(Mr.  A.  Brown),  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said  that  the  appointment  must 
tend  to  discourage  all  those  gentlemen 
who  had  been  superseded,  and  could  not 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  Public  Service. 
It  fell  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
of  that  day  to 'say  what  he  could  in  do- 
fence  of  his  Chief.  With  regard  to  the 
personal  qualifications  of  Mr.  Pigott,  he 
had  not  a  very  difficult  task ;  but  he 
went  on  to  contend  on  the  general  ques- 
tion that — 


''  It  was  not  a  necessary  rule  that  promotion 
must  always  take  place  within  each  Depart- 
ment, and  reasons  might  easily  be  suggested 
why  a  man  might  he  advantageously  brought  in 
from  another  Department.  He  would  come  with 
a  fresh  mind,  and  bring  a  fresh  eye  to  bear  on 
any  abuses  which  might  exist." — [3  JTansard^ 
ccxxxv.  1338.] 

I  am  prepared  to  admit  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  force  and  a  certain  amount 
of  truth  in  that  statement ;  but  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Childers) 
say  in  reply  ?  Mr.  Childers  said — I  quote 
from  Hansard — 

*'  That  he  was  not  at  all  disposed  to  re^rd 
the  affair  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer).  At  a  time  when  they  were 
doing  their  best  to  improve  the  status  of 
the  Civil  Servants,  it  would  bo  an  unfortunato 
course  to  adopt,  and  altogether  a  departure 
from  sound  principle  and  common  practice,  if 
they  were  to  say  to  men  who  had  nearly  reached 
the  top  of  tho  tree : — *  No  matter  how  long  your 
services,  or  how  great  yoiu:  efficiency  may  bo, 
you  will  not  bo  promoted  to  the  headship  of 
your  Department,  but  we  shall  take  a  junior 
clerk  out  of  another  office  who  knows  nothing 
about  the  business  and  appoint  him  over  yon, 
in  order  to  have  the  aa vantage  of  a  fresh 
mind.' " 

He  went  on  to  say — 

"  He  did  not  know  how  far  that  doctrine 
might  be  carried  ;  but  if  a  man  was  to  be  ap- 
pointed, not  because  of  his  knowledge  and  ex- 
perience, but  because  he  came  from  somewhere 
else,  and  knew  nothing  of  the  particular  busi- 
ness he  would  have  to  discharge,  then,  iiiderHl, 
it  would  be  a  sorry  look-out  for  the  members  of 
the  Civil  Service,  who  entered  through  tho 
painful  door  of  Competitivo  Examination  in  the 
hope  that  if  they  did  their  duty  they  would  be 
promoted  to  the  highest  offices  in  the  Depart- 
ment in  which  they  were  placed." — [Ibid., 
1339-40.] 

Such  were  the  sentiments  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
then,  and  such  are  his  sentiments  now. 
His  action  in  respect  of  recent  promo- 
tions in  the  War  Office  has  been  in 
accordance  with  them.  Throughout 
that  debate  it  was  unanimously  admitted 
that  Mr.  Pigott*s  character  was  of  the 
highest ;  there  was  no  imputation  upon 
it,  and  no  ono  questioned  that  his  abili- 
ties were  equal  to  his  character.  The 
House  of  Commons  did  not  consider 
that  question  at  all.  It  put  it  aside, 
and  the  decision  was  arrived  at  upon 
totally  different  grounds.  The  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  was 
carried  against  the  Government.  And 
why  was  it  carried?    It  was  carried 
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because  the  general  sense  of  the  House 
was  that  the  appointment  was  priven  not 
altop^ether  because  of  the  qualifications 
of  Mr.  Pigott,  high  as  they  might  be, 
but  also  because,  over  and  above  that, 
there  were  some  kind  of  relations  of  a 
personal  or  political  character  between 
Lord  Beaconsfield  and  Mr.  Figott  or 
that  gentleman's  family,  and  that,  but 
for  these  relations,  the  appointment 
would  not  have  been  made.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  afterwards,  in  his  place  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  made  an  explana- 
tory statement,  and  emphatically  de- 
nied that  any  such  relations  existed. 
On  that  explanation,  and  solely  and  only 
because  of  that  contradiction,  this  House, 
with  a  loyalty  and  generous  promptitude 
which  did  it  honour,  rescinded  the  vote. 
The  House  on  that  occasion  was  not 
only  loyal  and  generous,  but  its  position 
was  strictly  logical  and  as  simple  as  a 
syllogism.  Such  a  syllogi<<m  reduced  to 
the  simplest  form  would  be:  The  ap- 
pointment of  a  gentleman  to  the  head- 
ship of  an  important  office,  in  which 
he  has  not  served,  over  the  heads 
of  the  Staff  of  that  Department,  if 
made  on  account  of  his  personal  rela- 
tions with  the  Minister  m  whose  gift 
the  appointment  lies,  is  calculated  to 
diminish  the  interest  and  zeal  of  offi- 
cials employed  in  Public  Departments 
of  the  State.  That  is  the  major  premiss. 
The  minor  was  this.  Mr.  Pigott  was 
so  appointed  to  be  Controller  of  the 
Statiunerv  Office.  This  the  House  ac- 
cppted  on  the  representation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney ;  and,  having  so 
accepted  it,  the  House  drew  the  logical 
conclusion  in  the  shape  of  the  Besolu- 
tion  whiirh  the  hon.  Member  submitted. 
But  when  it  was  shown,  as  Lord 
Beaconsfield  showed,  that  the  minor 
premiss  was  false,  the  House  properly 
abandoned  its  conclusion,  and  rescinded 
its  vote.  But  what  I  want  to  point  out 
is  this  —  that  it  never  abandoned  its 
major  premiss,  and  that,  if  Mr.  Pigott 
had  been  Lord  Beaconsfield's  own  Pri- 
vate Secretary,  such  a  defence  could  not 
have  been  made,  and  the  vote  would 
have  stood.  I  take  it,  therefore,  that 
the  vote  on  that  occasion  may  be  re- 
garded as  a  proof  that  the  House  is 
prepared  to  condemn  any  such  appoint- 
ments, which  would  not  have  been  made 
if  the  recipient  of  the  benefit  had  not 
stood  in  some  close  personal  relation  to 
the  Minister  in  whose  gift  the  appoint-  i 
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ment  lay.  Now,  there  yoted  on  that 
occasion,  in  support  of  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  as  shown 
by  the  Division  List — the  Hon.  Evelyn 
Ashley,  Mr.  Thomas  Brassey,  the  Bight 
Hon.  John  Bright,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish,  Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain, 
Leonard  H.  Courtney,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke,  the  Bight  Hon.  John  G.  Dodson, 
Henry  Fawcett,  Sir  Charles  Forster,  the 
Bight  Hon.  W.  E.  Forster,  Sir  William 
Harcourt,  Arthur  Divett  Hayter,  Sir 
Henry  James,  Lord  Kensin^rton,  G. 
Osborne  Morgan,  Anthony  J.  Mundella, 
the  Bight  Hon.  Dr.  Lyon  Playfair,  and 
George  Otto  Trevelyan.  Now,  Sir,  that 
was  in  the  last  Parliament,  of  wluch  I 
was  not  a  Member,  and,  therefore,  I 
cannot  be  supposed  to  know  anything 
about  the  individuality  of  the  persons 
to  whom  these  names  belong ;  but  the 
list  induces  me  to  think  that  many  pre- 
sent occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
are  not  altogether  indisposed  to  give  a 
mental  adhesion  to  the  principle  of  my 
Motion.  But,  Sir,  it  may  be  said  by 
those  who  do  not  agrc^e  with  the 
majority  <of  the  present  Ministry  with 
reference  to  some  of  their  appointments, 
that  the  gentlemen  promoted  had  served 
as  Private  Secretaries  to  successive  Mi- 
nisters of  different  Parties,  and  that, 
therefore,  no  charge  of  undue  partiality 
can  be  brought  against  the  Minister 
who  actually  makes  the  beneficial  ap- 
pointment, because  he  is  promoting  a 
gentleman  who  occupied  the  same  post 
with  regard  to  his  Predecessor  as  he 
did  with  regard  to  himself.  But  I  may 
point  out  that  any  man  who  makes  use 
of  that  argument — and  it  has  been  made 
use  of  on  former  occasions — by  so  doing 
entirely  misses  the  force  of  the  com- 
plaint which  is  made.  It  has  absolutely 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question.  What 
matters  it  to  the  Staff  of  the  Customs 
that  the  man  who  takes  the  prize  of 
their  Department  has  been  Private  Se- 
cretary first  to  one  Minister  and  then 
another  ?  Tory  patronage  or  Liberal 
patronage,  it  is  all  one  to  them  if  the 
Treasury  Staff  is  benefited  always  at 
their  expense.  Then,  again,  we  may 
be  told  that  these  gentlemen  are  all 
singularly  able  men,  and  specially 
(jfUalified  beyond  others  for  the  posts  to 
which  they  are  translated.  But,  surely, 
we  are  not  expected  to  believe— and  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  believe,  and  I 
am  certain  the  Civil  Service  will  not 
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believe — that,  from  some  unexplained 
and  mysterious  cause,  one  Department 
ia  BO  provided  with  an  abnormally 
sifted  Staff,  that  from  its  own  ranks  it 
Is  able  to  famish  a  regular  and  constant 
•upply  of  officials  pre-eminently  fitted 
to  occupy  all  the  most  lucrative  posts  in 
other  Departments,  while  not  a  single 
instance  can  be  adduced  of  a  junior  of 
the  Oustoms  or  Inland  Bevenue  Depart- 
ment being  recognized  as  so  gifted  as 
to  be  fit  for  preferment  to  the  Treasury 
iteelf.  No,  Sir ;  however  gifted  an  offi- 
cer in  the  Inland  Bevenue  Department 
may  be,  however  long  and  faithful  his 
aervice,  however  fully  qualified  he  may 
be,  by  work  and  experience,  to  obtain 
one  of  the  prizes  which  he  is  legiti- 
mately entitled  to  hope  for,  he  must  be 
a  man  of  marvellously  sanguine  tempera- 
ment if  he  does  not  find  his  zeal  chilled 
and  his  assiduity  clogged  by  the  con- 
sciousness that  when  within  reach  of  his 
goal  he  may  be  called  upon  to  place  his 
knowledge  and  his  capacity  at  the  com- 
mand of  a  junior  from  the  Treasury, 
who,  with  half  his  service  and  none  of 
his  special  experience,  will  supplant  him 
in  the  post  which  he  has  fairly  earned. 
It  was  well  remarked,  some  three  weeks 
ago,  in  an  article  in  The  TimeB  news- 
paper, that — 

<*The  mere  sense  that  years  of  labour  and 
application  may,  and  probably  will,  go  for 
nothin|^  in  procuring  promotion  to  the  highest 
posts  IS  the  most  serious  damper  to  depart- 
mental zeal  that  can  well  be  imagined." 

That  is  the  result  of  my  experience.  I 
■oarcely  like  to  refer  to  a  third  argu- 
ment— for  it  scarcely  deserves  the  name 
of  argument — in  favour  of  some  of  these 
appointments ;  but  I  allude  to  it  because 
it  will  possibly  be  put  forward  on  this  oc- 
casion— namely,  that  the  man  who  has 
passed  the  whole  of  his  service  in  one 
I>epartment  is  sure  to  have  his  favourite 
baugers-on  and  favourites,  who  will  be 
certain  to  establish  a  clique  around  him, 
which  will  influence  promotion  for  the 
benefit  of  themselves  or  their  friends. 
It  is  scarcely  worth  mentioning  at  all ; 
but,  I  would  answer,  it  is  precisely  this 
cliqueism  of  the  Treasury  that  we  object 
to  ;  and,  besides,  an  outsider  is  just  as 
likely  to  be  swayed  by  his  likings  and 
disliKings  as  another,  while  he  cannot 
possibly  be  so  well  able  to  form  a  cor- 
rect judgment  of  the  qualifications  of 
bis  subordinates  as  that  man  can  who 
baa  watched  their  career  for  years.     If 


cliqueism  is  what  it  is  necessary  to  pre- 
vent, it  is  very  much  more  necessary  to 
prevent  it  in  the  Treasury  than  in  any 
other  Department.  Cliqueism  in  a  De- 
partment may  produce  evils,  and  un- 
questionably it  has  done  so;  but  the 
evils  produced  by  a  clique  in  a  Depart- 
ment are  confided  to  the  Department  it- 
self, whereas  cliqueism  in  the  Treasury 
extends  its  baneful  influences  all  over 
the  Services.  In  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion, I  have  been  told  that  I  am  dealing 
with  a  difficult  and  a  delicate  question. 
I  have  endeavoured  to  avoid  the  least 
expression  which  might  be  calculated  to 
irritate  or  provoke  anything  of  personal 
feeling ;  and  if  I  have  made  use  of  any 
expression  calculated  to  produce  sucn 
an  efl'ect,  I  have  done  so  unwittingly.  I 
have  brought  forward  the  matter,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  attacking  any  Minister, 
or  of  oil'ending  any  gentleman  who  may 
have  been  previously  promoted;  but 
solely  in  the  interest  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. I  have  pointed  out  that  the  Trea- 
sury clerks  who  have  acted  as  Private 
Secretaries  are  apparently  endowed  with 
abilities  far  exceeding  those  of  all  other 
clerks  and  Private  Secretaries  in  the 
Public  Service.  It  is  a  good  thing  for 
a  young  man  in  the  Treasury,  when  a 
good  post  falls  vacant,  to  be  Private 
Secretary  to  a  Minister,  and  to  have  his 
merits  recognized ;  but  it  is  not  neces- 
sarily for  the  good  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice that  he  should  be  rewarded  with 
the  prize  post  of  another  Department. 
It  is  a  practice  which  has  produced  evil 
efl*ects  in  the  past,  and  must  continue  to 
produce  evil  efiects  as  long  as  it  is  con- 
tinued. I  appeal,  therefore,  to  the 
House  of  Commons — not  to  the  present 
Ministry,  but  to  the  House  of  Commons 
— at  least  to  do  their  duty  in  providing 
safeguards  for  our  great  Public  Depart- 
ments, and,  by  so  doing,  promoting  the 
general  interests  of  the  public. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  following  the  hon.  Member 
for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor) into  all  he  had  said  upon  the  sub- 
ject, because  he  was  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that,  with  regard  to  buth  political 
Parties,  very  much  the  same  system  was 
pursued  in  reference  to  these  appoint- 
ments, and  neither  Party  could  reproach 
the  other  as  to  the  course  that  was  taken. 
The  Qovemment  were  now  engaged  in 
dealing  with  corrupt  practices  at  elec- 
tions, with  a  view  of  rendering  electoral 
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contests  more  pure  in  future ;  and  they 
were  imposing  heavy  penidties  upon 
yenal  candidates  and  agents.  Tet  it 
nevertheless  appeared  that  they  prac- 
tised analogous  arts  themselves  in  the 
distribution  of  patronage.  His  object, 
however,  in  risine  was  not  to  enter  into 
the  cases  which  had  been  submitted  to 
the  House  by  the  hon.  Member;  but 
rather  to  call  attention  to  a  matter  that 
occurred  a  very  short  time  ago.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  it  was  sometimes  possible 
to  find  in  a  Department  a  man  fitted  for 
any  place — a  man  of  super-eminent 
ability,  who  was  naturally  fitted  to  fill 
any  position.  There  was,  however,  an 
Order  in  Council  which  provided  for 
the  promotion  of  these  extraordinary 
geniuses,  so  that  their  services  should 
not  be  lost  to  the  public.  He  referred 
to  the  Order  in  Council  dated  4th  of 
June,  1870,  in  reference  to  promotion  in 
the  Civil  Service ;  and  the  7th  Bule  of 
that  Order  was  as  follows : — 

"  In  case  the  Chief  of  a  Department  to  which 
a  situation  helongs^Tand  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury shall  consider  that  the  qualifications  in  re- 
spect of  knowledge  and  ability  deemed  requi- 
site for  such  situation  are  wholly  or  in  part  pro- 
fessional, or  otherwise  peculiar,  and  not  ordi- 
narily to  be  acquired  in  the  Civil  Service,  and 
the  said  Chief  of  the  Department  shall  propose 
to  appoint  thereto  a  person  who  has  acquired 
such  (qualifications  in  other  pursuits,  and  in  case 
the  said  Chief  of  the  Department  and  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury  shall  consider  that  either  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  transfers  from  the 
Redundant  List,  or  for  other  reason,  it  would 
be  for  the  public  interest  that  examination 
should  be  wholly  or  partially  dispensed  with, 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  may  dispense 
with  examination,  wholly  or  partially,  and  maj 
grant  their  certificate  of  quahfication  upon  evi- 
aenco  satisfactory  to  them  that  the  said  person 
possesses  the  requisite  knowledge  and  ability, 
and  is  duly  qualified  in  respect  of  ago,  health, 
and  character." 

He  had  felt  it  his  duty,  in  the  month  of 
February  last,  to  call  attention,  by  a 
Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General,  to  an  appoint- 
ment made  by  him  of  a  gentleman  who 
had  been  acting  in  the  capacity  of  Private 
Secretary  to  himself.  That  person  had 
been  appointed,  in  defiance  of  all  the 
safeguards  provided  by  this  Bule — a  per- 
son neither  qualified  by  age,  nor  dis< 
tinffuished  by  ability,  and  not  in  the 
Public  Service  at  all,  to  a  position  in  the 
Post  Office.  If  hon.  Members  would 
look  at  the  Bule  he  had  just  read,  they 
would  see  at  once  how  far  the  Post- 
master General,  in  making  this  appoint- 
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ment,  had  obeyed  the  only  Bule  which 
could  shield  him  from  the  charge  of  im- 
proper favouritism.  The  individual  in 
question  certainly  did  mot  come  vndar 
the  first  part  of  the  Bule  oc  Order.  There 
was  neither  any  wonderful  amount  of 
knowledge  or  ability  poBseaeed  by  the 

fentleman  who  was  appointed  by  the 
^ostmaster  General ;  and  if  it  was  for 
the  public  interest  that  an  examination 
shoiud  be  wholly  or  in  part  dispensed 
with,  surely  it  was  necessary  that  there 
should  be  some  qualification  as  to  age 
and  so  forth.  Tet  this  person  was  con- 
siderably beyond  the  specified  age,  and 
possessed  neither  the  qualification  of 
ability,  public  service,  or  age.  He  (Mr. 
Warton)  had  put  a  Question  to  the  Post- 
master General  on  the  subject,  and  the 
only  answer  he  received  was  that  he  did 
not  know  what  the  age  of  the  gentle- 
man was.  But  there  were  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  recollected  what  Ministers  said 
from  time  to  time,  and  who  occasionally 
brought  them  to  book  at  a  moment  when 
it  was  not  quite  convenient  to  be  re- 
minded of  their  former  statements.  He 
had  considered  it  his  duty  to  more  for  a 
Betum  of  the  age  of  the  gentleman  who 
had  obtained  exemption  from  the  stipn- 
lations  of  the  Bule  laid  down  in  1870. 
The  Betum  was  granted  as  far  back  as 
February  last ;  but  the  Minister  had  not 
chosen  to  comply  with  it,  and  no  steps 
had  been  taken  to  produce  it. 

Lord  FBEDEBIOK  CAVENDISH: 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  has 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Warton)  has  kindly 
stated  that  he  is  ready  to  make  every 
allowance,  both  to  the  present  and  to  any 
other  Government,  for  the  difficult  cir- 
cumstances under  which  they  are  re- 
quired to  exercise  their  political  patron- 
age. I  regret  very  much  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  is  not 

E resent  to  answer  any  attack  which  may 
e  made  upon  him  in  regard  to  this  par- 
ticular question ;  and  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  the  absence  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  not  intentional,  but  that  it  is 
simply  owing  to  the  fact  that  he  did  not 
expect  that  this  question  was  likely  to 
come  on.  I  hold  that  no  function  of  a 
Minister  of  State  is  more  important  than 
the  exercise  of  the  higher  class  of  pa- 
tronage in  connection  with  appointments 
in  the  Civil  Service,  because  the  efficiency 
of  the  Civil  Service  depends  mainly  upon 
the  character  of  the  appointments  which 
are  made.    From  time  to  time  these  ap- 
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f  ointments  have  been  called  in  question, 
t  is  perfectly  proper  that  that  should 
be  the  case,  and  that,  if  necessary,  the 
person  ivho  has  made  them  shoidd  be 
neld  strictly  responsible  and  called  to 
account.  But  I  would  venture  to  say 
that  of  all  the  appointments  which  have 
been  made  by  the  present  Government, 
those  which  have  been  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  although  I  am  not  here 
to  speak  upon  his  behalf,  are  the  least 
open  to  any  challenge  whatever.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Warton)  has  thought  fit  to  make  an 
attack  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Postmaster  Generiu  for  an  appointment 
which  he  has  made  in  the  Post  Office,  in 
connection  with  a  gentleman  who  had 
previously  occupied  the  position  of  his 
Private  Secretary.  It  will  scarcely  be 
credited  that  the  appointment  thus  called 
in  question  was  not  one  of  any  important 
character  whatever,  but  simply  to  a  sub- 
ordinate clerkship  in  the  Post  Office.  I 
think  I  shall  be  perfectly  within  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  when  I  say 
that,  after  the  explanation  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Fawcett),  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  is 
alone  the  hon.  Member  who  continues  to 
regard  the  appointment  as  unsatisfac- 
tory. I  think  there  are  very  few  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  will  be  of  opi- 
nion that  the  faithful  services  rendered 
by  the  gentleman  in  question  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  General  did 
not  deserve  the  small  recognition  which 
they  have  received.  As  I  have  said,  the 
pa^onage  of  the  higher  class  appoint- 
ments in  the  Civil  Service  is  a  very  im- 
portant question.  I  fully  recognize  the 
force  of  the  observation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor),  that  it  is  discouraging  to 
any  branch  of  the  Civil  Service  to  find 
that  they  have  been  deprived  of  their 
well-deserved  hopes  of  advancement. 
But  the  appointments  which  have  been 
made  in  the  Inland  Eevenue  Depart- 
ment show  that  the  Prime  Minister  is 
by  no  means  insensible  to  that  considera- 
tion. For  instance,  the  appointment  of 
the  present  very  able  Vice  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Inland  Bovenue  has,  for 
the  first  time,  placed  a  man  who  has 
fought  Lis  way  from  the  very  bottom  of 
the  Service  in  that  responsible  and  im- 
portant position.  It  is  even  more  im- 
portant still,  than  any  other  considera- 


tion that  can  be  named,  that  the  best 
man  should  be  selected  for  such  a  post. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  has,  at  some  length, 
dwelt  on  what  he  considers  the  unfair 

Eroportion  of  lucrative  posts  which  have 
een  awarded  for  political  services  to 
fentlemen  connected  with  the  Treasury, 
was  somewhat  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  illustrate  his  remarks 
by  a  reference  to  the  Treasury  itself; 
but  it  is  a  remarkable  fact  that  for  many 
years  the  Treasury  has  not  had  at  the 
head  of  its  own  permanent  Depart- 
ment a  Member  selected  from  the  Trea- 
sury itself.  Sir  Balph  Linemen  is  not  a 
Treasury  man;  his  immediate  prede- 
cessor, Mr.  Hamilton,  was  not  a  Treasury 
man;  and  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan,  who 
was  the  predecessor  of  Mr.  Hamilton, 
was  not  a  Treasury  man.  The  reason  of 
this  has  been  that  the  head  of  the  Trea- 
sury has  felt  that  it  was  a  most  im- 
portant object  to  obtain,  in  this  respon- 
sible position,  the  man  who  was  the  best 
man  for  the  Office;  and,  therefore,  the 
Government  of  the  day  has  altogether 
disregarded  what  the  hon.  Member  has 
spoken  of  as  the  natural  feeling  of  the 
Department  in  looking  forward  to  pro- 
motion. I  could  illustrate  the  course 
which  has  been  pursued  still  further; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  really  neces- 
sary. The  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  adverted  at 
considerable  length  to  the  harm  which 
he  said  was  effected  by  Mr.  Pigott's  ap- 
pointment ;  and  he  has  called  attention  to 
the  Besolution  which  was  passed  by  this 
House  in  reference  to  that  appointment, 
a  Besolution  in  favour  of  which  I  myself 
voted.  Now,  that  appointment  was  of  a 
most  important  nature,  and  the  accusa- 
tion which  was  made  was  that  it  was  con- 
ferred not  on  account  of  service  or  ability, 
but  because  of  the  close  personal  rela- 
tionship which  existed  between  the 
Minister  by  whom  it  was  made  and 
the  individual  on  whom  it  was  con- 
ferred. I  am  not  ashamed  of  the  vote 
which  I  gave  in  favour  of  the  Beso- 
lution. It  appears  to  me  to  have  been 
a  most  reasonable  vote,  if  the  appoint- 
ment was  made  simply  on  account  of 
personal  relationship.  Under  such  cir- 
cumstances, I  hold  that  such  an  appoint- 
ment would  be  a  bad  appointment.  At 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  hold  that  it  is 
necessarily  a  bad  appointment  because 
the  man  appointed  happens  to  have  a 
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personal  relationship  with  the  Minister 
by  whom  the  appointment  is  made. 
Personal  relationship  should,  by  no 
means,  be  a  matter  of  disqualification ; 
but  the  appointment  should  be  fairly 
judged  upon  its  merits,  and  upon  its 
merits  solely.  I  do  not  think,  after  the 
explanations  that  were  made,  that  the 
appointment  really  came  within  the 
terms  of  the  Resolution  which  was  sub- 
sequently passed  by  this  House,  and 
afterwards  rescinded.  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Member  has  also  been 
inconsistent  in  the  treatment  of  the  case 
of  Mr.  Herbert  Murray.  It  so  happens 
that  Mr.  Herbert  Murray  never  had  any 

Personal  relationship  whatever  with  the 
^rime  Minister.  I  believe  that  Mr. 
Murray  was  not  even  known  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  except  by  reputation  as 
one  of  the  most  able  of  the  members  of 
the  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  hope 
the  noble  Lord  will  excuse  me  if  I 
interrupt  him.  I  did  not  gpround  any- 
thing upon  the  particular  appointment 
of  Mr.  Herbert  Murray.  I  only  men- 
tioned his  case  incidentally  with  other 
appointments. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Then  I  have  some  difficulty  in  following 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  because  I  certainly 
understood  him  to  complain  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Herbert  Murray.  I 
understood  him  to  complain  that  Mr. 
Herbert  Murray,  not  having  belonged  to 
the  Department  to  which  he  was  ap- 
pointed, had  been  selected  over  the  heads 
of  other  Civil  Servants  ;  and  all  I  have 
to  say  is,  that  I  do  not  see  how  the  Prime 
Minister  could  have  been  actuated  by 
improper  partiality  towards  Mr.  Herbert 
Murray,  seeing  that  he  had  had  no  pre- 
vious acquaintance  with  him.  The  ap- 
pointment was  made  for  this  reason,  and 
this  reason  only — that,  able  as  the  officers 
of  the  Customs  are,  as  there  were  impor- 
tant changes  in  view,  it  was  considered 
desirable  to  have  a  man  from  the  outside, 
who  should  be  able  to  view  the  difficult 
questions  under  consideration  from  a 
aifferent  standpoint  from  one  who  had 
been  brought  up  in  the  Department. 
And  I  venture  to  say  that  the  appoint- 
ment will  be  justified  before  long.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  complained  not 
only  of  appointments  from  the  Treasury 
generally,  but  of  the  appointments  of 
Private  Secretaries.  The  idea  that  Pri- 
Tate  Secretaries  are  gentlemen  appointed 
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simply  because  they  are  connectiont  or 
friends  of  the  Minister  is  an  antiquated 
one,  and  has  lon^  since  been  exploded. 
So  very  much  oi  the  personal  conve- 
nience of  the  Minister,  and  of  the  pos- 
sibility of  his  discharging  his  duties, 
depends  upon  his  appointing  the  man 
best  fitted  for  the  post,  and  best  quali- 
fied to  aid  in  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  the  Department,  that  Buch  ap- 
pointments can  no  longer  be  called  m 
question.  The  Minister  who  has  the 
appointment  to  make  naturally  looks 
out,  in  his  own  interest  and  convenience, 
for  the  best  man  he  can  get.  I  inll 
take  the  case  of  a  gentleman  to  whom 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  has  referred — Mr. 
West.  Mr.  West,  when  he  was  first 
appointed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  as  his  Private  Secretaxy, 
was  not  in  the  Treasury;  but  he  was 
simply  selected  for  the  office  of  Private 
Secretary  because,  from  all  my  right 
hon.  Friend  could  learn,  he  was  the 
man  best  fitted  for  the  post.  He 
discharged  his  duties  in  the  most  aUe 
manner,  and,  having  proved  himself  to 
be  so  thoroughly  qualified  for  that  posi- 
tion, he  was  made  a  Commissioner  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue ;  and  when  the 
post  of  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Board  be- 
came vacant,  he  had  so  well  performed 
his  duties  that  Lord  Beaoonsfield,  who 
had  had  no  connection  with  him  in  a 
private  capacity,  appointed  him  to  the 
vacancy. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Lord 
Beaoonsfield  refused  for  a  long  time  to 
promote  Mr.  West. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
The  hon.  Member  is  very  ingenious  in 
discovering  a  discrepancy  with  regard 
to  the  facts.  I  venture  to  say  that  any- 
one who  knows  anything  about  the 
working  of  the  Department  is  fuUy 
aware  that  the  reason  why  Mr.  West 
was  promoted  to  the  Vice  Chairmanship 
was,  that  he  was  looked  upon  as  the  best 
man  for  the  post,  and  I  will  add  that 
the  appointment  has  been  amply  justified 
by  the  services  which  Mr.  West  has  since 
rendered.  I  have  already  said  that  it  is 
well  Ministers  should  be  caUed  to  account 
for  the  manner  in  which  they  discharge 
the  important  function  of  exercising 
patronage  in  regard  to  high  appoint 
ments.  The  names  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  read  out  contain  those  of 
some  of  the  most  able  members  of  the 
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Oivil  Service ;  and  they  afford  convincing 
proof  that  the  high  function  of  patron- 
age has^at  any  rate,  in  their  case,  neither 
been  disgraced  nor  hadly  discharged. 
The  hon.  Member  has  referred  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Byan.  I  appeal  to  every 
hon.  Member  who  has  sat  upon  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  to  say  how 
the  important  duties  which  fall  to  the 
lot  of  Mr.  By  an  have  been  discharged. 
It  would  be  absolutely  impossible  to 
obtain  a  better  man.  I  could  go  through 
the  other  names  which  have  been  re- 
forred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  —  Mr. 
Fremantle,  Mr.  Bivers  Wilson,  Mr. 
Stevenson  Blackwood,  and  others— but 
all  I  will  say  is,  that  the  Ministers  who 
appointed  them  ought  to  be  proud  of 
having  done  so,  and  that  there  is  nothing 
to  regret  or  be  ashamed  of  in  appointing 
them. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  wished 
to  offer  a  few  words  in  confirmation  of 
the  view  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  had  expressed.  It 
had  been  his  duty  for  some  time  to 
act  as  Secretary  to  the  Treasury;  and 
when  he  arrived  at  the  Department  he 
found  it  necessary  to  select  a  Private 
Secretary  from  amongst  gentlemen  in  the 
o£Bioe.  This  gentleman  was,  to  all  ap- 
pearances, adverse  in  politics  to  himself, 
out  possessed  the  best  qualifications  for 
the  appointment — that  was  to  say,  great 
experience  and  knowledge  of  the  office, 
added  to  a  spirit  of  loyalty  to  the  Depart- 
ment and  to  the  State.  It  was  urged 
that  the  Administration  might  suffer 
from  the  Party  politics  of  gentlemen 
appointed  to  these  offices ;  but,  with  his 
experience  in  administration,  he  could 
■ay  that  in  his  Department,  no  matter 
what  the  politics  of  gentlemen  might  be, 
their  one  desire  and  object  was  to  serve 
the  State  and  their  superiors  in  office 
with  vigour,  loyalty,  and  perfect  dili- 

fence.  During  the  four  or  five  years  that 
e  was  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  he  was 
served,  and  the  Exchequer  and  the  State 
were  likewise  served,  by  a  gentleman  of 
the  highest  possible  credit  in  the  position 
which  he  then  occupied — a  gentleman 
who  was  since  promoted  to  the  position 
of  Secretary  to  the  Governor  General  of 
India.     This    gentleman  was  no  sym- 

fathizer  with  any  of  his  (Mr.  W.  H. 
mith's)  political  views,  but  was,  on  the 
contrary,  his  political  opponent;  but, 
notwithstanding  that,  he  served  him 
with  fidelity  as  Private  Secretary,  in 


which  capacity  he  regarded  him  not  so 
much  as  he  did  in  the  lis^ht  of  an 
important  officer  doing  his  duty  to  the 
Government  and  the  State.  He  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  to  refer 
to  Mr.  Herbert  Murray,  who  was  an 
officer  in  the  Treasury  Department  in 
Dublin.  It  was  a  matter  of  great  regret 
to  him  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  when  he 
heard  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
present  Government  to  remove  that  gen- 
tleman from  the  position  which  he  held 
in  Dublin,  and  wnich  he  exercised  with 
so  much  advantage  to  the  public.  It 
would  be  a  very  hard  thing,  indeed,  if, 
because  an  officer  had  done  his  duty  to 
the  State  in  one  position,  he  was  not  to 
be  promoted  to  another — in  other  words, 
that  Mr.  Herbert  Murray  should  be  dis- 
qualified for  any  other  position  in  the 
Public  Service.  Beference  had  been  made 
to  the  fact  that  gentlemen  who  had  filled 
positions  in  one  office  had  been  pro- 
moted to  positions  in  another.  He  would 
only  quote  the  case  of  the  Permanent 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who  was  ad- 
vanced to  his  present  position  from  that 
of  Under  Secretary  m  the  Education 
Department.  This  was  an  instance  of 
the  advantage  of  being  able  to  remove 
gentlemen  from  one  Department  and 
utilize  their  services  in  another.  He 
could  say  from  his  own  experience  that 
it  was  very  much  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Public  Service  that  it  should  be 
possible  to  move  gentlemen  in  this  way, 
and  that  there  should  be  no  exclusive 
right  that  promotion  should  follow  from 
step  to  step  in  any  one  Department.  If 
a  contrary  rule  were  laid  down,  the 
Public  Service  would,  in  his  opinion, 
suffer  exceedingly;  and,  therefore,  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  g^ve  its 
sanction  to  the  principle  that  the  respon- 
sibility in  these  matters  must  lie  with 
the  Minister  in  whom  the  patronage 
rested.  If  that  Minister  made  a  mis- 
take in  the  exercise  of  his  patronage, 
the  consequences  of  that  mistake  would 
fall  upon  himself.  He  ventured  to  say 
that,  if  mistakes  were  occasionally  made, 
it  was  better,  on  the  whole,  that  some 
should  occur  than  that  it  should  be  the 
recognized  right  of  any  Department  to 
have  a  monopoly  of  the  highest  posts  in 
that  Department.  He  abstained  from 
expressing  any  opinion  whatever  upon 
the  appointment  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  thought  it  right  to  make. 
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because  that  was  a  matter  whicH  must 
remain  for  his  discretion  alone ;  but  he 
might  be  permitted  to  express  his  regret 
that  Mr.  Herbert  Murray  should  be  re- 
moved from  Dublin,  because  he  was 
doing  good  work  there ;  but,  inasmuch 
as  the  responsibility  in  that  matter  rested 
with  the  Prime  Minister,  he  considered 
that  the  present  arrangement  ought  not 
to  be  disturbed. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  when  he  saw 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  rising  to  take  part 
in  the  discussion  of  this  subject,  which 
naturally  excited  the  sympathies  both 
of  the  actual  occupants  of  Office  and 
those  who  expected  to  be  in  Office  again, 
it  occurred  to  him  that  it  was  time  to 
give  way.  The  present  was  a  case  in 
which  it  was  likely  that  the  old  Parlia- 
mentary saying  would  be  verified,  that 
when  the  fVont  Benches  did  agree  their 
unanimity  was  wonderful.  They  had 
before  them  an  example  of  the  g^at 
value  which  the  Government  attached 
to  this  very  important  class  of  patronac^e, 
and  he  was  not  surprised  at  that,  be- 
cause it  was,  undoubtedly,  an  important 
branch  of  the  patronage  of  which  they 
were  the  dispensers.  He  by  no  means 
wished  to  convey  that  he  believed  in  the 
theory  that,  in  every  case  in  which  they 
exercised  their  powers  of  patronage  in 
this  respect,  they  must  necessarily  be  in 
the  wrong ;  but  he  had  been  struck,  as 
anyone  must  be,  by  the  remarkable 
manner  in  which  some  members  of  the 
Civil  Service,  and  sometimes  those  who 
were  not  members  of  it,  found  them- 
selves in  a  position  to  have  their  merits 
closely  scanned  by  the  dispensers  of 
patronage,  and  to  have  those  merits 
recognized  in  a  degree  and  manner  in 
which  other  Civil  Servants  did  not  suc- 
ceed. He  referred  to  those  Civil  Servants 
who  spent  long  and  laborious  lives  in 
the  ordinary  work  of  administration,  and 
who,  however  much  they  might  deserve 
the  confidence  and  praise  of  their  imme- 
diate superiors,  were  overlooked,  because 
they  did  not  happen  to  be  brought 
within  the  charmed  circle  which  sur- 
rounded the  high  dispensers  of  patron- 
age in  the  Service.  He  had  hstened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  which 
certainly  rose  to  the  level  of  the  occa- 
aion.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he 
did  not  think  the  noble  Lord  could 
have  believed  that  hon.  Members,  in 
raising   this    question,   were    bent   on 
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ascribing  bad  motives  to  anyone  oo 
account  of  the  appointments  referred  to. 
It  was  not  bad  motives  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers found  fault  with;  but  the  little 
foibles  and  weaknesses  of  human  nature, 
as  displayed  by  the  dispensers  of  the 
powers  of  patronage.  The  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  consisted  partly  in  pro- 
phecy, and  partly  in  solemn  declarations 
that  the  best  men  were  always  chosen 
for  these  appointments.  With  regard 
to  the  prophecy,  he  was  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  future  to  be  able  to 
test  the  accuracy  of  the  noble  Lord's 
vaticinations;  but  with  regard  to  the 
declaration  that  the  best  men  were 
chosen,  no  doubt,  men  were  selected 
who,  it  was  believed,  would  justify  the 
choice  made,  although,  by  a  remarkable 
coincidence,  these  fortunate  Private  Se- 
cretaries to  Prime  Ministers  and  other 
high  personages  were  not  promoted  to 
the  positions  in  which,  as  the  House  was 
informed,  they  were  ho  much  required, 
until  just  before  the  departure  from 
Office  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  whom 
they  acted  as  Private  Secretaries,  and 
who,  while  their  services  as  Secretaries 
were  required,  did  not  see  the  necessity 
of  promoting  them  over  the  heads  of 
others.  It  was  only  when  irreconcilable 
constituencies  removed  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister that  he  thought  of  the  merit  of 
his  Private  Secretary,  and  at  once  pro- 
moted him  to  a  position  of  £1,500  or 
£2,000  a-year.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had 
no  doubt  that,  as  a  rule,  Private  Se- 
cretaries who  were  promoted  were  men 
of  capacity.  It  was  not  likely  that  they 
would  be  chosen  as  Private  Secretaries 
without  capacity;  and,  therefore,  that 
question  need  not  be  raised.  The  question 
was  that,  in  the  ordinary  service  of  the 
State  in  various  Depigments,  there 
were  men  who,  by  length  of  servioe, 
were  working  their  way  to  the  top,  and 
were  close  to  the  top^men  of  equal 
ability  with  these  Private  Secretaries— 
who  had  their  chances  of  promotion 
stopped  on  a  sudden  by  someone  being 
brought  into  the  office  from  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  dispensers  of  power  of 
the  day,  who  might  be  able  men,  bat 
who  had  not  served  long  and  well  in 
the  Department  in  which  they  obtained 
such  high  promotion.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  chal- 
lenged his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor),  who  brought  this  question 
before  the  House  on  the  present  oc- 
casion, to  say  anything,  if  he  had  luay- 
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thing  to  say,  against  the  recent  appoint- 
ment of  ILr.  xoong  to  the  position  of 
Bepntv  Chairman  to  the  Board  of  la- 
lana  ReTenne.    There  was  nothing  to 
be  said  against  that  appointment,  but 
affainst  the  system  of  appointment,  for, 
ix  the  merit  of  service  alone  had  been 
oonflidered,  Mr.  Young  ought  to  have 
zeoeiyed  promotion  a  very  long  time  be- 
fore.    A  Paper  had  been  placed  in  his 
(Mr.  O'Donnell's)  hands,  written  by  some- 
one who  appeared  to  be  acquainted  with 
the  facts,  and  it  gave  the  history  of  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Young  to  the  fol- 
lowing   effect: — It    seemed    that    Mr. 
Young  was  one  of  the  best  Secretaries 
which  the  Inland  Eevenue  Office  had 
•een  for  a  generation,  notwithstanding 
that,  when  it  was  deemed  advisable  to 
promote  Mr.  Algernon  West,  the  Pre- 
mier of  that  day,   who  was  also   the 
Premier  of  the  present  day,   did   not 
hesitate  to  appoint  him  to  the  position 
of  Commissioner  in  the  Inland  Kevenue 
Department,   over    the    head    of    Mr. 
Young.     Again,  when,  after  a  while, 
the  merits  of  Mr.  Northcote  appeared 
to    the  Ohancellor    of    the   Exchequer 
of   another  Administration  to  roquiro 
marked  appreciation,  Mr.  Northcote  was 
appointed  Commissioner  to  the  Board 
of  Inland  Bevenuo,  again  over  the  head 
of  Mr.  Young.    Then,  when  Mr.  Charles 
Herries  was  obliged  to  retire  from  the 
Board  on  account  of  ill-health,  it  was 
found  absolutely  necessary  to  promote 
Mr.  Young,  over  the  head  of  one  Com- 
miBaioner  who  had  beon  promoted  over 
Ilia  head  without  any  previous  service. 
The  conclusion  was,  therefore,  that  Mr. 
Young's  promotion  was  delayed  as  long 
aa  poaaible ;  that  Mr.  Algernon  West,  Pri- 
vate  Secretary,  was  brought  into  the  De- 
partment over  his  head  previously,  as  was 
also  Mr.   Northcote,  doubtless   a   very 
oapable  gentleman,   but  who,  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnefi)  believed,  had  not  possessed 
the  advantage  of  being  a  member  of  the 
(Xvil  Service  at  all,  until  he  was  bom- 
barded into  the  position  of  Commissioner 
of  the  Inland  Kevenue.   Under  the  cir- 
onmwtances,he  could  not  but  think  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  put  forward  a  somewhat , 
unfortunate  example  of  the  present  sys-  : 
tern  of  promotion  in  the  case  of  Private  ; 
Secretaries.     The  fact  remained  that  a 
anxprisingly  large  number  of  Secretaries, 
clerks  in  the  Treasury,  and  gentlemen  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  chief  dis- 
panaers  of  power  and  patronage,  had  \ 


obtained  promotion  over  the  heads  of 
old,  tried,  and  experienced  members  of 
Departments.      The  right    hon.    Gen- 
tleman the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  left  to  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister  the  entire  responsi- 
bility of  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Herbert 
Murray  to  his  present  position,  and  re- 
gretted he  should   have  been  removed 
from  Dublin,  where  he  regarded  him  as 
the  right  man  in  the  right  place.      That 
gentleman  had  been  rather  fortunate  in 
his  career  of  promotion.     He  had  been 
promoted  to  the  Assistant  Postmaster- 
ship,  and  afterwards  to  the  Secretaryship 
of  the  Customs  Board,  with  the  present 
salary  of  £1,400    a-year.       He    could 
assure  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that,  in 
the  general  opinion  of  the  Service  in 
Ireland,  Mr.  Herbert  Murray  was  by  no 
means  that  success,  departmentally  or 
socially,  which  the  right  non.  Gentleman 
seemed  to   imagine.      Few  interesting 
strangers  from    England    ever  earned 
less  personal  favour  from  the  Staff  of 
Irish  officials  than  Mr.  Herbert  Murray, 
and  it  was  not  from  Dublin  that  any 
wish  would  be  expressed  to  have  Mr. 
Murray  back  again.  He  (Mr.  O'DonnoU) 
understood  that  the  only  real  justifica- 
tion for  Mr.  Murray's  present  appoint- 
ment was  that  he  was  free  from  the 
traditions  and  free  from  the  experience 
of  the  Customs  Board ;   he  had  been 
specially  selected    for    the    purpose  of 
pressing  upon  the  Customs  officials  an 
entirely  new  view  of   Customs    policy 
which  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer thought  it  advisable  to  adopt. 
If  Prime  Ministers  would  promote  their 
Private  Secretaries,  as  a  rule,  at  some  date 
much  earlier  than  tiieir  own  approaching 
retirement,  there  would  be  much  less 
ground  for  the  suspicion  that  the  pro- 
motions were  made  as  a    reward    for 
faithful  service  as  Private  Secretaries  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  which  capacity 
they  could  be  no  longer  retained.     He 
could  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
both  Front  Benches  that  the  dissatis- 
faction in  the  Service  generally  was  ex- 
treme at  the  habitual  interruption   of 
promotion ;  at  the  habitual  disregard  of 
the  merits  of  experienced  officers ;  and 
at  the  habitual  way  in  which  private 
acquaintance,  if  not  personal  affection, 
seemed  to  interfere  with  the  claims  of 
the  old  and  experienced  servants  of  the 
State.    Both  me  Government  and  the 


1751 


JWunieipat 


fOOMMONS} 


CarporMtions  Bill,  1763 


Opposition  Front  Bench  could  depend 
upon  the  applause  and  the  votes  of  the 
Parties  which  they  were  in  the  habit  of 
leading,  upon  this,  as  upon  every  ques- 
tion ;  but  the  fact  remained  that  there 
was  a  wide-spread  dissatisfaction  in  the 
Public  Departments  at  the  manner  in 
which  all  the  best  prizes  of  the  Public 
Departments  seemed  to  be  reserved  for 
gentlemen  within  the  immediate  cogni- 
zance of  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench.    The  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  might  assure  the  House  in  per- 
fect good  faith  that  they  always  desired 
to  choose  the  best  men  ;  but  so  long  as 
they  seemed  to  confine  their  apprecia- 
tion of  the  best  men  to  the  men  whom 
they  happened  to  know  best  in  their  own 
immediate  circle,  so  long  would  that  dis- 
satisfaction in  the  Public  Service  con- 
tinue.    If  it  was  possible  to  appoint  any 
constitutional  test  by  which  the  opinions 
of  the  Civil  Servants  at  large  could  be 
laid  before  the  House,  he  was  persuaded 
the  result  would  be  something  startling. 
They  who  had  the  advantage  of  the  ex- 
planations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
of  course,  did  not  for  a  moment  entertain 
the  idea  that  any  unworthy  favouritism 
had  prompted  the  appointments  under 
review ;  but  amongst  the  mass  of  Civil 
Servants  who  had  not  the  same  oppor- 
tunities of  becoming  convinced  of   the 
entire  disinterestedness  with  which  the 
occupants  of   the  Treasury  and  Front 
Opposition  Benches  devoted  themselves 
to    the     service    of    the    State    there 
was  considerable  doubt  as  to  the  im- 
partiality of  these  appointments.     He 
hoped  that  out  of  regard  for  the  feelings 
of  the  public  servants  at  large,  every 
effort  would  bo  made  in  the  future  by 
the  Treasury  Bench  to  g^ve,  more  fre- 
quently, chances  of  promotion  to  those 
servants  of  the    State  who  seemed  to 
have  earned  promotion,  not  in  the  im- 
mediate vicinity  of  Ministers,   but  by 
hard  service,  and  by  gradual  rise  in  the 
State  Departments.     A  few  well-adver- 
tised instances  of  promotion  as  a  result 
of  long  service  and  merit  within  a  De- 
partment  would  go   an  immense  way 
towards  removing  the  impressions  which 
a  long  series  of,  to  outsiders,  strange 
appointments  had  produced  upon   the 
CSivil  Service  at  large. 

Motion,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 
Mr.  fflknnM 


MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  {r^-commitUi) 

BILL.— [Bill  113.] 
{Mr,  HibUrt,  Secretary  Sir  William  Sarmtrt.) 

COIOCITTSB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  will,  upon  Tuesday 
next,  at  Two  of  the  clock,  resolve  itself 
into  the  said  Committee."— (Zori^  Fr$d§- 
rich  Cavendish,) 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  rose  to 
object  to  the  Motion,  and  to  repeat  the 
protest  which  he  made  last  week  against 
what  they  must  term  those  violent  in- 
roads upon  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers at  that  early  period  of  the  Session. 
[''  Oh,  oh !  "]  He  hoped  hon.  Members 
opposite  would  allow  him  to  express  his 
opinion.  He  spoke  on  behalf  of  private 
Members,  and  he  protested  against  the 
assumption  of  their  time  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  was  bound  to  say  that,  after 
the  announcement  made  that  morning 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  he  oould  not 
think  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  could  be  surprised  at 
the  course  he  was  adopting.  They  had 
been  told  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
their  Tuesdays  were  to  be  taken  for  the 
purpose  of  proceeding  with  Resolutions 
which  were  not  only  repugnant  and 
obnoxious  to  hon.  G-entlemen  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House,  but  to  a 
great  many  hon.  Members  opposite.  But 
that  was  not  all.  The  Prime  Minister 
made  another  statement  of  great  import- 
ance, and  which  afforded  them  stronger 
gound  for  resisting  the  present  proposal, 
e  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say,  in  answer  to  a  Question  put  to  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen),  that  he  would  take 
advantage  of  a  Motion  to  be  made  by 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir 
John  Hay)  to  state  whether  or  not  the 
Government  intended  to  release  the ''  sus- 
pects "  now  in  prison  in  Ireland.  He 
need  scarcely  point  out  that  the  position 
of  the  Government  was  this — that  what- 
ever answer  they  made  to  that  Question, 
it  must  lead  to  a  protracted,  and,  in  all 
probability,  an  acrimonious  debate.  If 
the  Government  announced  their  inten- 
tion of  releasing  the  "suspects" — and 
there  were  a  great  many  rumours  flying 
about  the  Lobbies  to  that  effect — he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  supposed  they  themselves  must 
be  prepared  to  expect  a  considerable 
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debate  upon  a  enbjeot  of  enoh  great  and 
yast  importance  as  that.  He  did  not 
place  any  reliance  upon  the  rumours  he 
had  alluded  to ;  he  did  not  believe  the 
OoTomment  intended  to  pursue  such  a 
policy ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
stated  they  had  no  intention  of  releasing 
the  *'  suspects,"  but  were  prepared  to  re- 
ject altogether  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle,  they  must  be 
sure  that  such  a  declaration  would  un- 
doubtedly lead  to  a  long  and  protracted 
discussion,  and  one  of  great  importance. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that,  under  those 
oiroumstances,  he  did  not  think  the  Go- 
Temment  were  justified  in  proposing  to 
take  a  debate  of  that  nature  at  an 
Evening  Sitting  un  Tuesday.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  told  them  that  if  they 
did  not  take  Tuesdays,  it  would  be  con- 
Bidered  by  the  country  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  faltering  in  its  duty.  He  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  had  no  doubt  they  were  con- 
sidered by  the  country  to  be  faltering  in 
their  duty,  because  they  had  neglected 
their  elementary  duty  in  Ireland,  and 
that  was  to  give  security  to  life  and 
property  in  that  country.  He  begged  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  words  **  at 
Two  of  the  clock." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  at  Two  of  the  clock." — {Mr, 
Chaplin,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  was 
glad  the  noble  Marquess  (the  ^farquesn 
of  Hartington)  was  in  his  place,  because 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chaplin)  had 
omitted  to  notice  what  struck  him  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  the  other  evening ;  and 
that  was  that,  when  the  question  of 
Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays  was  before 
the  House  last  Friday,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess said  that  although  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  take  last  Tuesday,  for 
reasons  then  stated,  the  question  of 
Morning  Sittings  in  future  would  be 
decided  when  it  arose.  That  was  a  very 
different  statement  to  that  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  at  4  o'clock  that  day, 
and  he  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  hoped  the 
discrepancy  would  be  explained. 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin).  It  would  bo  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  on  this  day  week  the 


noble  Marquess  the  Seoretaxy  of  State 
for  India  stated  that  the  Government  did 
not  intend  to  ask  for  Morning  Sitting^ 
on  all  Tuesdays,  if  occasions  of  import- 
ance arose  as  to  justify  the  whole  of  the 
day  being  appropriated  to  private  Mem- 
bers. He  (Mr.  Healy)  would  remind 
the  noble  Marquess  that  an  occasion  of 
extreme  importance  would  arise  on  Tues- 
day next,  and  that  it  would  not  be  wise  or 
convenient  that  a  debate  on  the  releasOi 
or  otherwise,  of  the  ''suspects"  in  Ire- 
land should  commence  at  9  o'clock  in 
the  evening,  instead  of  at  half-past  4. 
Of  course,  it  was  not  intended  to  resist 
Morning  Sittings  on  every  occasion  that 
the  Government  should  demand  them ; 
but  Tuesday  next  was  a  special  occasion. 
Seeing  the  importance  of  the  subject 
involved  in  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  Wig^n 
Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay),  a  good  case  had 
been  made  out  for  resisting  the  present 
proposal.  The  question  was  important 
under  any  circumstances  ;  but  it  was  still 
more  important  owing  to  the  fact  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  stated  that  day  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  the  opportunity, 
on  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  of  making  a  state- 
ment upon  their  general  policy  in  Ire- 
land. He  (Mr.  Healy)  would  put  it  to 
the  noble  Marquess,  who  at  this  moment 
led  the  House,  whether  it  was  wise  that 
the  Government  should,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  ask  for  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
Tuesday  next,  seeing  that  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Sir  Juhn  Hay)  stood  first  on  the  Paper 
fur  that  day?  He  would  remind  the 
noble  Marquess  that,  as  far  as  his  recol- 
lection went,  a  sort  of  pledge  was  given 
to  the  House  on  Friday  last  that  the 
Government  would  not  ask  for  Morning 
Sittings  without  due  Notice ;  and  cer- 
tainly it  could  not  be  considered  that, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  now  1  o'clock  on 
Saturday  morning,  due  Notice  had  been 
given  in  this  instance.  It  was  considered 
by  those  who  were  in  the  House  at  the 
time  that  due  Notice  would  be  given, 
owing  to  the  form  of  the  Motion.  He 
would  ask  the  noble  Marquess  if,  by  the 
attitude  they  had  assumed,  the  Govern- 
ment were  treating  the  House  in  the 
way  it  had  a  right  to  expect,  remem- 
bering the  tacit  understanding  arrived 
at  last  week,  nnd  seeing  the  impor- 
tance   which    attached   to   the    Motion 
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of  the  right  hon.  and  gaUant  Baronet 
(Sir  John  Hay),  and  to  the  statement  to 
be  made  upon  that  Motion  by  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman   the   Prime   Minister. 
The  Irish  Members  desired  discussion, 
and  although  they  could  not  expect  to 
go  into  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  Ireland,  there  were  various  matters 
connected  with  the  pacification  of  Ireland 
which  would  arise  on  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  which  re- 
quired serious  consideration.    Under  the 
circumstances,  he  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  persist  in  their  Motion. 
Thb  Marquess   of  HAETINQTON 
said,  he  was   afraid  the    Government 
must  persevere  in   the   proposal  now 
made    to    the    House,    and    of   which 
due  Notice  was  given  more  than  a  week 
ago.     He  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  last   spoken  (Mr. 
Healy)  that  there  had  been  any  want  of 
Notice.     He  stated  last  Friday  that  the 
intention  of  the  Government  was  to  ask 
the  House  to  gnrant  Morning  Sittings  on 
all  Tuesdays  during  the  remainder  of 
the  Session,   and  Notice  was  given  at 
that  time.   In  the  subsequent  discussion 
which  took  place,   the  noble  Earl  the 
Member    for    North    Northumberland 
(Earl  Percy)  asked  whether  due  Notice 
would  be  given,  in  order  to  enable  hon. 
Members  who  wished  to  do  so  to  oppose 
any  Morning  Sitting  being  taken ;  and 
he  (the  l^farquess  of  Hartington)  stated, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that  they 
would  not  take  any  steps  to  secure  a 
Morning  Sitting  for  next  Tuesday  until 
Thursday  in  the  present  week.     It  was 
now  Saturday  morning ;  and  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    the    Prime    Minister 
gave  Notice,  when  the  House  was  very 
full  indeed,  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  ask  the  House  to 
grant  them  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuee- 
day.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
^fomber    for    North    Hampshire   (Mr. 
Selator-Booth)  had  called  attention  to 
what  he  considered  a  discrepancy  be- 
tween the  statement  made  by  him  (the 
l^farquess  of  Hartington)  last  week  and 
the  statement  made  that  evening  by  the 
Prime  Minister.     He  (the  Marquees  of 
Hartington)  ventured  to  think  there  was 
no  discrepancy  at  all.     He  stated  last 
week  that  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  ask  the  House  for  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  on  every  Tueeday  in  future ; 
and  he  also  stated  at  that  time  that, 
owing  to  the  form  in  wliieh  the  House 

Mr,  H0Ai^ 


decided  the  matter,  it  was  impoflaible  to 
make  any  general  Motion  on  the  rob-^ 
ject ;  but  the  point  must  be  determined  on 
each  occasion  that  the  Sitting  was  asked 
for.  He  further  stated  that,  if  there  was 
an  occasion  on  which  the  House  thought 
it  wise  to  withhold  a  Morning  Sitting,  it 
would  be  quite  possible  for  it  to  do 
BO.  The  only  question  was,  whether,  on 
Tuesday  morning,  the  whole  time  should 
be  given  to  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay)  ?  The 
hon.  Member  who  opposed  the  Motion 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  had  frankly  stated  that 
one  of  his  objections  to  givinff  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  was  that  it  would  be  for  the 
purpose  of  discussing  a  measure  which 
he  disliked.  That  might  be  very  natural; 
but  the  fact  that  a  particular  matter 
might  not  be  agreeable  to  one  section  of 
the  House  was  hardly  a  reason  against 
granting  a  Morning  Sitting.  The  sub- 
ject must  be  discussed  some  time  or  other, 
and  it  was  possible  that  the  measure 
might  be  made,  by  discussion,  somewhat 
less  objectionable  to  the  hon.  Member. 
At  aU  events,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Haii- 
ing^n)  did  not  know  how  they  were  to 
progress  with  the  Business,  imless  tbe 
House  would  g^nt  some  gpreater  faci- 
lities. The  hon.  Member  opposed  the 
Motion,  and  said  that,  whatever  might 
be  the  nature  of  the  announcement  to  be 
made  by  the  Government,  it  was  sure  to 
lead  to  discussion,  and  the  time  for  that 
discussion  would  bo  longer  than  was 
possible  in  a  Morning  Sitting,  and  that 
the  discussion  would  be  acrimonious. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  I  said  it  was  certain 
to  be  long,  and  probably  acrimonious. 

The  Mi^quess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  misunderstood  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  if  it  was  likely  to  be  acri- 
monious, then  it  was  desirable  that  it 
should  be  short ;  and  he  must  protest 
against  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  the  Government  had  announced 
their  intention  to  make  an  important 
statement  with  regard  to  their  whole 
policy  in  Ireland.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
was  asked  a  Question  that  evening,  and 
he  said  it  would  not  be  convenient  to 
give  an  answer  to  that  Qaestion  in 
a  form  which  did  not  admit  of  dis- 
cussion, but  that  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient to  answer  the  Question  when 
a  discussion  might  be  had  if  necessary. 
They  all  knew  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  (Sir  John  Hay)  had 
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ft  Motion  on  the  Paper ;  but,  consider- 
ing the  amount  of  time  that  they  had 
abeadj  devoted  to  Irish  subjects,  he  did 
not  know  why  it  should  be  necessary  for 
any  of  them  to  spealc  at  any  great 
lenffth.  He  did  not  know  whether  it 
might  not  be  possible  to  have  a  very  in- 
teresting discussion,  the  speeches  aver- 
aging not  more  than  a  quarter  of  an 
hour  in  duration.  If  they  were  limited 
to  that  extent,  he  did  not  know  that 
a  discussion  of  that  kind  would  be  in- 
adequate to  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion to  be  raised.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  necessary  to  discuss  at  greater 
length  the  general  subject  of  Morning 
Sittings ;  and  he  ventured  to  think  he  had 
shown  sufficient  reason  why  they  should 
not  depart  from  that  intention. 

Sm  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  was  very  much  surprised  at  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Harting^on),  for,  if  there  was 
one  thing  at  the  present  moment  which 
the  country  was  anxious  to  hear,  it  was 
a  statement  from  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  preservation  of  peace  in 
Ireland.  The  course  they  intended  to 
pursue,  and  the  new  measureswhich  they 
intended  to  bring  in,  were  matters  of 
great  interest  and  importance  to  the 
country ;  and  he  was  much  struck  with 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister 
that  at  2  o'clock  on  Tuesday  he  intended 
to  bring  forward  the  eldture  Eesolutions, 
as  against  any  statement  with  regard  to 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland.  The  coun- 
try was  looking  with  great  anxiety  to 
the  statement  to  be  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  there  was  not  a  man  in 
any  part  of  the  House  who  did  not  re- 
gard with  the  gravest  apprehension  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland.  There  was 
nothing  which  deserved  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  House  more  than  that 
subject ;  and  when  he  heard  from  the 
noble  Marquess  that  there  was  to  be  a 
short  statement  made  on  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  and 
when  he  knew  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  able  to  make  long  statements  when- 
ever he  liked,  he  thought  it  was  not 
treating  the  House  or  the  country  with 
proper  respect  when  this  statement, 
which  was  so  much  expected,  was  put 
off  from  day  to  day,  as  it  had  been,  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  He,  therefore, 
rose  to  enter  his  protest  against  taking 
the  cJdture  Besolutions  on  Tuesday  at 
2  o'clock,   when  the  House  ought  to  ! 


have  a  statement  of  far  greater  import- 
ance than  the  eldture  could  be  to  the 
House  or  the  country. 

Mh.  WARTON  hoped  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
would  not  consider  his  answer  as  final, 
and  said  he  made  this  appeal  in  obe- 
dience to  one  of  the  noble  Marquess's 
strongest  supporters — the  hon.  Member 
for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian). 
When  the  first  discussion  arose  about 
taking  last  Tuesday  for  a  Morning  Sit- 
ting, that  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
noble  Marquess  to  consider  his  imfor- 
tunate  position ;  and  he  (Mr.  Warton) 
was  now  speaking  in  the  interests  of  that 
hon.  Member,  because,  although  he  (Mr. 
Warton)  himself  was  opposed  to  the 
hon.  Member's  Motion,  and  believed  he 
would  not  be  able  to  carry  it  through, 
yet  it  was  fair,  as  an  opponent,  to  state 
the  position  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  placed.  The  Statutes  to  which 
the  hon.  Member's  Motion  related  were 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  on  the 
first  day  of  the  Session,  and  they  were 
then  to  remain  on  the  Table  for  three 
months.  That  period  would  expire  on 
Sunday,  and  therefore  next  Tuesday 
was  the  last  occasion  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  able  to  bring  forward 
his  Motion.  When  the  Prime  Minister 
intimated  his  intention  to  take  all  the 
Tuesdays  for  Morning  Sittings,  an  ap- 
peal was  made,  which  he  had  thought 
was  successful,  to  the  Government  to 
reserve  next  Tuesday  for  private  Mem- 
bers ;  and  he  hoped  the  noble  Marquess 
would  well  consider  that  appeal,  and 
spare  next  Tuesday  for  private  Members. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIOE 
said,  he  must  confess  that,  on  a  general 
consideration  of  this  question,  he  re- 
gretted, on  the  whole,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  allowed  the  Business  to 
Eroceed  in  the  usual  way  on  Tuesday, 
ecause,  although  he  fully  sympathized 
with  their  wish  to  push  the  Procedure 
Resolutions,  yet,  nevertheless,  there  was 
no  doubt  that  the  question  which  was  to 
be  brought  on  next  Tuesday  was  one  of 
such  great  and  pressino^  and  vital  in- 
terest that  noboay  could  complain  if 
hon.  Members  opposite  desirea  a  full 
Sitting  for  its  discussion.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  asked  a  very  fair  question — 
namely,  whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
this  question,  important  and  vital  as  it 
was,  could  not  be  discuBsed  in  the  five 
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hours  of  Tuesday's  Sitting,  if  the  House 
chose.    The  House  would  meet  punc- 
tually again  at  9  o'clock  in  the  evening, 
and  there  was  no  reason  why  the  debate 
should  not  be  continued  till  2  o'clock  or 
later.     They  had  all  had  the  great  mis- 
fortune,  during  the  last  few  years,  of 
often  sitting  up  in  the  House  for  Busi- 
ness of  much  less  importance  until  a 
much  later  hour  than  that.     Therefore, 
if  the  Government  intended  to  press  the 
point,  he  should  certainly  go  into  the 
liobby  with  them  ;  for  he  felt  that  the 
attention  of  the  House  and  the  country 
was  now  fixed  on  the  question  of  what 
progress  was  to  be  made  with  the  Pro- 
cedure Rules.     He  believed  that  to  get 
those  Kesolutions  settled,  and  order  and 
decency  in  debate  restored  in  the  House, 
was  the  very  first  condition  to  a  re- 
storation of  order  in  Ireland,  which  he 
understood  to  be  the  question  which  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John   Hay)   was 
anxious  to  bring  before  the  House.    He 
believed  until  tnat  was  done  it  did  not 
much  signify  what  else  was  done.   They 
must  first  restore  order  in  the  House,  and 
then  he  believed  that  the  disorder  which 
originated  there,  and  spread  from  there 
elsewhere,  would  be  limited.     For  that 
reason  he  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Wigton  Burghs 
would  not  oppose  the  Qovemment,  and 
that  hon.  Members  representing  Irish 
constituencies  would  realize  that  they, 
objecting,  as  they  did,  to  the  principle  of 
the  Coercion  Act,  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  showing,  by  not  offering  any- 
thing  approaching  to  what  might  be 
called  factious  opposition  to  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government,  that  they  de- 
sired to  do  what  was  right  by  their  own 
country — namely,  to  enable  the  House 
to  get  its  Business  into  such  a  condition 
that  it  might  be  able  to  discuss  fairly 
and  fully  questions  relating  not  only  to 
the  good  of  England,  but  to  the  good  of 
Ireland,    which    he    believed  many  of 
them  had  sincerely  at  heart. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  :  I 
think  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  is  very  sanguine 
if  he  imagines  that  merely  by  securing 
a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday  the  Go- 
vernment will  be  able  to  make  such 
progress  with  the  Procedure  Resolu- 
tions as  will  lead  to  the  desirable  results 
which  he  has  at  heart.  I  regret  very 
much  that  the  Government  have  deter- 

Lord  Edmond  FiUmaurice 


mined  to  appropriate  the  Morning  Sit- 
ting on  Tuesday,  because  it  appears  to 
me  that,  above  all  things,  it  is  aesirable 
that   the  present  condition  of  Ireland 
should  be  fairly  and  fully  discussed  in 
this  House.    I  am  not  by  any  means 
prepared  to  say  that  the  Motion  of  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John 
Hay)  affords  the  very  best  opportunity 
for  initiating  such  a   discussion  ;    bat 
what  I  do  feel  is,  that  such  a  discussion 
must  take  place  before  lon^ ;  that  it  is 
absolutely  demanded  by  uie  country, 
and  that  it  is,  in  the  mind  of  the  coun- 
try, a  matter  of  far  greater  importance 
than  the  Procedure  Hesolutions.     If,  as 
appears  to  be  probable,  the  Gbvemment 
think  it  best  to  take  part  of  Tuesday  for 
proceeding  with  those  Besolutions,  one 
result  will  certainly  follow.     There  will 
be  an  imperfect  discussion  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Wigton  Burghs, 
and  then  it  will  be  felt  to  be  necessary, 
I  think,  by  every  Party  in  this  House, 
that  the  discussion  shall  be  renewed 
upon  an  early  occasion,   and  shall  be 
thoroughly  thrashed  out  and  completed. 
Therefore,  the  whole  of  Tuesday  even- 
ing will  probably  be  wasted,  and  that 
simply  to  enable    the    Government  to 
make  some  fancied  progress  with  the 
Resolutions,  with  which  I  do  not  beliere 
they  will  really  make  any  progpress  ia 
the  Morning  Sitting. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  has  advanced  any 
argument  which  is  at  all  conclusive  on 
this  matter.  He  said  he  did  not  think 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  and  g^ant 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Hay)  was  a  Motion 
which  would  adequately  raise  the  gene- 
ral question  of  policy  in  Ireland,  and  I 
should  have  been  very  much  surprised 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
of  opinion  that  it  would  do  so.  So  far 
as  I  recollect  that  Motion,  I  doubt  whe- 
ther it  is  one  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  support.  If  you  want  a 
general  discussion  and  a  Motion  on  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  Ireland,  you 
will  not  raise  such  a  discussion  upon  that 
Motion.  That  Motion  will  be  discussed 
as  an  isolated  matter,  and  if  there  shonld 
be  a  Motion  with  reference  to  the  whole 
condition  of  Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman can  hardly  suppose  that  a  sin^e 
Morning  Sitting  would  dispose  of  that 
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vabject.  Therefore,  neither  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  arguments  is  addressed 
to  the  question  of  a  Morning  Sitting. 
We  are  not  going,  and  nobody  proposes, 
as  I  understand,  to  raise  the  whole  Irish 
policy  on  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Wigton  Burghs,  and  the  matter  with 
which  that  Motion  deals  might  very  well 
be  disposed  of  on  Tuesday  evening.  We, 
in  the  present  state  of  Parliamentary 
Bnsiness,  ask  the  House  to  support  us 
in  getting  on  with  the  Business.  That 
is  the  meaning  of  this  appeal,  and  we 
must  take  the  responsibility  of  asking 
the  House  of  Commons  to  allow  the 
Business  of  the  country  to  be  gone  on 
with.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  com- 
plained bitterly  that  the  noble  Marquess 
nad  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  would 
make  a  short  speech,  and  said  that  if 
you  have  an  early  Sitting  the  Prime 
Minister  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
making  a  long  speech.  I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  reason  for  a  Morning  Sitting. 
Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  said — do  not  let 
118  have  a  Morning  Sitting,  because  that 
might  interfere  with  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire  (Mr. 
Hussey  Vivian) — whom  he  has  taken 
under  his  wing  for  this  occasion  only. 
But  if  we  are  to  do  what  the  country 
wishes  us  to  do  with  reference  to  the 
Public  Business,  the  Government  must 
ask  the  House  to  agree  to  their  proposal. 
They  take  the  responsibility  of  making 
that  request,  and  those  who  oppose  it 
must  take  the  responsibility  of  resisting 
it.  That  is  a  very  fair  and  proper  issue; 
and  upon  that  only  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  able  to  decide  whether 
there  is  any  reason  for  making  an  ex- 
ception of  this  Tuesday  over  any  other 
Tuesday.  I  do  think  that  the  country, 
looking  at  what  happened  on  former 
Tuesdays  during  this  Session,  will  not 
oonsider  that  the  Government  are  pro- 
posing any  very  great  sacrifice  of  the 
time  of  private  Members,  of  which  we 
hear  so  much ;  but  with  regard  to  which, 
when  hon.  Members  have  the  time,  they 
prefer  not  to  take  it,  but  to  take  the 
Government  time.  That  being  so,  I 
think  we  are  not  unduly  encroaching  on 
their  manor,  or  making  unjust  demands 
on  the  House ;  and  I  do  hope  that  the 
House  will  support  the  Government. 

VOL.  OCLXVm.   [third  bbeibs.] 


Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  told  them  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Prime   Minister   to  make,  on  this 
forthcoming  occasion,  a  speech  which 
would  not  exceed  a  quarter  of  an  hour's 
duration.      ["No,    no!"]      WeU,    he 
would  say  half  an  hour ;  at  all  events, 
it  had  been  intimated  that  the  speech 
would  be  a  brief  one.     Supposing  the 
Prime  Minister  was  able  to  fulfil  his  in- 
tention and  to  make  a  brief  speech,  no 
doubt,  within  the  compass  of  a  brief 
statement,   the    right   hon.   Gentleman 
would  be  capable  of  giving  the  House 
material  for  a  very  long  debate — he 
would  bo  capable  of  saying  enough  to 
make   it  a  matter,  he   (Mr.  Sullivan) 
would  almost  say,  of  necessity,  to  enter 
very  fully  into  the  matters  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  touched  on.     The  Irish 
Members  were  bound  to  claim  for  them- 
selves a  pretty  fair  amount  of  time  to  deal 
with  the  topics  that  would  be  touched  on 
by  the  Prime  Minister.     Not  only  the 
Irish  Members,  but,  perhaps,  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
might  have  a  great  deal  to  say  with  re- 
gard to  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. It  was  all  very  well  for  the  noble 
Marquess  —  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment— to  say  that  hon.  Members  should 
content  themselves  with  quarter  -  hour 
or  ten-minute  speeches ;  but  it  was  pos- 
sible that  so  materially  might  they  find 
themselves  affected  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's statement,  that  the  Irish  Members 
would  not  be  able  to  do  justice  to  them- 
selves, or  their  country,  or  the  matter  in 
hand.     Even  if  4  o'clock  were  decided 
upon  as  the  hour  for  commencing  the 
Business  of  the  evening,  he  (Mr.  Sulli- 
van) did  not  suppose  they  would  be  able 
to  get  to  the  discussion  of  this  matter  for 
an  hour  or  two  hours  afterwards ;  but  if 
they  got  to  it  almost  immediately  the 
limit  of  time  would  be  short  enough. 
Ho  only  hoped  that  in    the   event  of 
their  commencing  Business  at  4  o'clock 
they  might  have  a  fair  prospect  of  being 
able  to  give  the  matter  full  and  adequate 
discussion.     It  would  not  be  at  all  satis- 
factory to  commence  the   discussion  of 
such  an  important  matter  as  that  at  9 
o'clock.  They  should,  at  least,  be  allowed 
the  ordinary  time  for  considering  what 
was  looked  upon,  not  only  by  the  people  of 
Ireland,  but  also  by  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, with  the  greatest  amount  of  interest. 
Let  the  Prime  Minister  give  them  the 
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day  they  required,  and  he  would  find  that 
he  would  lose  nothing  by  the  transac- 
tion. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said.  hon.  and  right 
hon.   Gentlemen   opposite  had  laid  so 
much  stress  on  the  Government  running 
the   cMture  against  this  debate  on  the 
evening  in  question  that  those  of  them 
who  took  deep  interest  in  the  1st  Keso- 
lution  being  passed  were  bound  to  sup- 
port the  Government  on  this  occasion. 
The  Government  had  stated,  on  their 
responsibility,  the  great  necessity  there 
was    for    making    progress    with    this 
Besolution ;  and  hon.  Members  opposite 
had   shown  that  their  objection  to  the 
Besolution    entered   largely   into  their 
objection  to  giving  up  Tuesday  morning. 
At  the  same  time,  as  the  evening  would 
be  short,  he  trusted  that  an  opportunity 
would  be  afforded,  by  the  shortness  of 
the  speeches  to  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  MarqiieRR  of  Hartington)  had 
alluded,  for  English  Members,  as  well 
as  Irish  Members,  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion  that  would  occur.  It  had  been 
too  much  the  custom  for  these  important 
questions  to  be  made  the  occasion  of  a 
duel,  if  he  might  say  so,  between  the 
Home  Bule  Party  and  the  Front  Bench, 
and  many  had  been  the  times  when  hon. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  would  have  liked  very  much  to 
have  supported  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  to  have  stated  their  views  in 
opposition    to   views  which    had    been 
urged  by  Home  Bulers  ;  but  the  value  of 
time  was  felt  so  strongly  by  them  that 
they  refrained,  and  perhaps  in  that  way  it 
might  have  appeared,  more  than  once, that 
Her  Majesty  s  Government  were  not  suf- 
ficiently supported   by  their  followers. 
When  the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland   had   been 
attacked,  it  had  often  been  a  matter  for 
deep  regret  on  the  part  of  a  great  many 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
that,  except  under  the  penalty  of  speak- 
ing on  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House,  or  of  interrupting  at  Question 
time,  they  were  unable  to  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  extent  to 
which  he  had  deserved  support  at  the 
hands  of  his  Party.     He  (Mr.  Goschen) 
had  ventured  to  say  those  few  words, 
because  he  hoped  that  when  the  important 
question  of  the  release  of  the  "  suspects  " 
was  discussed  it  would  be  possible  for 
all  sides  to  take  part  in  the   debate. 
Though  it  was   the  fashion  for  some 
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hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  refer  to  this 
as  a  foreign  House  of  Parliament,  and 
though  the  question  might  affect  only 
Irish  bon.  Members,  they  (the  support- 
ers of  the  Government)  knew  that  their 
constituents  expected  them  to  take  part 
in  the  consideration  of  the  position  of 
their  fellow-subjects  in  Ireland.  Their 
constituents  wished  them  to  join  in  the 
discussion  not  only  of  what  affected  Eng- 
land, but  of  what  affected  Ireland  also ; 
and  he  believed  the  time  had  come  when 
it  was  necessary  that  many  English 
Members  should  take  part  in  such  de- 
bates as  that  they  were  to  have  on 
Tuesday.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that 
the  advice  of  the  noble  Marquess  would 
be  followed  on  Tuesday,  and  that,  by 
shortness  of  speeches,  it  might  be  pos- 
sible for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
hear  the  opinions  of  all  sides  of  the 
House  on  a  question  of  first-rate  im- 
portance. 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  said,  be 
had  no  doubt  everyone  had  the  highest 
respect  for  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Goschen) ;  but  theright  hon.  Gentleman's 
observations  were  a  most  conclusive  rea- 
son why  they  should  not  have  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday.  He  bad  said  that 
there  were  many  hon.  Members  sitting 
behind  Her  Majesty's  Government  who 
were  anxious  to  speak  in  support  of  their 
Irish  policy,  and  who  bad  hitherto  been 
unable  to  do  so  through  want  of  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  arrived  at  the  some- 
what inconvenient  conclusion  that  it  would 
be  right  for  those  who  had  hitherto  been 
prevented  through  want  of  time  from 
taking  part  in  these  debates  to  take  part 
in  the  discussion  on  Tuesday  night,  if  a 
Morning  Sitting  were  granted.  There  was 
one  fact  with  which  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  did  not 
seem  to  be  acquainted,  and  which,  to  his 
(Lord  George  Hamilton's)  mind,  very  ma- 
terially altered  the  position  of  affairs.  His 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
forWigton  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay)  was 
about,  on  Tuesday,  to  make  a  Motion  re- 
lating to  a  certain  portion  of  the  Iri^ 
Question.  The  noble  Marquess  stated 
that  upon  that  question  very  short 
speeches  would  be  made — in  fact,  he 

fave  the  House  to  understend  that  the 
*rime  Minister's  observations  would 
be  confined  to  about  15  minutes. 
With  all  deference  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  veiy 
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maoh  doubted  that,  because  it  was  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  any  Minister  to 
say  bow  long  he  would  be  on  his  legs, 
when  he  did  not  know  the  arguments 
he  would  have  to  answer.  But  since 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
put  this  Notice  on  the  Paper,  a  distin- 
guished Member  of  the  Liberal  Party — 
the  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross) 
— had  put  a  Notice  which  would  raise 
the  whole  Irish  Question,  because  it  was 
to  the  efifect  that  those  persons  in  prison 
in  Ireland  only  suspected  of  a  certain 
class  of  ofifences  should  be  released. 
That  Notice  could  only  have  been  put 
on  the  Notice  Paper  with  or  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  Goyemment.  If  it 
were  put  down  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  Goyemment,  it  was  not  fair  for 
them  to  defer  their  obseryations  until 
so  late  a  period  of  the  eyening  that  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  thoroughly  dis- 
cuss the  matter.  If,  howeyer,  the  No- 
tice had  been  put  down  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  Goyemment,  and  re- 
presented the  yiews  only  of  a  consider- 
able section  of  the  Liberal  Party,  it  was 
only  fair  that  that  section  of  the  Liberal 
Party  should  haye  a  proper  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  yiews.  It  therefore 
seemed  to  him  that  these  circumstances 
must  so  change  the  aspect  of  affairs 
that  the  Goyemment  would  be  able  to 
see  their  way  to  the  withdrawal  of  their 
Motion  for  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tues- 
day. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  one  of  those  who  would  be  yery 
glad  to  hear  any  English  Member  who 
leLt  inclined  to  speak  on  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion fayour  them  with  an  expression  of 
his  yiews.  He  should  be  especially  glad 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hipon  TMr.  Goschen)  ex- 

Sress  his  opinions  in  that  House,  because 
e  would  then  be  spared  the  necessity  of 
hearing  him  giye  them  out,  not  perhaps 
in  season  or  in  due  place.  The  right  hon. 
GFenileman  had  fayourod  a  non-political 

fathering  at  a  dinner  ho  himself  (Mr. 
ustin  McCarthy)  had  attended  with  an 
expression  of  his  yiews,  notwithstanding 
that  most  of  the  company  were  of  an 
opposite  way  of  thinking  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  reyenged  himself  for 
the  priyation  from  speaking  he  had 
experienced  of  late  in  the  House  by 
declaiming,  with  a  greal  deal  of  acri- 
n^ony,  upon  the  wickedness  of  the  Home 


Bule  Members,  and  of  the  Tory  Members 
who  did  not  help  the  Gbyemment  to 
crush  them.  He  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
hoped  the  Goyemment  would  giye  them 
such  an  explanation  as  would  saye  the 
Irish  Members  the  necessity  of  entering 
into  any  prolonged  discussion.  While 
he  should  yote  for  giying  the  whole  of 
Tuesday  to  the  debate,  he  should  not 
express  his  yiews  in  answer  to  the 
statement  the  Goyemment  might  make 
at  any  great  length. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  had  raised  a  new 
question  in  regard  to  this  debate, 
haying  pointed  out  that  there  was  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John 
Hay),  which  would  raise  the  whole 
Irish  Question.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  wished  to  say  that  it  was 
perfectly  impossible  that  they  could 
haye  the  whole  question  of  the  state  of 
Ireland — which,  as  eyery  Member  of  the 
House  knew,  and  as  the  Goyemment 
would  not  deny,  created  great  anxiety 
in  this  country  at  that  moment — dis- 
cussed in  a  three  or  four  hours'  debate. 
It  was  most  important  that  they  should 
haye  the  whole  eyening  to  discuss  that 
question;  and,  under  those  circumstances, 
he  begged  to  moye  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  made  a  point 
of  wishing  to  get  on  with  the  Resolu- 
tions, upon  which  he  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler) 
hoped,  by  the  favour  of  the  House,  to 
haye  an  opportunity  of  saying  some- 
thing when  they  came  before  them.  He 
referred  to  what  were  called  the  Pro- 
cedure Resolutions,  but  which  he  looked 
upon  as  gagging  Resolutions.  He  be- 
lieved that  every  hon.  Member  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  felt 
very  strongly  on  this  question,  and  that 
they  would  only  be  doing  their  duty  to 
their  constituents  by  expressing,  at  the 
fullest  length,  their  views  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  time  might  come  when  they 
might  not  have  an  opportunity,  because, 
when  the  Resolutions  were  passed,  they 
would  be  tongue-tied,  and  would  have 
no  liberty  left  them.  While  they 
retained  their  liberty,  however,  they 
thought  they  were  only  doing  their 
duty  by  giving  expression  to  everything 
they  felt  in  the  matter.  There  had 
been  a  former  discussion  with  regard 
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most  vital  question  of  the  day.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  confine  his  statement 
within  yerj  narrow  limits.  That  was 
not  a  usual  weakness  on  the  part  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  Even  if  he  desired 
to  do  so  upon  so  important  a  question, 
and  to  confine  himself  to  the  topics 
raised  by  the  Motion  of  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay),  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  himself  com- 
pelled, by  the  new  Amendment  which 
had  been  placed  upon  the  Paper,  to 
enter  into  a  much  wider  field,  because, 
when  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  the  Wigton  Burghs  sat  down, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross)  was  to  get  up  and  to  move  a  still 
wider  Amendment.  [^Crtes  of  **  No  !  " 
from  the  Ministerial  Benches,'}  That  was 
certainly  the  way  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  read  the  Amendment,  and  he 
hoped  to  have  an  opportunity  of  study- 
ing it  still  more  carefully  before  the 
hon.  Gentleman  submitted  it  to  the 
House.  Any  hon.  Member  who  read 
the  Amendment  and  the  Motion  would 
see  at  once  that  it  was  altogether  im- 
possible for  the  Prime  Minister  not  to 
make  a  statement  of  supreme  import- 
ance. The  statement  must  demand  im- 
S[>rtant  public  criticism  from  that  (the 
pposition)  side  of  the  House,  and  it 
would  not  be  giving  fair  play  either  to 
the  House  or  the  country  to  compel  the 
Opposition  to  deliver  a  crippled  and  im- 
perfect criticism  upon  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  as  announced  in 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  at  a 
late  hour  of  the  night,  when  it  was  im- 
possible that  any  remarks  they  desired 
to  make  could  be  reported.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  contended  that  the 
statement  about  to  be  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  might  and  would  de- 
mand prolonged  and  close  criticism  and 
examination  ;  and  it  might  become  neces- 
aary,  therefore,  if  there  was  a  Morning 
Bitting,  to  ask  respectfully  for  an  ad- 
journment of  Tuesday's  debate  until  the 
following  Thursday. 

Mb.  LEAMY  would  venture  to  ex- 
press a  hope  that,  in  the  event  of  the 
Government  insisting  upon  having  a 
Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday,  and  thus 
throwing  over  the  important  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister  until  a  late  hour, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent 
to  accept  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by 


the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Gibson),  and  to  adjourn  the 
debate  until  Thursday.  No  doubt,  there 
were  many  English  Members  among  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  who  would 
desire  to  express  their  opinions,  and  he 
was  quite  satisfied  that  most  of  the  Irish 
Members  would  desire  to  express  theirs. 
It  was  understood  that  the  Government 
intended  to  declare  their  Irish  policy ; 
and  it  was  not  at  all  unlikely  that  many 
of  the  Kadical  Members,  who  had  con- 
sented to  give  exceptional  powers  to  the 
Irish  Executive,  might  feel  themselves 
called  upon  to  say  that  they  were  not 
prepared  to  support  any  further  coercive 
measures  which  the  Government  might 
have  determined  to  take.  It  was,  there- 
fore, most  improbable  that  the  debate 
could  be  concluded  on  Tuesday  night ; 
and  if  the  Government  insisted  on  taking 
a  Morning  Sitting,  the  House  ought  to 
receive  some  intimation  that  there  would 
be  no  opposition  to  a  proposal  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  trust  that  the  House  will  not  consent 
to  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate ;  and  I  hope  it  will  be  perfectly 
well  understood  that,  although  many 
hon.  Members  opposite  may  take  excep- 
tion to  the  course  now  proposed,  there  is 
no  desire  to  adopt  an  obstructive  line  of 
policy.  The  question  of  having  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  has  now  been  fully  discussed, 
and  the  House  is  perfectly  competent 
to  come  to  a  decision  upon  it.  All  I 
wish  to  say  is,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
come  to  any  understanding  whether  it 
will  be  necessary  to  adjourn  the  debate 
on  Tuesday  or  not.  No  doubt,  a  dis- 
cussion may  arise  which  may  make  it 
necessary  that  the  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed ;  and  if  it  be  necessary,  of  course 
the  Government  would  not  oppose  the 
demand.  It  is  impossible,  however,  to 
know  now  whether  an  adjournment  will 
be  desirable  or  not.  I  would  venture  to 
suggest  to  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  who  think  that  they  will 
not  have  a  fair  opportunity  for  discus- 
sion, that  it  is  impossible  for  them  at 
present  to  judge  whether  it  will  be  re- 
quisite to  discuss  the  statement  which  is 
to  be  made  from  these  Benches  at  all  or 
not.  It  would,  therefore,  be  much  more 
convenient  that  they  should  hear  the 
statement  before  they  arrive  at  any  con- 
clusion in  regard  to  it.    After  they  have 
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nature  of  an  important  statement  is  to 
be  made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  then 
three  hours  will  certainly  not  be  suffi- 
cient to  enable  the  House  to  discuss  it 
satisfactorily. 

Mb.  J.  K.  GROSS  remarked,  that 
allusions  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  to  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  in  the  early 
part  of  the  evening.  It  was  said  that 
he  had  placed  the  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  with  the  knowledge  and  at  the 
instance  of  the  Oovernment.  All  he 
had  to  say  was  that  his  intentions  had 
been  entirely  unknown  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  he  had  given  Notice  of 
the  Amendment  solely  upon  his  own 
account.  Not  only  was  the  Notice  given 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  he  had  given  it  without  con- 
sulting more  than  one,  or  at  most  two 
Members  of  the  House.  He  had  no 
wish  to  say  a  single  word  upon  the 
merits  of  the  question  itself.  He  appre- 
hended that  at  the  time  the  House  met 
on  Tuesday  that  matter  would  be  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
and  if  the  statement  which  the  Prime 
Minister  proposed  to  make  were  of  such 
a  character  as  to  be  acceptable  to  the 
majority  of  the  House,  it  might  probably 
not  be  necessary  that  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  had  given 
Notice  should  be  brought  forward  at  all. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  Motion  had  been  made  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  because,  un- 
doubtedly, it  had  had  the  effect  of  eliciting 
from  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  a  reply  which 
he  did  not  think  would  have  been  made 
under  other  circumstances.  He  con- 
fessed that  the  reply  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  not  altogether  satisfactory, 
because,  although  the  noble  Marquess 
made  a  sort  of  qualified  concession  that 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned  if  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  was 
not  satisfactory,  that  concession  did  not 
altogether  get  rid  of  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's) 
objection  that  pnvate  Members  were 
deprived  of  their  legitimate  opportuni- 
ties for  bringing  important  questions 
before  the  House.  He  did  not  know 
whether  his  hon.  Friend  who  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  (Mr.  K.  N. 
Fowler)  proposed  to  go  to  a  division  or 
not.  If  he  did,  he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  shoiild 
Tote  with  him,  because  he  wished  to 
record  his  protest  against  the  course 


which  the  Government  were  taking. 
The  noble  Marquess  seemed  to  think 
that  there  was  an  intention  to  oppose 
the  proceedings  of  the  Government  by 
moving  successive  Motions  for  Adjourn- 
ment. He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  did  not  be- 
lieve there  was  any  intention  of  the 
kind ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  must  not 
be  surprised,  having  regard  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Government  proposed 
to  deprive  private  Members  of  their 
rights,  if  private  Members  took  mea-. 
sures  on  their  own  account  to  protect 
their  own  interests.  If  the  practice  now 
pursued  by  the  Government  were  per- 
sisted in,  and  if  it  led  to  further  delay 
in  Public  Business,  they  would  be  en- 
tirely to  blame. 

Mb.  CALLAN  pointed  out  that  if  the 
Government  accepted  the  proposal  which 
had  been  made  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  gave  up  the  idea  of  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  on  Tuesday,  the  discussion 
consequent  on  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  with  regard  to  Irish 
affairs  would,  in  all  probability,  termi- 
nate on  Tuesday  night ;  but  if  not,  and 
the  question  came  on  at  9  o'clock  at 
night,  as  it  was  probable  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  rise  until  after 
10  o'clock,  and  would  very  likely  not  sit 
down  until  after  midnight,  there  would 
clearly  be  no  opportunity  for  discussion 
on  the  part  of  the  Opposition.  The 
manoeuvre  of  the  Government  was  evi- 
dently to  give  48  hours'  start  in  the 
country  to  the  Ministerial  Statement, 
without  affording  any  opportunity  for 
the  comments  of  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  to  reach  the  public. 
The  effect  of  that  would  be  that  Thurs- 
day night  also  would  have  to  be  given 
up  to  the  discussion  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion ;  and  so,  instead  of  concluding  the 
debate  on  Tuesday,  the  half  of  that  day 
and  the  whole  of  Thursday  would  be 
lost. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  throw  any  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Since 
he  had  seen  an  indication  on  their  part 
of  a  desire  to  treat  the  Irish  Question  in 
a  manner  in  which  it  ought  to  have 
been  treated  long  since  he  was  certainly 
not  inclined  to  offer  any  unnecessary 
opposition.  However,  he  could  not  but 
think  that  the  disposal  of  the  public 
time  which  was  now  proposed  to  the 
House  was  not  calculated  to  carry  out 
the  intentions  of  the  Government.  There 
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oould  be  no  doubt  that  the  question  of 
the  release  of  the  '*  suspects"  was  one 
which,  until  it  was  settled  one  way  or  the 
other,  impeded  the  progress  of  every 
kind  of  Business  in  that  House.     He 
was  sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  put  off  until  Tuesday  his  definite 
answer  upon  that  subject,  and  he  also 
regretted  that  such  an  important  matter 
as  the  Hesolutions  on  Procedure  were 
to    be  taken  before  the    Irish   Ques- 
tion had  been  dealt  with.     Those  Beso- 
lutions  raised  serious  questions  in  many 
minds;    and  although    the   discussions 
upon  them  might  be  calm,  even  to  dul- 
ness,  he  could  not  but  think  that  the 
state  of  anxiety  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  left  the  House  was  not  calcu- 
lated to  lead  to  even  a  business-like 
debate  upon  them  next  Monday.     On 
the  other  nand,  he  believed  that  a  calm- 
ing and    encouraging  statement    upon 
Irish   affairs  would   do  more    towards 
facilitating  the  progress  of  Public  Busi- 
ness than  anything  that  could  be  devised. 
He  thought  that  the  Government  had 
really  indulged  in  a  kind  of  cat-with- 
the-mouse  treatment  of  the   prisoners, 
their  friends,  and  the  Irish  people  gene- 
rally ;  and  he  could  not  but  express  the 
hope  that  they  would  state,  one  way  or 
another,  what  was  their  policy  in  this 
matter.     The  sooner  they  did  so,  the 
better  he  believed  it  would  be  for  all 
parties  interested.     He   repeated    that 
the  manner  in  which  this  question  was 
kept  hanging  over  was    certainly  not 
favourable  to  the  progress  of  reform  of 
Procedure.     Moreover,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve the  Government  would  be  gainers 
in  the  smallest  degree  by  taking  several 
hours  from  the  discussion  of  the  Irish 
Question  on  Tuesday  next ;  and,  therefore, 
in  the  interest  of  the  Liberal  policy  as 
well  as  of  fair  play  to  all  Parties  in  the 
House,  he  begged  them  to  devote  the 
whole   of  that  day  to    its    discussion. 
Although  he  would  not  say  that  there 
was  a  deliberate  manoeuvre  to  place  the 
Government  Statement  before  tne  coun- 
try without  comment  on  the  part  of  the 
Opposition,  there  was  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  time  and  circumstances  under 
which  they  had   chosen   to  make  that 
statement  were  calculated  to  give  undue 
advantages  to  the  Ministerial  iStatemont, 
and  give,  so  to  speak,  48  hours'  start  to 
it,  no  matter  how  much  time  might  be 
required  for  the  statement  of  the  Oppo- 
sition.   Therefore,  he  urged   upon  the 
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Govemment  the  necessity  of  ayoiding 
even  the  suspicion  of  unfairness  in  this 
matter.  There  could  be  no  Ministerial 
Statement  on  Tuesday,  under  the  pro* 
posed  arrangement,  until  11  o'clock; 
and,  consequently,  there  oould  be  no 
fair  criticism  of  it  which  oould  appear  in 
the  papers  of  the  following  day.  That 
fact  would  be  known  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  would  give  the  appearance  of 
dodging  to  the  Government  policy,  which 
he  trusted  and  believed  was  quite  un- 
deserved, so  far  as  this  matter  was  con- 
cerned. Notwithstanding  that,  he  oould 
not  shut  his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  both 
the  Government  themselves  and  the  in- 
dependent Parties  in  the  House  would 
suffer  by  the  proposed  arrangement. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  the  Government 
were  doing  what  he  had  known  many 
Governments  to  do  on  former  occasions. 
They  were  tr3ring  to  save  time,  and  by 
their  way  of  doing  it  they  were  throw- 
ing away  twice  as  much  as  they  expected 
to  save.   He  could  corroborate  the  state- 
ment of  the   hon.  Member   for  Louth 
(Mr.  Callan),  that  the  result  of  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  would  be  that,  in- 
stead of  the  whole  of  Thursday  being 
devoted  to  Public  Business,  it  would  be 
taken  up  entirely  by  the  continued  dis- 
cussion upon  the  question  to  be  brought 
before  the  House  on  Tuesday.     There- 
fore, he  suggested  that  the  Government 
should  appoint  the  whole  of  Tuesday  for 
the  discussion  of    the  Irish   Question, 
which  certainly  could  not  be  concluded 
if  it  commenced  after  9  o'clock  in  the 
evening.     It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  to  allege  that  a  subject  of 
that  importance  could  be  discussea  at  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning ;  but  hon.  Mem- 
bers must  know  very  well  that  no  im- 
portant question  could  be  properly  dis- 
cussed after  1   o'clock  in  the  morning. 
The  probable  effect  of  the  Gbvemment 
proposal  would  be  that  the  whole  ques- 
tion would  be  raised  again,  and  that 
another  day  would  be  wasted .     The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Gbschen) 
had  expressed  his  opinion  that  it  was 
desirable    that    a  number  of   English 
Members  should  take  part  in  the  debate 
on  Tuesday  night,  and  that  the  Lncdi 
Members  should  abstain  from,  doing  so. 
That  would  certainly  be  another  effect  of 
the  Government  arrangement,  because, 
as  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  right 
hon.  Member,  a  considerable  number  of 
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English  Members  were  to  speak;  and 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  could  not,  therefore, 
understand  how  it  could  be  said  that 
Irish  Members  would  have  any  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  views.  What 
portion  of  time  would  be  at  the  disposal 
of  Irish  Members,  after  the  evening 
had  been  occupied  by  speeches  from 
English  Members  and  Members  of  the 
Goyemment  ?  The  right  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  think  that  it  was  more  im- 
portant that  hon.  Members  who  knew 
nothing  of  the  subject  should  state  their 
opinions,  than  that  those  who  were 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  it  should  do 
BO.  It  was  needless  to  say  that  the  re- 
Terse  of  this  should  take  place ;  and, 
therefore,  he  appealed  to  the  Govern- 
ment, in  their  own  interest,  and  in  the 
interest  of  all  Parties,  to  afford  Irish 
Members  every  opportunity  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  present  question,  by  taking 
the  debate  at  the  ordinary  time  on  Tues- 
day next,  with  the  reasonable  expecta- 
tion that  it  would  be  concluded  the  same 
evening,  and  thereby  secure  the  whole  of 
Thursday  for  Government  Business. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  36;  Noes 
90:  Majority  54. — (Div.List,  No.  73.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mr.  BI(}GAB  begged  to  move  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn.  It  was  now 
after  2  o'clock,  and  he  thought  the  best 
thing  to  do  would  be  to  adjourn. 

Mb.  HFjALY  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
■eoonding  the  Motion. 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  addressed  the  House  on  the 
Main  Question ;  therefore,  he  is  not  in 
Order. 

Mr.  B.  PO  web  said,  he  would  second 
the  Motion,  and  he  did  so  with  very  great 
regret.  He  assured  the  House  that  he 
should  be  very  sorry  to  second  the  Mo- 
tion ;  but  its  adoption  was  advisable  in 
the  interest  of  the  Government  them- 
selves, and  in  the  interest  of  economy  of 
time.  If  the  Government  would  consent 
to  sit  at  the  usual  hour  on  Tuesday — 
namely,  4  o'clock,  they  would  be  able, 
most  Ukely,  to  conclude  the  discussion 
upon  the  Irish  Question  about  2  o'clock 
the  following  morning.  What  was  the 
real  position  of  affairs  ?  The  Motion  of 
the  light  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 


the  Member  for  the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir 
John  Hay)  would  certainly  give  rise  to 
a  long  debate,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
had  told  them  that  he  himself  was  going 
to  make  a  most  important  statement. 
He  (Mr.  B.  Power)  supposed  that  in  the 
whole  history  of  Ireland  there  never  was 
a  time  when  the  people  of  that  country 
looked  forward  with  more  interest  and 
with  more  anxiety  to  any  statement  from 
any  English  Minister,  and  the  idea  of 
discussing  an  Irish  difficulty  in  three  or 
four  hours  was  most  ridiculous.  If  the 
Government  acceded  to  the  request  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  Joseph  Co  wen),  who  had 
asked  that  the  Members  of  Parliament 
who  were  now  detained  in  Kilmainham 
should  be  released,  the  Irish  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
would,  in  a  few  brief  speeches,  congra- 
tulate the  Government  upon  the  decision 
they  had  arrived  at;  but  he  was  not 
quite  certain  that  the  Conservative  Mem- 
bers would  do  the  same.  He  believed 
they  would  get  up,  and,  in  very  violent 
speeches,  condemn  such  a  policy.  It  was 
all  very  well  to  say  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  only  take  15  minutes  to 
make  his  statement  as  regarded  the 
future  policy  of  the  Government  towards 
Ireland.  Although  he  very  much  doubted 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  could  con- 
fine himself  to  15  minutes,  he  was  per- 
suaded the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  re- 
marks would  give  rise  to  a  very  long  and 
protracted  debate.  If  they  knew  exactly 
what  they  were  to  discuss  on  Tuesday, 
they  might  be  able  to  form  an  opinion 
as  to  the  amount  of  time  the  debate 
would  occupy ;  but,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, they  were  quite  in  the  dark. 
They  might  be  asked  to  discuss  the  ne- 
cessity for  martial  law  in  Ireland,  or 
the  release  of  the  political  prisoners,  or 
the  continuance  of  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Office ;  but  no  matter  what 
they  were  required  to  discuss,  as  lon^  as 
it  related  to  Ireland  it  was  absurd  to 
suppose  that  the  debate  could  be  of  short 
duration.  He  was  very  sorry,  indeed, 
to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Gosohen)  thought 
that  the  cldture  was  a  far  more  important 
question  than  the  Irish  Question.  He 
did  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  had  been  so  successful  in  solving 
the  Eastern  difficulty,  would  have  de- 
voted some  of  his  ability,  and  some  of 
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his  time,  to  solring  the  Western  diffi-  | 
culty.  He  was,  however,  glad  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  express  the 
opinion  that  English  Members  ought  to 
interfere  in  Irish  debates.  He  conld 
assare  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Irish  Members  intended  to  interfere  in 
English  debates.  The  idea  of  an  Irish 
debate,  like  that  which  would  take  place 
on  Tuesdaj,  onlj  lasting  three  hours, 
pofecdj  ridlcfilous. 


Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
^'  That  this  Hoose  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Jfir.  2?w*r.: 

Sim  MICHAEL  HIGES-BEACH 
•aid,  it  seemed  to  him  that  ererj  speech 
that  was  made  in  the  debate  to  which 
the  House  had  listened  for  some  time 
past  showed  very  plainly  that  the  pro- 
posal for  a  Mominff  Sitting  on  Tuesday 
was  ill-advised,  and  was  not  really  likely 
to  facilitate  the  progress  of  Business  in 
the  House.  The  House,  however,  had 
pronounced,  by  a  very  considerable  ma- 

tority,  in  favour  of  that  Morning  Sitting 
>eing  taken ;  and,  so  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  think  the  present  was 
an  occasion  in  which  they  should  en- 
deavour, by  repeated  divisions,  to  pre- 
Tent  the  majority  from  carrying  their 
wishes  into  effect ;  therefore,  he  should 
take  no  further  part  in  resisting  the 
Gbvemment  proposal. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  remind 
the  House  of  the  different  position  in 
which  they  found  themselves  that  night 
to  other  occasions  in  which  Morning 
Sittings  had  been  asked.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Glou- 
cestershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
said  that,  inasmuch  as  the  House  had 
decided  by  a  considerable  majority,  he 
would  execute  the  characteristic  opera- 
tion of  '*  backing  out."  When  it  was 
proposed  to  take  a  Morning  Sitting  to 
consider  the  case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
£kst  Gloucestershire  and  the  Tory  Party 
<sa<i^l  little  for  the  decision  of  the  House. 
Mi^onty  after  majority  declared  they 
wvMud  have  a  Morning  Sitting ;  but  mi- 
wwtvv  After  minority  obstructed  the  Go- 
iiytltm^Mit  and  reftised  a  Morning  Sitting. 
^r  MwiiAEL  Hicks-Beach  :  No,  noT] 
^ikL  th«  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
)l»^  t^t^  biMO  present  on  that  occasion. 
iltl^  ri^:  hiMH.  Gentleman  said  he  was 
il»rt  yg^MWtt  04CI  that  occasion,  at  least  his 
fj^lfSi^  ^Kvc^     Two  or  three  of  the  right 


hon.  Gentlemen  now  sitting  near  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  were  certainly  present, 
and  they  cared  little  as  to  what  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  was.  But  now  the 
Tory  Party,  after  having  got  up  a  row 
as  to  whether  there  should  be  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday,  found,  when  it  got 
half-past  2  o'clock,  that  it  would  suit 
their  purpose  to  go  to  bed ;  they  told  the 
House  that  as  a  large  majority  had  de- 
cided in  favour  of  a  Morning  Sitting 
they  would  bow  their  meek  heads  and  go 
home  to  sleep.  That  was  not  the  way  in 
which  these  things  ought  to  be  met.  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  set  out  by  denouncing 
the  Government  as  iniquitous  for  certain 
proceedings,  they  ought  to  be  consistent. 
It  seemed  somewhat  inconsistent  to  give 
way  because  they  found  themselves  in  a 
considerable  minority.  It  was  not  a 
question  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire was  right,  but  in  a  minority,  but 
whether  he  was  in  the  right.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  the  right 
at  the  onset,  he  was  in  the  right  now, 
and  ought  to  continue  his  opposition  to 
the  Morning  Sitting.  He  (Mr.  Healj) 
never  cared  a  button  whether  he  was  in 
a  minority  or  majority.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  were  so  used  to  finding  them- 
selves in  a  minority  that  it  did  not 
matter  much  to  them  how  they  were 
situated.  Passing  from  that  point,  how- 
ever, he  must  remind  the  House  of  the 
inconvenience  they  suffered  from  dis- 
cussing these  questions  in  the  absence  of 
the  authorities  who  were  competent  to 
deal  with  them.  They  were  dealing; 
with  a  number  of  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  who  had  got  instruc- 
tions to  get  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tues- 
day next.  They  knew  there  was  an  im- 
portant Irish  question  down  for  con- 
sideration on  that  day,  and  they  would 
be  glad  to  know  what  the  decision  of  the 
Gt)vemment  was  going  to  be.  If  they 
knew  the  decision  was  going  to  be  in  the 
direction  which  many  hon.  Members  de- 
sired, there  would  be  no  objection  on  the 
part  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  to  g^nt  a 
Morning  Sitting,  because  they  would 
know  they  would  not  occupy  more  than 
an  hour  with  any  remarks  they  would 
have  to  make  on  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  (Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir 
John  Hay).  But  they  were  altogether 
in  the  dark,  and  because  they  were 
in  the  dark  they  were  obliged  to  resist 
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the  proposal  to  take  a  Morning  Sittinp^ 
on  Taeraay.  The  most  straightforward 
oourse  for  the  Oorernment  to  have 
adopted  would  hare  been  to  have  an- 
noanoed  earlier  what  their  action  was 
going  to  be  with  respect  to  the  ''  sus- 
pects." If  they  had  told  the  House  that 
aay,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Joseph  Co  wen),  what 
their  intention  was,  they  would  not  now 
be  wrangling  about  a  Morning  Sitting. 
He  had  no  oojeotion,  on  principle,  to  the 
€h>vemment  having  a  Morning  Sitting  ; 
bat  he  did  object  that  on  special  occa- 
sions, such  as  next  Tuesday,  the  day 
should  be  whittled  away  by  the  Govern- 
ment scooping  out  the  most  material 
part  of  it.  The  Prime  Minister  himself 
was  absent,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  on  the  Treasury  Bench  had 
not  power  to  deal  with  the  question  ; 
therefore,  there  was  to  be  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday.  He  was  sure  that 
if  the  Prime  Minister,  who,  as  regarded 
the  convenience  and  time  of  the  House, 
had  an  open  mind,  were  present,  he 
would  see  the  force  of  the  observations 
which  had  been  addressed  to  the  Go- 
Temment  during  this  debate,  and  would 
yield  to  the  wishes  of  a  large  number  of 
non.  Members. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,that  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  talked 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  ''  backing  out "  after  the 
Tories  had  got  up  a  row,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  of  how  the  discussion 
arose.  As  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
made  by  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish), 
he  (Mr.  Chaplin)  took  the  liberty  of 
moving  that  the  words  ''Two  o'clock  " 
should  be  omitted ;  and  he  stated  at  the 
time  that  he  did  so  in  order  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  recording  his  protest 
arainst  the  course  which  was  being 
adopted  by  the  Government.  During 
the  debate  he  also  stated  that  there 
was  no  intention  whatever  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  in  that  quarter 
of  the  House  to  prolong  the  discussion. 
He  had  no  desire  to  engage  in  a  fight 
with  the  large  battalions  he  saw  sitting 
opposite;  but  he  had  taken  part  in 
the  division,  and  was  satisfied  with 
having  entered  his  protest  against  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  the  matter. 
Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  would 
not  have  arisen  at  that  time,  were  it  not 
for  the  observations  which  had  fallen 


from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Kipon  (Mr.  Goschen).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  informed 
them  that  out  of  the  few  hours  which 
the  Gbvemment  proposed  to  place  at 
the  disposal  of  the  House  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay)  a 
large  number  of  English  Members 
wished  to  occupy  some  time ;  that  a 
considerable  number  of  English  Mem- 
bers wished  to  take  part  in  the  debate ; 
and  he  asked  if  it  was  possible  to  sup- 
pose that  a  considerable  number  of 
English  Members  could  intervene  in  the 
debate  without  uttering  a  gpreat  deal  of 
contentious  matter,  and  giving  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  exasperation  on  that  side 
of  the  House  ?  If  the  Prime  Minister 
made  a  conciliatory  speech — a  speech 
which  would  be  in  some  degree  satis- 
factory to  the  Irish  Members — it  would 
inevitably  be  unsatisfactory  to  the  Con- 
servative Members.  If,  however,  the 
speech  was  pleasing  to  Conservative 
Members,  it  would,  unquestionably,  be 
displeasing  to  Irish  Members.  However 
that  might  be,  it  was  impossible  to 
suppose  that  a  considerable  number  of 
English  Members  could  intervene  with- 
out giving  the  Irish  Members  occasion, 
which  they  could  not  resist,  to  reply  to 
them.  If  English  Members  attacked 
the  Irish  Members,  if  they  attacked  the 
"  suspects,"  if  they  attempted  to  traduce 
the  Irish  National  Land  League,  it 
would  be  the  business  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  Ireland  to  reply,  and,  of 
course,  they  would  discharge  their  duty. 
It  was  entirely  ridiculous  to  suppose 
that  the  debate  on  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir 
John  Hay)  would  only  last  three  or 
four  hours;  therefore,  the  Government 
would  act  wisely  in  giving  them  more 
time. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  the  question 
could  be  put  in  a  very  narrow  compass. 
That  day  the  Prime  Minister  said  he 
would  make  a  statement  on  Irish  affairs 
on  Tuesday  next.  That  statement,  what- 
ever it  might  be,  would  be  of  great  im- 
portance ;  but,  in  the  interval  between 
now  and  then,  he  (Mr.  Sexton)  con- 
fessed he  was  unwilling  to  draw  the 
House  into  a  sustained  contest  on  a 
collateral  issue.  He  did  not  know  what 
the  statement  might  be;  he  hoped  it 
might  be  of  such  a  character  as  to  call 
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(Sit  Join  ZiMett,  Mr.  William  Emry  Smith, 

Mr.  CompUm  Lawranet.) 

[bill  104.]  exfxam  REAsnra. 

Order  for  Secoad  Beading  read. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  moving 
tlte  •econd  reading  of  the  Bill,  aaid,  it 
was  necemarily  one  of  much  detail ;  and 
he  irould  suggeat  that  it  should  be  read 
a  aaoond  time,  and  then  be  referred  to 
the  same  Committee  as  the  Bill  about  to 
be  introduced  by  the  Govennueut.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Preaident  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  good 
enoDgh  to  aay  that  the  Ooremment 
would  agree  to  that  course ;  and  he  (Sir 
John  Luobocli)  hoped  the  House  would 
also  consent  to  it.  The  Bill  had  been 
Taiy  carefully  prepared  by  the  Sooietj 
of  Arte,  and  in  their  name  be  asked  the 
House  to  consent  to  the  second  reading. 
It  was  of  a  comprehensive  character, 
and  went  into  the  whole  question  very 
fully ;  but  it  was  made  up  of  a  great 
number  of  separate  points,  which  could 
be  better  dealt  with  in  Committee  than 
by  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation,  "  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aecond  time,"- 
8ir  John  ZuHoei,) — put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Bill  read  a  aecond  time,  and  committtd 
tat  Monday  22nd  May. 

JUDOMENTS  (INFERIOR  COURTS)  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Monk,  Mr.  NorvM^,  Jfr.  AnStr-w,  Mr. 

Ceny,  Mr.  Riid,  Mr.  Stiyianl  Simon.) 

[bill   44.]   CONSII)£BATI0»  AS    AHENDEII. 

Order  for  Coneideration,  ae  amended, 
read. 

Bill,  as  amended,  ceniidtrtd. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Monk,  new 
Clause  brought  up,  and  read  a  first  and 
•eoond  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  added  to  the  BiU." 
—{Mr.  Monl.) 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  objected  to 
the  clause  being  added, 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  ^Mr.  W.  M.  Johnboh)  said, 


the  Amendment  was  introdnoed  in  order 
to  produce  complete  reciprocity  between 
the  Three  Kingdoms,  in  which  at  present 
the  jurisdiction  was  not  the  same.  The 
words  of  the  clause  were— 

' '  Nothing  contsined  in  this  Act  ahall  autho- 
rize the  registration  in  an  Inferior  Court  of  a 
oertiflcated  judgment  for  any  ffrenter  amount 
than  might  have  heeu  recoTerad!" 

Mr.  SPEAKBB  :  I  must  point  out  to 

e  right  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  Notice  ought  to  be  given  of  a  new 
clause  brought  up  on  the  considerBtioii 
of  B  Bill.  Therefore  this  new  clause 
cannot  be  proposed  without  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—(.Mr.  Seal!/.} 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  tor 
rEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsoh)  eaid, 
Ilo  would  agree  to  the  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mk.  monk  said,  he  would  name 
Monday  for  the  further  consideration  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  objected  to 
Monday  decidedly,  and  complained  that 
'.he  Bill  bad  been  hurried  on,  simply 
because  of  the  rapid  action  and  low  tone 
of  voice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucee- 
cer  (Mr.  Monk).  The  other  evening  he 
(Mr.  Warton)  had  done  what  he  aouM 
CO  help  this  Bill;  but  it  was  very  awk- 
ward for  the  hon.  Member  for  Glouces- 
ter to  try,  by  sharp  practice,  to  pass  the 
3iII  through  the  House.  He  therefore 
asked  that  time  should  be  allowed  for 
mnsidering  the  effect  of  this  clause,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  consent  to 
name  Thursday  that  time  would  be  ob- 
tained. He  was  not  going  to  have  Bills 
]>as8ed  in  that  way.  He  always  accepted 
what  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
eaid;  but  there  must  be  proper  time 
given  for  consideration. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  (Mr. 
Honk)  would  listen  to  this  appeal.  The 
new  clause  had  not  been  put  on  the 
Paper;  but  it  affected  the  interests  of 
Scotland,  and  be  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  accede  to  the  request. 

Mr.  monk  said,  the  Amendments 
made  to  the  Bill  had  been  on  the  Paper 
for  three  weeks.  [Mr.  Waetok;  Not 
tiiis  clause.]  That  new  clause  had  been 
approved  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Lord  Advocate ;  and  he  (Mr.  Monk)  un- 
derstood from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land that  it  only  affected  Ireland.  He, 
therefore,  should  name  Monday  for  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  said,  he  understood 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland's 
explanation  that  the  proposed  limitation 
would  affect  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Monk)  would  allow 
the  Bill  to  stand  over  until  the  following 
Thursday. 

Mr.  monk  said,  if  it  was  the  gene- 
ral wish  of  the  House  he  would  post- 
pone the  Bill  until  next  Thursday. 

Further  Consideration,  as  amended, 
def&rred  till  Thunday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Ifanday,  lit  May,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committee— Claims  of 
Peerage,  &c.,  The  Lord  Monck  addtd. 

Public  Bill — First  Reading — Pluralities  Acts 
Amendment*  (74). 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  AFFAIRS  —  THE 
IRISH  POLICY  OF  THE  GOVERN- 
MENT—THE LORD  LIEUTENANCY 
OF  IRELAND.— OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  have  waited  some  minutes  in 
the  full  expectation  that  the  Leader 
of  the  House  would  have  vouchsafed 
some  explanation  as  to  the  prodigies 
which  have  appeared  in  the  political 
sky ;  but,  as  the  noble  Earl  is  silent,  I 
am  compelled,  according  to  what  I  be- 
lieve is  the  usage,  to  ask  whether  any 
■xplanation  will  be  given  of  the  resigna- 
tion, if  it  is  true,  by  a  Member  of  your 
Lordships'  House  whom  we  all  highly 
respect,  of  the  highly  responsible  Office 
of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  ;  whether 
it  is  true  that  the  Office  is  to  be  held  m 
eommendam  as  a  subordinate  Office  of  the 
Lord  Presidency  of  the  Council  by  the 
noble  Lord  who  now  occupies  that 
post;  whether  such  a  junction,  if  it  be 

Mr,  Monk 


a  faot,  is  to  be  held  to  indicate  that 
the  arrangement  is  provisional,  or  that 
the  existence  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy 
is  provisional,  or  that  the  existence  of 
the  Lord  Presidency  is  provisional; 
also,  whether  we  are  to  infer  from  this 
change  that  any  change  is  also  about  to 
take  place  in  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  Ireland;  and  whether 
they  have  any  new  measure  or  new  pro- 
posals to  announce  with  respect  to  the 
appalling  condition  into  which  Ireland 
has  lapsed  ?  But,  first  of  all,  and  most  of 
all,  for  what  reason  it  is,  if  a  reason  can 
be  g^ven,  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
resigned  ? 

Eabl  GEANVTLLE:  My  Lords,  I 
have  been  some  time  longer  than  the 
noble  Marquess  in  this  House,  and  I  am 
not  aware  of  the  precedent  on  which  he 
rests  for  asking  nine  Questions  without 
the  slightest  Notice,  either  public  or 
private.  If  the  noble  Marquess  will 
repeat  his  nine  Questions  on  Thursday, 
I  will  endeavour  to  give  an  answer. 

The  Makquess  of  SAUSBUEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  wish  to  g^ve  Notice  that  I  wiU 
ask  the  noble  Earl,  in  order  to  give 
him  time  to  ascertain  the  facts,  which, 
no  doubt,  he  has  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  ascertaining,  whether  Lord 
Cowper  has  resigned ;  whether  Lord 
Spencer  is  to  hold  the  place,  in  eom- 
mendam; and  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  any  new  policy  in 
regard  to  Ireland;  and  what  are  the 
reasons  for  Lord  Oowper's  resignation  ? 
I  can  perfectly  understand  that  the 
noble  Earl  is  ignorant  on  these  subjects. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  as 
the  noble  Marquess  has  reduced  the 
number  of  his  Questions  from  nine  to 
four  it  will  make  it  easier  for  me  to 
answer  them. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
will  ask  the  Questions  to-morrow. 

OXFORD  AND  CAMBRIDGE  UNIYERSI- 
TIES   COMMISSION— THE    STATUTES 
—RELIGIOUS  TEACHING  AND  WOE- 
SHIP.— OBSERVATIONS. 
The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  provision  made  for 
religious  teaching  and  worship  in  the 
Statutes  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
by  the  Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universi- 
ties Commissioners.      The  noble  £arl 
said,  that  they  were  within  two  days  of 
the  time  when  it  would  be  necessary  for 
their  Lordships  to  express  assent  to,  or 
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diflsent  from,  the  Statutes  which  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House ;  and,  therefore, 
now  or  never,  the  House  should  express 
its  opinion  on  the  subject.  Those  Sta- 
tutes, taken  in  combination  with  the 
Acts  constituting  the  powers  of  the  Com- 
missioners, effected  a  material  change  in 
the  studies,  discipline,  worship,  and  re- 
ligious instruction  of  the  TJniyersities ; 
but  in  his  observations  he  should  confine 
himself  entirely  to  the  religious  ques- 
tion and  the  University  of  Oxford.  In 
former  years  the  system  of  religious 
instruction  and  worship  in  Chapel  was 
a  clearly  defined  system,  though  dif- 
ferent Acts  of  Parliament  had  been 
passed,  and  had  greatly  modified  that 
system.  First,  there  was  the  great  XJni- 
yersity  Beform  of  1854.  Since  that  time 
yarious  provisions  had  been  made  by  the 
Legislature,  the  most  important  of  which 
was  the  Act  of  1871,  by  which  tests 
were  abolished  in  the  Universities. 
Finally,  there  was  the  Act  of  1877, 
upon  which  the  present  Commission  was 
appointed.  In  all  those  Acts  there  were 
yery  distinct  provisions  for  promoting 
the  designs  of  the  Founders  and  bene- 
factors of  Colleges  in  our  Universities ; 
and  the  Acts  required  that  the  Univer- 
sities should  be  mainly  what  they  were 
in  former  days — places  of  religion  and 
learning.  In  the  Preamble  of  the  ori- 
ginal Act,  to  which  he  had  referred,  it 
was  laid  down  that  the  object  in  view 
was  to  promote  the  main  designs  of 
Founders  and  donors.  The  Act  of  1871, 
in  its  Preamble,  defined  the  Universities 
as  places  of  learning  and  religion.  In 
the  enacting  part  it  was  said  that  no- 
thing was  to  interfere  with  the  system 
of  worship  and  discipline,  according  to 
the  Established  Church.  Lastly,  provi- 
sion was  made  for  the  performance  of 
religious  service  in  the  College  Chapels. 
The  Act  of  1877  re-affirmed  all  those 
principles  even  more  strongly.  Clause 
14  referred  to  the  designs  of  Founders 
and  donors;  Clause  15 declared  that  the 
Commissioners  should  have  regard  to 
the  interests  of  religion ;  Clause  59  re- 
affirmed the  clause  in  the  original  Act 
of  1871,  to  which  he  had  called  attention. 
In  addition  to  that,  distinct  assurances 
had  repeatedly  been  given  to  quiet  all 
alarm  on  the  subject.  He  called  atten- 
tion to  these  facts,  because,  partly  by 
direct  legislation,  partly  in  consequence 
of  the  powers  given  to  the  Governing 
Bodies,  all  those  promises  had  practically 


come  to  nought ;  and  no  such  safeguards 
now  existed  for  religious  teaching  and 
discipline  as  had  been  promised.  He 
next  came  to  the  Statutes  themselves, 
as  framed  by  the  University  Commis- 
sion. There  was  a  good  deal  of  differ- 
ence in  the  Statutes  as  regarded  the  dif- 
ferent Colleges.  Those  Statutes  con- 
tained provisions — first,  regarding  Cleri- 
cal Headships ;  secondly,  regarding  Cle- 
rical Fellowships;  and,  thirdly,  regarding 
College  ChapeLs.  The  question  of  Cleri- 
cal Headships  he  regarded  as  an  im- 
portant one,  and  now  more  important 
than  ever,  though  he  should  not  discuss 
it.  It  had,  on  former  occasions,  been 
much  debated,  and  his  opinion  remained 
unaltered.  But  the  case  of  Clerical 
Fellowships  was  even  more  important, 
because  in  the  Fellows  rested  the  whole 
teaching  and  influencinc;  power  in  the 
Universities.  He  would  take  the  case 
of  Christ  Church.  In  the  old  days  there 
were  101  students,  of  whom  97  were  in 
Orders,  and  four  faculty  or  lay  students. 
Now  there  were  to  be  only  three  in 
Orders,  and  all  the  rest  would  probably 
be  laymen.  He  mentioned  this  to  show 
how  great  was  the  revolution  proposed. 
Brasenose  had  formerly  six  Fellows  in 
Orders ;  now  the  number  was  limited  to 
one.  Lastly,  as  he  had  said,  there  were 
the  College  Chapels.  In  old  days  the 
Chapels  might  be  described  as  the 
Parish  Churches  of  the  undergraduates. 
They  had  now  ceased  to  have  any  such 
character,  and  attendance  at  Chapel  was 
now  optional.  He  would  observe,  also, 
that,  under  the  old  system,  all  the  autho- 
rities of  Colleges  that  directed  and  con- 
trolled the  Chapel  belonged  to  the  Church 
of  England.  What  were  now  the  Go- 
verning Bodies  of  the  Colleges  ?  They 
were  composed  partly  of  resident  and 
partly  of  non-resident  members  of  the 
Universities,  and  these  latter  had  little 
or  no  knowledge  of  the  actual  state  of 
the  Colleges ;  nor  was  there  any  reason 
whatever  why  the  members  of  those  Go- 
verning Bodies  should  profess  any  reli- 
gion at  all.  Yet  those  Bodies  appointed 
College  Chaplains  and  dismissed  them  at 
pleasure.  Further,  they  had  full  power 
to  regulate  the  Services  in  any  fashion 
they  pleased ;  they  could  provide  how 
and  when  the  Communion  was  to  be 
administered,  and  arrange  any  detail  of 
the  Services.  Whatever  religious  disci- 
pline there  might  be  lay  with  that  Body 
to  enforce  or  not.  They  had  even  the  very 
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remarkable  power  of  altering,  yarying, 
or  abridging  Services  as  they  pleased. 
The  result  was  that  the  power  of  re- 
gulating the  whole  religious  teaching 
and  discipline  of  the  University  had  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  men  not  neces- 
sarily professing  any  religious  belief 
whatever,  even  in  the  existence  of  a 
Supreme  Being.  There  was  thus  nothing 
left  of  the  original  purposes  of  the 
Founders.  In  many  of  the  College  there 
had  been  a  complete  revolution  in  re- 
ligious feeling.  The  old  learning  and 
r^g^on  had  been  absolutely  divorced, 
and  the  old  relations  between  culture 
and  Christianity  had  been  severed.  He 
should  not  overstate  matters  when  he 
said  that  numbers  of  young  men  in  re- 
cent years  had  returned  from  the  Uni- 
versity with  their  belief  in  religion  gone, 
and  their  faith  sapped,  in  consequence  of 
their  connection  with  their  OoUeg^.  It 
might  be  said  that  this  had  arisen  from 
many  other  causes,  and  especially  from 
that  atmosphere  of  doubt  which  per- 
vaded every  department  of  inquiry  in 
the  present  day.  It  was,  doubtless,  true 
in  part;  but  the  change  mainly  arose 
from  the  legislation   which  had   been 

fressed  on  for  Party  purposes,  and  in  a 
^arty  spirit,  the  results  of  which  had 
been  repeatedly  predicted,  and  were  now 
all  but  verified.  None  had  been  more 
active,  unfortunately,  than  the  Dis- 
senters, and  they  were  already  begin- 
ning to  learn  that  on  them  the  blow 
must  fall  first  and  heaviest.  It  might 
be  said  that  under  the  old  system  there 
was  often  little  real  religion,  and  that  the 
Chapel  Service  was,  in  fact,  but  a  mere 
roll-call.  In  certain  casee  he  believed 
that  was  true ;  but  there  was  this  great 
difference  between  the  two  casee.  In 
former  days  they  had  all  the  machinery 
for  religious  life,  though  often  unuaed ; 
now  it  was  the  intention  to  sweep 
that  maehinerv  entirelv  awav.  and  to 
leave  all  the  surrounding  influences  ad- 
verse to  religion.  The  leading  objec- 
tions that  ho  had  to  the  Statutes  were, 
first,  that  the  responsibility  on  the  part  of 
the  authorities  of  the  College  in  religions 
teaching  would  cease  to  exist :  secondly, 
that  the  machinery  of  religious  in- 
fluence and  teaching  had  b^n  swept 
away :  thirdly,  that  the  teachine  would 
be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ing BodiM ;  and.  fourthly,  thai  it  would 
be  placed  where  no  Clerical  Fellc»w  could 
be  got  to  undertake  the  instruction,  in 


the  hands  of  a  clergyman  to  be  appointed 
for  that  purpose.  This  clergyman,  who 
was  to  be  the  sole  representative  of  reli- 
gion in  these  matters,  was  in  many  casee 
a  man  receiving  an  utterly  inadequate 
stipend,  and  his  position  would  be  a 
feeble  one  against  the  great  forces  ar- 
rayed against  him.  The  position  of  such 
a  clergyman  would  be  very  similar  to  that 
of  a  chaplain  in  the  houses  of  the  rich 
in  the  1 7th  century,  as  described  by  the 
g^reat  Whig  historian  of  England.  He 
would  be  a  tame  Levite,  whose  first 
duty  it  would  be  to  make  himself  agree- 
able to  the  common  rooms  of  the  future, 
and  whose  religious  attributes  might 
easily  be  limited  to  his  black  coat  and 
white  necktie.  It  was  not  his  intention 
to  move  to  omit  these  objectionable 
clauses  from  the  Statutes,  as  he  believed 
that  the  Universities  needed  rest  after  the 
long  period  of  Parliamentary  agitation 
through  which  they  had  passed ;  and  he 
would  not,  therefore,  be  a  party  to  throw- 
ing them  Imck  into  that  state  of  agptadon. 
He  accepted  those  Statutes  simply  because 
he  bowed  to  superior  force;  but  he  pro- 
tested against  them,  and  he  distinctly 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  was 
no  consenting  party  to  legislation  which 
he  believed  to  be  both  dangeroas  and 
wrong. 

Thb  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBUBT 
said,  that  their  Lordships  would,  no 
doubt,  allow  him  to  say  a  few  words  on 
that  subject,  especially  when  they  knew 
that  he  rose  to  give  Notice,  on  l>ehalf  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Lin- 
coln), that  he  would,  on  Friday  of  next 
week,  move  the  rejection  of  the  Statutes 
which  had  been  framed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  Lincoln  College.  He  thanked 
the  noble  Eari  for  the  speech  which  he 
had  just  delivered.  He  did  not  think, 
however,  that  the  effect  of  the  Statutes 
would  be  to  sweep  away  religious  teach- 
ing so  entirely  as  the  noble  Eari  seemed  to 
fear,  because,  inadequate  as  the  arrange- 
ments were,  they  still  furnished  some 
means  by  which,  under  a  happier  state 
of  things,  the  religious  life  of  the  Univer- 
sity could  be  maintained.  As  reg^arded 
Lincoln  Collegre,  however,  he  thought 
that  th«e  was  nothing  to  be  done  bat 
to  reject  the  Statutes,  in  the  hops 
that  a  better  scheme  might  l>e  prepared 
and  adopted.  There  was  one  point  ts 
which  he  would  venture  to  call  attention, 
■  which  was  connected  with  the  legal  at- 
1  ped  of  the  whole  matter.    B«t  he  would 
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prononnoe  no  opinion,  because,  of  coursei 
be  was  not  in  a  position  to  decide  so  diffi- 
cult and  technical  a  question.  Represen- 
tations had  been  made  to  him  to  the  effect 
that  the  Commissioners,  in  making  these 
Statutes,  had  exceeded  the  powers  which 
had  been  conferred  upon  them  by  Par- 
liament. That  contention,  whether  right 
or  wrong — and  on  that  he  expressed  no 
opinion — involved  this  further  propo- 
ntion — that  no  power  to  remove  dis- 
abilities or  tests  was  conferred  by  the 
Act  of  1877,  and  that  in  such  matters 
the  Commissioners  were  referred  back  to 
the  Test  Act  of  1871.  It  was  further 
oontended  that  in  the  Act  of  1877  there 
was  a  distinct  clause  that  the  Test  Act 
of  1871  should  be  binding  upon  the 
Commissioners  appointed  in  1 87 7 .  When 
the  Test  Act  of  1  h7  1  was  referred  back 
to,  certain  provisions  were  found  in  it, 
which  appeared  to  apply,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, merely  to  a  single  clause;  but, 
on  examination,  that  clause  turned  out 
to  be  the  really  governing  clause  of  the 
whole  Act,  and  was  the  only  one  which 
conferred  upon  the  Commissioners  the 
power  of  doing  away  with  those  tests. 
That  clause  was  as  follows : — 

"  Nothing  in  this  section  '* — ♦.*.,  tho  govern- 
ing Mction  of  the  Act — **  shall  render  a  layman 
or  a  person  not  a  member  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land eligible  to  any  office  or  capable  of  exercising 
any  right  in  any  of  the  said  Colleges,  which 
office  or  right  under  the  authority  of  any  Act 
of  Parliament,  or  of  any  Statute  or  Ordinance  of 
such  College  in  force  at  the  time  of  tho  passing 
of  this  Act,  is  restricted  to  persons  in  Holy 
Orders,  or  shall  remove  any  obligation  to  enter 
into  Holy  Orders,  which  is  by  such  authority 
attached  to  any  such  office." 

Bightly  or  wrongly,  it  was  contended 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  subse- 
quent Act  repealing  that  restriction,  and 
tiiat,  therefore,  the  Commissioners,  by 
this  wholesale  abolition  of  union  of 
Clerical  offices  with  the  Fellowships,  had 
gone  beyond  the  provisions  of  the  Act ; 
and  special  attention  was  drawn  to  the 
repeated  admonitions  which  were  con- 
tained in  both  Acts  that  regard  should 
be  paid  to  the  maintenance  of  religious 
instruction  and  of  Chapel  Services  in  the 
Colleges.  For  his  own  part,  he  should 
be  very  glad  if  this  matter  were  cleared 
up,  because  it  had  left  a  very  unpleasant 
impression  on  the  minds  of  those  who 
took  an  interest  in  it.  He  could  not 
himself  see  in  the  Act  of  1877  any  dis- 
tinct power  given  for  superseding  the 
Act  of  1871 ;  on  the  contrary,  it  ap- 
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peared  to  him  that  the  Act  of  1871  was 
re-enacted  and  strengthened  by  certain 
clauses  of  the  subsequent  Act.  But,  how- 
ever that  might  be,  there  still  remained 
the  objection  to  some  of  these  Statutes, 
especially  when  it  was  remembered  that 
the  Commissioners  were  called  upon  to 
use  their  best  endeavours  to  maintain  re- 
ligious instruction  and  religious  services 
in  the  Colleges.  What  was  contended 
was  that  the  peculiarly  unfortunate  mode 
which,  in  the  case  of  Lincoln  College, 
the  Commissioners  had  selected  for  se- 
curing the  continuance  of  those  Ser- 
vices, and  of  giving  that  instruction, 
would  lead  to  utter  and  entire  failure, 
and  that  the  hiring  of  two  persons  at  a 
salary  of  £100  a-year  between  them, 
persons  who  were  to  be  removable  at 
pleasure,  and  who  would  not  have  the 
power  of  speaking  with  authority  to  the 
undergraduates,  would  end  in  making 
the  whole  religious  service  and  instruc- 
tion ridiculous  and  impracticable. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced  this 
subject  had  uttered  a  very  gloomy 
prophecy  with  regard  to  the  Universities, 
and  more  especially  the  University  of 
Oxford.  He  hoped  that  the  prophecy 
would  not  be  realized.  It  was  rather 
unfortunate  that  the  noble  Earl  did  not 
enter  a  little  more  into  detail,  and  point 
out  how  the  various  Colleges  had  failed 
so  entirely,  as  he  had  represented,  to 
fulfil  the  letter  and  the  spirit  of  the  Act 
of  1871.  Being  himself  an  Oxford  man, 
he  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  had  paid 
more  attention  to  the  Statutes  of  that 
University.  He  had  taken  10  Colleges, 
in  order  to  see  how  the  Act  was  carried 
out.  Those  included  Brasenose,  Balliol, 
Christ  Church,  Exeter,  &c. ;  and,  in  every 
case  he  had  examined  into,  the  result 
was  that  it  was  necessary  to  appoint  a 
Fellow  in  Holy  Orders  to  perform  the 
duties  of  Divine  Service.  In  every  single 
Statute  for  every  College  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  it  was  expressly  stated 
that  Services  should  be  performed,  and, 
he  thought,  in  almost  every  instance,  in 
the  morning  and  in  the  evening  in  the 
College  Chapel.  The  noble  Earl  had 
seemed  to  propose  that  the  Colleges 
should  revert  to  the  old,  exploded 
practice  of  appointing  to  Fellowships 
only  those  persons  who  were  in  Holy 
Orders;  but  such  a  retrograde  step 
was  impracticable  in  these  days,  and 
would  hardly  commend  itself  to  any« 
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one.  The  noble  Earl  had  complained 
that  no  provision  had  been  made  that 
the  chaplains  should  be  members  of  the 
Colleges  ;  but  there  the  noble  Earl  was 
again  in  error,  inasmuch  as  in  the  Sta- 
tutes of  a  large  number  of  the  Colleges 
it  was  provided  that  one  or  more  of  the 
FeUowB  must  be  in  Holy  Orders,  and  in 
others  that  the  chaplain  should  be  a 
Fellow  if  possible.  The  abridgment 
of  the  Service  of  which  complaint  had 
been  made  was  to  be  done  by  the  Go- 
verning Bodies,  with  the  assent  of  the 
Visitor  in  almost  every  case.  Such  was, 
at  all  events,  the  case  at  Cambridge. 

The  Eabl  of  CAENARVON  said,  he 
particularly  limited  his  observations  to 
Oxford. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDO WN  :  And, 
after  all,  who,  he  would  ask,  was  more 
fit  to  undertake  the  government  of  the 
Colleges  than  the  Governing  Bodies?  No 
other  mode  of  government  was  possible, 
unless  they  chose  to  accept  some  unknown 
form  of  government  from  outside.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  think  it  so  abso- 
lutely essential  that  the  chaplain  should 
be  a  Fellow  of  his  College.  Under- 
graduates appreciated  clearly  the  dis- 
tinction between  those  Fellows  who  at- 
tained to  their  position  by  open  compe- 
tition and  those  who  came  in  by  some 
other  door ;  and  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  a  Clerical  Fellow  obtained 
by  virtue  of  his  position  any  additional 
influence  in  the  College.  He  thought  it 
would  be  undesirable,  on  the  evidence 
before  them,  to  assume  that  the  Colleges 
had  failed  to  comply  with  the  Statutes 
of  1871. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that,  as  he  had  at  one  time  been  a 
Commissioner  for  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford, it  might,  perhaps,  be  expected 
that  he  should  say  something  upon  the 
subjects  which  the  noble  Earl  had  intro- 
duced. In  the  first  place,  he  must  shortly 
say  that  there  was  no  ground  for  the 
doubt,  which  the  most  rev.  Prelate  had 
stated  to  be  felt  by  some  persons,  as  to 
the  power  of  the  Commissioners  to  abo- 
lish Clerical  restrictions  on  Headships 
and  Fellowships.  The  17th  section  of 
the  Act  of  1877  expressly  authorized  the 
Commissioners  to  make  provision  for 
altering  and  regulating  the  conditions 
of  eli^bility  to  any  endowment  or  office 
held  in,  or  connected  with,  a  College, 
and  the  conditions  of  tenure  thereof. 
Headships  were  not  within  this  power, 
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when  the  Bill  was  first  introduced  by  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) ;  but  it  was  made  to  include  them 
in  consequence  of  great  pressure,  with 
the  very  object  of  removing  Clerical  re- 
strictions, both  within  the  UniTorsities 
and  in  the  House  of  Commons.  With 
respect  to  the  provision  for  religious 
instruction  and  Chapel  Services,  which 
it  was  the  duiy  of  the  Commissioners, 
under  the  59th  section  of  the  Act  (re- 
peating the  enactments  for  that  purpose 
of  the  Tests  Abolition  Act)  to  make,  the 
Commissioners  had,  in  all  Clolleges  where 
there  were  Fellows  under  the  obligation 
of  taking  Holy  Orders,  retained  one  or 
more  Clerical  Fellowships,  for  those 
purposes.  But  there  were  several  Col- 
leges in  which  no  Fellowships  were  so 
restricted;  and,  as  to  these,  the  same 
section  prohibited  the  Commissionen 
from  meting,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, the  entering  into  Holy  Orders,  or 
the  taking  of  any  test,  a  condition  of  the 
holding  of  any  office  or  emolument  not 
so  restricted  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Act.  In  those  Colleges,  the  Commis- 
sioners were,  therefore,  prevented  by  law 
from  requiring  that  there  should  always 
be  one  or  more  Fellows  in  Holy  Orders 
charged  with  the  duty  of  religious  in- 
struction. At  New  OoUege,  for  instance, 
there  were  for  a  long  time  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Clerical  Fellows ;  but  there  being 
also  in  the  Statutes  the  power  of  making 
alterations,  the  College,  before  1877, 
obtained  the  consent  of  its  Visitor  to  do 
away  with  the  requirement  as  to  (Jlerical 
Fellowships  altogether;  and,  although 
there  always  had  been,  and  probably 
always  would  be,  Clerical  Fellows  in 
that  noble  Foundation  fit  to  undertake 
the  duties  of  religious  instruction  and 
Divine  Service,  the  Commissioners  could 
not  require  that  this  should  be  a  condi- 
tion of  election  to  any  Fellowship  there. 
Passing  to  the  observations  of  the  noble 
Earl  with  respect  to  the  abolition  of 
Clerical  Headships,  which  the  noble  Earl 
stated  to  have  been  effected  in  eveij 
College  except  Christ  Church,  he  pointed 
out  that  at  Pembroke,  at  least,  this  was 
not  the  case,  a  Canonry  in  Gloucester 
Cathedral  being  attached  to  the  Head- 
ship of  that  College.  There  might  be 
differences  of  opinion  as  to  whether  it 
was  desirable  to  remove  those  restric- 
tions; but  there  could  be  no  question 
that  it  was  done  in  accordance  with  an 
almost  unanimous  opinion  in  the  Uni- 
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Teraity  itself.  In  erery,  or  nearly  every, 
case,  the  two  Commissioners  who  were 
appointed  from  each  College  to  assist  in 
the  consideration  of  the  new  Statutes 
reported  the  prevailing  opinion  of  their 
own  Society  to  be  against  retaining  the 
Clerical  qualification,  as  necessary,  for 
the  Headship.  Under  those  circumstances, 
it  could  not  be  a  matter  of  surprise  to 
their  Lordships  that  the  Commissioners 
yielded  to  such  a  general  desire  of  the 
Colleges  themselves,  and  acceded  to  their 
request.  With  regard  to  the  other  points, 
it  was  invariably  provided,  for  the  j^ur- 
pose  of  religious  instruction  and  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Chapel  Services  in 
those  Colleges  in  which  the  Commis- 
sioners had  power  so  to  provide,  that  there 
should  be  at  least  one  Clerical  Fellow.  At 
Ohrist  Church  there  were  three,  and  at 
Magdalen  two  such  Clerical  Fellows. 
He  was  himself  very  strongly  impressed 
with  the  importance  of  intrusting  these 
duties  to  a  member  of  the  Governing 
Body  of  the  College,  and  not  to  a 
stranger  to  that  Body,  whenever  it 
could  be  done ;  and  he  knew  that  the 
same  opinion  was  entertained,  before  he 
became  a  Commissioner,  by  one  who 
thoroughly  understood  the  wants  of  the 
University,  and  was  a  most  liberal- 
minded  man,  the  present  Dean  of  West- 
minster. The  noble  Lord  was  in  error 
in  supposing  that  any  of  the  Statutes 
g^ve  the  Governing  Body  powers  to 
abridge  the  Chapel  Services.  That  power 
was  conferred  by  the  Acts  of  1871  and 
1874,  which  enabled  the  Governing 
Bodies  to  abridge  the  morning  and  even- 
ing prayer  on  any  day  except  Sunday, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Visitor.  Upon 
the  general  question,  as  to  the  abolition 
of  Clerical  restrictions,  except  when  they 
were  retained  for  Fellowships  having 
Clerical  duties  annexed  to  them,  he 
would  only  say,  that  it  was  not  so  clear, 
even  from  a  Churchman's  point  of  view, 
as  to  some  it  might  perhaps  appear.  It 
might  well  be  doubted  whether  the 
maintenance  of  those  Clerical  restric- 
tions had  in  past  times  tended  to  in- 
crease the  influence  of  religious  princi- 
ples in  the  Universities.  Under  the 
old  system  gentlemen  who  had  ob- 
tained Clerical  Fellowships  either  went 
away  from  the  Universities  to  country 
curacies,  or  remained  long  in  the  Uni- 
yersity,  often  without  taking  part  iu  the 
work  of  education,  and  ultimately  ac- 
cepted College  livings.   Since  that  state 


of  affairs  had  been  changed,  appoint* 
ments  to  College  livings  had  been  made 
on  more  satisfactory  principles.  At  the 
same  time,  he  would  point  out  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  new  Statutes,  of  any 
College,  to  prevent  the  College  from 
electing  as  many  Clerical  Fellows  as 
they  pleased,  or  to  prevent  gentlemen 
elected  to  Fellowships  from  taking  Holy 
Orders  if  they  pleased.  He  did  not  think 
in  any  case  that  the  new  Statutes  would 
prevent  the  majority  of  young  men  in 
College  from  remaining  subject  to  very 
much  the  same  influences  as  they  had  al- 
ways been.  They  were  told  that  the  present 
state  of  things  as  regarded  religious  in- 
struction and  worship  was  deplorable. 
He  could  not  but  feel  that,  as  to  some 
individual  cases  of  persons  now  holding 
College  emoluments,  there  might  possibly 
be  some  ground  for  that  statement ;  but  he 
was  unwilling  to  believe  that  the  picture 
drawn  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  represented  the  general  state 
of  things  at  the  Universities,  especially 
among  the  undergraduates.  But,  if  it 
were  true  that  there  was,  at  the  present 
time,  that  general  deleterious  influence 
which  his  noble  Friend  who  introduced 
the  subject  had  supposed,  he  would  like 
those  who  objected  to  the  new  Statutes  to 
consider,  whether  that  state  of  things 
had  come  to  pass  under  the  new  Statutes, 
which  put  an  end  to  many  of  the  Cleri- 
cal restrictions  which  were  previously 
maintained,  or  did  it  come  to  pass  under 
the  system  of  Clerical  restrictions  ?  It 
came  to  pass  under  the  system  of  Cleri- 
cal restrictions.  If  influences  were  now 
abroad  which  tended  to  unsettle  men's 
minds,  would  it  not  be  a  greater  evil 
that  such  consequences  should  take  place 
among  those  who  had  taken  Holy 
Orders  to  qualify  themselves  to  hold 
particular  endowments  ?  and  was  it  not 
better  that  there  should  be  freedom  for 
those  who,  unfortunately,  were  not  in  a 
state  of  mind  which  would  induce  them 
to  take  Holy  Orders  from  choice  ?  He 
could  not  but  help  thinking  that  if  such 
influences  existed,  they  had  arisen,  not 
out  of  the  removal  of  Clerical  restric- 
tions, but  from  other  causes,  which,  he 
hoped,  would  pass  away. 

The  Bishop  of  WINCHESTER  said, 
that  there  was  a  great  difference,  in 
regard  to  the  religious  instruction  of  a 
College,  between  having  that  instruction 
provided  for  by  the  Governing  Body, 
and  only  having  it  provided  for  by  a 
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chaplain  appointed  from  without.     At  i 
Cambridge  they  had  had  a  certain  num- 
ber of  such  chaplains  in  some  of  the 
Colleges,  and  he  could  say  from  his  own 
experience  that  those  chaplains  exercised 
no   sort  or  kind  of  influence  over  the 
young  men  of  the  College ;  whereas  the 
Clerical  Fellows  and  Clerical  Heads  of 
the  Colleges  often  exercised  a  very  great 
influence.     He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  spoken  first  that  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  try  to  oppose 
the  passing  of  those  Statutes,  because  if 
those  Statutes  were  thrown  out  it  was 
possible,  considering  how  rapidly  opinion 
in  regard  to  theology  was  running  in 
the  present  direction,  they  might  be  left 
in  even  a  worse  position  than  they  were 
now.     It  should,  however,  be  remem- 
bered that  many  of  the  Colleges  were 
founded  in  old  times  for  the  special  pur- 
pose of  giving  religious  instruction.    Out 
of  the  five  Colleges  at  Oxford  of  which 
he  was  Visitor,   all   were  founded  for 
that  special  purpose,  and  three  of  them 
by  eminent  predecessors  of  his  own.    He 
did  not  say  that  religious  instruction 
would  not  be  given  after  the  passing  of 
those  Statutes ;  but  the  only  provision 
for  it   was  that  there  was  to  be  one 
Fellow  who  might  be  a  clergyman,  or 
there  might  be  a  College  chaplain  ap- 
pointed   from   without.      Although  he 
was  inclined  to  acquiesce  in  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners,  with 
the  exception   of  the  case    of  Lincoln 
College,  he  could  not  but  fear  that  their 
tendency  must  be  to  impair  the  influence 
of  religious  teaching.     It  was  said  that 
the    Fellows    of    Colleges    took    Holy 
Orders  often  merely  to  obtain  Fellow- 
ships.    That  might  be  so  in  some  in- 
stances, but,   he   said,  that  a  body  of 
Clerical  Fellows  was  almost  without  ex- 
ception a  body  of  well-conducted  men ; 
and  ho  feared  that  they  would  not  have 
the   same    restraining   influences    in  a 
body  of  Lay  Fellows. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
he  did  not  desire  now  to  express  any 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  matter  under 
discussion,  because  it  seemed  to  him  they 
would  have  a  more  convenient  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  question  more 
fully  when  the  Motion,  of  which  Notice 
had  been  given  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate, 
was  before  the  House.  With  respect 
to  the  general  operations  of  those  Sta- 
tutes, ho  had  only  to  express  his  gene- 
ral concurrence  and  sympathy  with  his 
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noble  Friend  behind  him,  who  intro- 
duced the  subject.    There  was,  however, 
one  point  which  he  could  not  pass  over, 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  he  ven- 
tured to  trouble  their  Lordships  with  a 
very  few  words.     He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  provision  by  which,  in 
the  case  of  most  of  the    Colleges,    a 
Clerical  Fellow  was  to  be  appointed,  in 
order  to  provide  for  religious  instruction, 
was  not  a  valueless  or  an  unimportant 
provision.   On  the  contrary,  he  regarded 
it  as  one  of  the  very  highest  importance. 
He  earnestly  regretted   that  die  Com- 
missioners did  not  see  their  way  to  give 
them  more  in  the  same  direction.    But 
still  the  fact  that  they  were,  for  what- 
ever reason,  unable  to  come  to  that  de- 
cision, ought  not  to  blind  their  Lordships 
as  to  the  great  importance  of  having 
among  the  Governing  Body  of  the  Col- 
lege a  man  whose  duty  it  was  to  superin- 
tend the  religious  instruction,  which  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  College  to  give; 
and  such  a  man,  selected,  as  he  would 
doubtless  be,  with  a  due  sense  of  the 
responsibility    of    the    selection,   must 
exercise  a  valuable  influence  over  those 
committed  to  his  charge.     It  was  the 
importance  he  attached  to  that  provi- 
sion  which  had  induced  him,   for  one, 
to  abstain  from  bringing  any  of  those 
Statutes  under  the  consideration  of  their 
Lordships.     If  their  Lordships  had  been 
asked  to  vote  against  the  Statutes  in 
which  that   provision   existed,    and   if 
they    had  acceded  to   that  suggestion, 
the  result  would  have  been  that  those 
Statutes  would  simply  have  been  swept 
away  ;  and  the  old  Statutes,  in  a  more  or 
less  mutilated  condition,  would  have  re- 
vived to  take  their  place.     The  conse- 
quence of  that    would    have   been  to 
throw  the  whole  legislation  of  the  Uni- 
versities into  the  crucible  ag^in.     As  far 
as  he  was  able  to  ascertain  the  opinion 
of  men  of  all  the  parties  connectea  with 
the  University,  that  would  not  be  re- 
garded as  a  desirable,  or  even  a  tolerable 
possibility.     He  was  bound  to  look  to 
the  probabilities  which  there  were  of  the 
substitution  of  improved  provisions  for 
those  which,    under  the  hypothesis  he 
had  suggested,  were  to  have  been  re- 
pealed.    With  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Clerical  Fellowships,  he  was 
compelled  to  express  his  opinion  that 
whatever  any  of  their  Lordships  might 
individually  think,  there  had  been  for 
many  years  past,  and  he  was   certain 
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tbere  was  now,  a  yery  strong  and  grow- 
ing feelinff  against  the  arrangement 
wliich  haa  existed  up  to  the  present 
time — ^namely,  the  arrangement  that  had 
been  reported  on  by  the  Oommissioners 
in  1854.  He  believed  that  opinion  was 
strong ;  and  that  it  was  so  was  evidenced 
by  one  circumstance  that  he  would  men- 
tion. In  the  original  draft  of  the  Act 
of  1877  a  power  of  dealing  with  Clerical 
Headships  was  not  included ;  but  when 
the  matter  came  to  be  discussed  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  was  certainly 
not  then  an  exceptionally  Badical  or 
Liberal  House,  it  was  found  that  the 
pressure  of  feeling  was  so  strong  that  it 
became  necessary  to  consent  to  a  modifi- 
cation of  the  Bill.  If  the  House  of  Com- 
mons of  1877  was  not  fully  prepared  to 
accept  the  system  of  Clerical  Fellowships, 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  very  great  doubt, 
if  they  now  repealed  all  the  Statutes  and 
framed  new  Statutes,  whether  the  pre- 
sent House  of  Commons  would  consent 
to  more  favourable  terms  than  the  pre- 
sent. He  would  not  discuss  the  peculiar 
provisions  that  had  been  inserted  into 
the  Statutes ;  but  speaking  of  the  Sta- 
tutes generally,  though  he  sympathized 
with  his  noble  Friend  behind  him,  he 
thought  it  very  doubtful  whether  any 
interference  would  result  in  the  Statutes 
being  rendered  more  advantageous  to 
religious  teaching  and  worship  than 
they  were  at  present. 

TUNIS-BOMBAKDMENT  OF  SFAX— 
INDEMNITY    TO    BRITISH    SUBJECTS. 

QUESTION.      ADDRESS   FOR   PAPERS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAER  rose  to  pre- 
sent a  petition  from  British  subjects 
residing  and  carrying  on  business  at 
Sfax  in  the  Regency  of  Tunis ;  and  to 
ask  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tend to  take  any  steps  to  procure  relief 
or  indemnity  for  the  losses  which  have 
been  sustained  in  consequence  of  the 
bombardment  of  that  city  by  the  French  ; 
also  to  move  an  Address  for  papers  and 
correspondence  relating  to  the  Interna- 
tional Commission  held  at  Sfax  in  August 
1881  to  inquire  into  the  pillaging  and 
destruction  of  property  after  the  entry 
of  the  French  troops ;  also  for  the  Re- 
ports of  M.  Galea  and  M.  Leonard!  on 
the  same  subject ;  and  for  Papers  and 
Correspondence  relative  to  the  affairs  of 
Tunis  since  the  last  papers  were  pre- 
sented.    He  wished  to  add    that    the 


Petition,  which  was  numerously  signed 
by  British  subjects,  merchants,  and 
others  engaged  in  business  at  Sfax, 
stated  that  in  the  months  of  June 
and  July  last  the  city  of  Sfax  was  bom- 
barded, and  afterwards  occupied  by 
the  French  Forces ;  that  the  Petitioners 
had  all  suffered  great  damage  and  loss 
hy  the  injury  or  destruction  of  their 
habitations,  as  well  as  by  the  pillage 
of  the  city ;  that  the  allegations  of  tlie 
Petitioners  were  fully  substantiated  be- 
fore an  International  Commission  held 
at  Sfax  during  the  months  of  August, 
September,  and  October,  1881 ;  that,  al- 
though several  months  had  passed  since 
then,  the  Petitioners  (many  of  whom 
were  completely  ruined)  had  received 
no  indemnity  or  relief,  althouc^li  the  Na- 
tives of  Sfax  had  been  compelled  to  pay 
a  large  war  contribution ;  and  the  Peti- 
tioners prayed  that  their  Lordships' 
House  might  be  pleased  to  take  their 
case  into  consideration,  and  direct  such 
representation  to  be  made  to  the  Guvoru- 
ment  of  the  French  Republic,  and  to  that 
of  His  Highness  the  Bey  of  Tunis,  as 
might  result  in  their  receiving  the  in- 
demnity duo  to  them  for  the  h^ss  tlioy 
had  sustained.  Ho  thought  the  Peti- 
tioners had  a  strong  claim  upon  their 
Lordships'  attention,  and  that  of  the 
country  generally,  under  the  very  trying 
and  peculiar  circumstances  in  which  they 
were  placed.  The  British  trade  in  Tunis 
had  been  hitherto  carried  on  upon  most 
favourable  terms.  It  had  been  protected 
by  Treaties  ;  and  British  subjects,  espe- 
cially from  Malta,  had  been  induced  to 
invest  their  capital  in  trade  and  othor 
ways.  The  most  friendly  feelings  had 
existed,  of  which  he  could  speak  from 
personal  knowledge,  between  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Bey  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country.  There  had  also 
been  a  kindly  feeling  between  the  Native 
population  and  the  English.  It  had  been 
enough  for  an  Englishman  to  declare 
his  nationality  to  insure  a  hospitable 
reception.  The  climate  was  one  of  the 
finest  in  the  world,  and  a  large  field  had 
been  at  all  times  open  to  British  indus- 
try. This  applied  especially  to  Sfax, 
the  most  important  city  in  the  Regency 
of  Tunis,  as  regards  commerce,  and 
where  the  trade  was  chiefly  in  the  hands 
of  British  merchants.  But  what  had 
happened  ?  The  country  had  been  un- 
expectedly invaded  by  a  friondly  Power 
in   alliance  with  Tunis  and  England; 
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and  British  subjects  found  tbemselves, 
without  any  declaration  of  war,  bom- 
barded by  a  French  fleet,  their  property 
destroyed,  and  their  houses  afterwards 
pillaged  by  French  troops  in  conse- 
quence of  the  patriotic  resistance  which 
was  offered  to  the  invaders  by  the  Native 
Arab  tribes,  as  related  by  an  eye-witness 
as  follows :  — 

"  In  the  narrow  streets  of  the  Native  town, 
house  after  house  was  only  occupied  after  a 
desperate  hand-to-hand  conflict." 

The  effect  of  this  upon  the  trading  and 
commercial  part  of  the  city  could  readily 
bo  imagined ;  and  although  the  Euro- 
pean and  Jewish  quarter  was  separated 
from  the  Arab,  both  seem  to  have  suf- 
fered alike.  Another  narrator,  speaking 
of  what  took  place,  for  whose  accuracy 
he  could  vouch,  said — 

"  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  French 
soldiers  who  drove  the  Arabs  out  of  Sfax  on  the 
16tK  of  July,  1881,  followed  up  their  triumph 
by  an  indiscriminate  pillage  of  both  the  Euro- 
pean and  Arab  quarters  of  the  town.  What 
was  done  happened  in  the  face  of  day,  and  can 
neither  be  gainsaid  nor  denied." 

The  same  witness  said — 

"We  next  entered  the  European  faubourg. 
Most  of  the  houses  were  much  damaged  and 
knocked  about  by  the  shells ;  but  on  the  pretext 
that  some  Arabs  had  fired  from  the  dwelling  of 
M.  Gili,  a  Maltese  merchant,  an  order  had  been 
given  to  break  open  the  doors  of  every  habita- 
tion in  the  quarter;  and  as  soon  as  this  was 
done  a  general  pillage  ensued.  I  was  an  un- 
willing witne-ss  of  all  that  happened.  The 
soldiers  (i'.^.,  the  French)  took  or  spoiled  evtay- 
thing  they  could  carry  away,  and  broke  or 
defaced  what  they  were  unable  to  move.  None 
of  the  officers  seemed  disposed  to  interfere,  and 
the  whole  business  was  a  sad  contrast  to  the 
measures  taken  by  the  insurgents  {i.e.,  the 
Native  population)  to  preserve  our  property.** 

This  witness  of  what  took  place  further 
added — 

"  July  19. — This  morning  I  went  to  visit  the 
Grand  Mosque.  Its  minaret  is  disabled,  and  it 
is  turned  into  a  barrack.  I  saw  the  soldiers 
cooking  in  various  i^arts  of  it.  Throughout  the 
Moorish  town  the  traces  of  the  sack  were  painful 
to  witness Valuable  Arabic  manu- 
scripts were  torn  up  and  their  pages  distributed 
as  souvenirs  of  the  siege." 

After  many  other  particulars,  he  went 
on  to  say — 

**  In  short,  the  Maltose  Colonists  of  Sfax  have 
been  the  chief  sufferers  by  the  pillage  of  the 
town  committed  in  the  manner  I  have  described. 
Some  of  them  have,  indeed,  kist  their  all;  hardly 
one  has  e8cai>od  unscathed.  As  an  eye-witness, 
I  have  recorded  what  really  happened  in  broad 
daylight  and  in  the  sight  of  hunoreds  of  people. 
The  only  hope  of  the  half -ruined  British  com- 
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munity  is  in  the  sapport  which  they  feel  sure 
their  daims  must  inevitably  have  from  theBriti^ 
Government.'* 

He  could  give  many  farther  details ;  but 
he  thought  he  had  said  enough  to  justify 
the  words  of  the  Petition  as  regarded 
the  losses  which  had  been  sustained  by 
British  subjects  at  Sfax  in  consequence 
of  the  bombardment  of  that  city  by  the 
French  and  the  pillage  which  ensued. 
The  Petition  concluded  by  stating  that 
the  allegations  were  fully  substantiated 
before  an  International  Commission, 
which  was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  case ;  bat  that,  not- 
withstanding sereral  montJis  had  elapsed, 
no  relief  or  indemnity  of  any  kind  had 
been  afforded  them,  although  the  Na- 
tives of  Sfax  had  been  compelled  to 
pay  a  large  war  contribution.  The 
Commission  here  referred  to  was  ap- 
pointed, he  beliered,  in  September, 
1881,  and  was  composed  of  Count 
Marquessac,  captain  of  the  French  ship 
La  Reine  Blanche,  who  acted  as  Pre- 
sident; Caid  Jelluli,  the  Oovemor  of 
the  city ;  Captain  Tryon,  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ship  llonareh ;  and  Captain  Conti, 
of  the  Italian  frigate  Maria  Pia.  After 
sitting  several  weeks,  the  Commission 
was  abruptly  dissolved.  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  stated  in  "another  place,"  in 
March  last — 

*'  That  the  proceedings  of  the  Sfax  Commis- 
sion were  brought  to  a  close  by  the  French 
Chairman,  on  the  g^und  that  the  British  Com- 
missioner had  recalled  a  witness  who  had  been 
already  examined,  and  whose  second  deposition 
differed  from  that  previously  given," 

This  was  a  somewhat  unusual  way  of 
terminating  an  important  Commission 
where  considerable  interests  were  at 
stake — by  the  ip»9  dixit  of  the  French 
Chairman.  He  asked  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Sfax  Commission,  together 
with  the  Beport  of  M.  Qtdea  and  M. 
Leonardi,  might  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House.  He  further  asked  for 
Papers  and  Correspondence  relative  to 
the  general  affairs  of  Tunis  since  the 
last  Papers  were  presented,  induding 
Correspondence  upon  the  still  unsolvea 
question  of  the  Enfida  Estate.  With 
reference  generally  to  these  questions  as 
affecting  British  interests,  it  was  im- 
possible to  pass  unnoticed  the  recent 
Decree  of  the  President  of  the  French 
Bepublic,  dated  the  22nd  of  April,  which 
amounted  to  the  virtual  annexation  to 
France  of  the  Kegency  of  Tunis.    By 
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ihis  Decree  the  various  branches  of  Go- 
yemment  in  Tunis,  as  far  as  they  related 
to  France,  were  placed  under  the  cor- 
xegpon^dna  Ministerial  Departments  in 
P&ris.  There  remained,  therefore,  but 
one  step  more — namely,  to  include  other 
nationalities — and  the  annexation  was 
complete.  The  Kroumir  phantom  had 
disappeared,  and,  in  the  words  of  M.  de 
Freycinet,  upon  whose  Eeport  this  Decree 
was  founded — 

"  Le  moment  aemble  venu  d'adopter  une  or* 
ganisation  plus  en  harmonie  avec  la  nature  des 
ehoaes." 

He  asked  the  attention  of  the  House, 

and  especially  of  the  Secretary  of  State 

for  Foreign  Affairs,  to  these  words — for, 

if  they  meant  anything,  it  must  surely 

be  that  the  protectorate  of  Tunis  which 

France  had  assumed  would  shortly  pass 

into  annexation  similar  to  that  of  Algeria. 

They  had  heard    much   lately   of  the 

danger  to  this  country  of  the  proposed 

Channel  Tunnel;  but  this  question  seemed 

to  him  to  sink  into  insignificance  when 

compared  with  that  of  the  annexation  of 

Tunis  to  France,  which  would  give  her 

possession  of  what  might  become  two  of 

the  finest  harbours  in  the  Mediterranean, 

Bizerta  and  Porto  Farina,  and  would 

thus  virtually  give  a  naval  preponderance 

to  France  from  Gibraltar  to  Malta,  which, 

in  the  event  of  war,  might  prove  most 

disastrous  to  this  country.  In  conclusion, 

the  noble  Earl  moved  that  the  Petition 

be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

Jfovedy  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  papers  and  correspondence 
relating  to  the  International  Commission  held 
at  Sfaz  in  August  1881  to  inquire  into  the 
pillaging  and  destruction  of  property  after  the 
entry  of  the  French  troops ;  also  for  the  reports 
of  M.  Galea  and  M.  Loonardi  on  the  same  sub- 
ject; and  for  papers  and  correspondence  rela- 
tive to  the  affairs  of  Tunis  since  the  last  papers 
were  preeented. — (Th*  Earl  De  La  Warr,) 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  said  :  My  Lords, 
in  answer  to  the  noble  £arl's  Question,  of 
which  he  gave  Notice,  but  which  he  has 
put  with  some  development,  I  have  to 
say  that  I  regret  that  the  Commission  of 
Inquiiy  at  Sfax  led  to  no  practical  re- 
sult. Her  Maj  esty '  s  Government  at  once 
put  themselves  in  communication  with 
the  French  Government  on  the  subject 
of  the  British  claims.  Those  claims  are 
now  nearly  prepared,  and  will  be  diplo- 
matically communicated  to  the  French 
€k>Temment  through  our  Ambassador  at 
Paris»  As  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl,  I  cannot  agree  to  it.     The  Papers 


will  be  prepared  and  presented  when 
the  communications  which  are  now 
going  on  have  come  to  an  end. 

Ea£l  de  la  WAEB  :  If  the  noble 
Earl  will  present  the  Papers  at  the 
earliest  possible  time,  I  shall  be  happy 
to  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  They  will  be 
presented  when  the  communications  are 
concluded. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAER :  There  are  other 
Papers — t.*.,  Eeports  of  what  occurred. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  They  will  be 
presented. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tcith' 
drawn, 

THEATRES  AND  MUSIC  IIALLS  (ME- 
TROPOLIS)-PRECAUTIONS  IN  CASE 
OF  FIRE.—ADDRESS  FOR  PAPERS. 
The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  rose  to 
move  that  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  of  the 
Report  made  to  the  Home  Office  by 
Captain  Shaw,  chief  officer  of  the 
London  Fire  Brigade,  with  regard  to 
the  dangers  to  which  the  public  are 
exposed  from  fire  in  the  Metropolitan 
theatres,  and  as  to  the  means  of  exit 
provided  for  them.  The  noble  Earl  said 
it  could  not  be  denied  that  these  dangers 
actually  existed  to  a  serious  extent. 
Nothing  could  be  more  fallacious  than 
to  imagine  themselves  safe  merely  be- 
cause they  chose  to  shut  their  eyes  to 
the  perils  around  them.  It  had  been 
stated  that  Captain  Shaw's  Report  on 
the  subject  was  of  a  very  alarming 
character  or  description ;  but  that  was 
no  reason  for  concealing  its  purpose. 
The  dangers  that  existed  were,  to  some 
extent,  shown  by  the  fires  and  panics 
which  had  recently  occurred  in  different 
parts  of  the  world ;  and  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  characteristic  courage  of 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  on  a  recent  occasion  in  London, 
when  a  bag  of  gas  burst  in  connection 
with  the  limelight  in  a  theatre,  there 
might  have  been  a  great  loss  of  life. 
The  lessees  of  the  theatres  were  bound 
to  take  reasonable  care  for  the  protection 
of  the  public  in  this  matter ;  and  if  they 
failed  or  neglected  to  do  so,  he  submitted 
that  their  licences  should  be  refused  and 
their  theatres  closed.  The  noble  Earl 
concluded  by  moving  his  Motion. 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  prcscnto<l 
to  Her  Majesty  for  copies  of  the  Report  madt; 
to  the  Home  OflBce  by  Captain  Shaw,  chief 
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an  International  Convention  will  be  con  - 
eluded  in  a  few  daje ;  and  Mr.  Travor 
and  Mr.  Kennedy,  who  conducted  the 
negotiations  on  behalf  of  this  country 
with  g^eat  ability  and  complete  ancoesa, 
have  been  appointed  Her  Majesty's 
Flenipotentianea  for  signature  of  such 
a  Convention,  and  will  leave  to-morrow 
for  Holland.  Belgium,  Denmark,  France, 
Oennany,  and  the  Xetherlands  will  also 
be  represented  on  this  ocoasion.  The 
Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as  boou 
OS  practicable ;  and  I  anticipate  with 
confidence  that  the  establishment  by  this 
Convention  of  ef&cient  police  regulations 
will  be  sufficient  to  check  the  disorders 
which  have,  unfortunately,  bean  toofre* 
quent  among  the  fishermen  in  the  North 


with  the  regulationa,  his  letters  would 
have  been  duly  forwarded. 

Mb.  HEALT  :  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Qendnman,  if  he  thought  my 
Question  referred  only  to  American  citi- 
zenship, why  he  obtained  information  aa 
to  tholatterpart  of  it? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTER:  I  thought 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  was  most 
important. 

PEACE  PEESEEVATION  (IKELAND)  ACT, 
1881— SEARCH  FOR  ARMS. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  issued  a  warrant  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Arms  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion to  search  the  residence  of  Mr.  John 
Connolly,  Town  Hall,  Dundalk,  a  pen- 
sioner of  the  19th  Begimsnt,  who  lost 
his  arm  at  the  Alma ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  issued  the  said  warrant  upon  sworn 
informatiotts,  or  on  the  mere  "reason- 
able suspicion "  of  Mr.  Supple,  Sub- 
Inspeotor  Royal  Iriah  Constabulary, 
Dundalk? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEK,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  warrant  had  boon  issued  upon 
oredible  and  trustworthy  sworn  informa- 
tion. 

INTBENATIONAL  FISHERY  CONFER- 
ENCE—POLICE OF  THE  NORTH  SEA. 
Mb.  BIBKBEOK  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the 
Governments  who  were  represonted  at 
the  International  Fishery  Conference 
held  at  the  Hague  last  autumn,  have 
H>j>roved  the  recommendations  made  by 
their  delegates  with  regard  to  regu- 
lating the  police  of  the  fisheries  in  the 
North  Sea ;  and,  whether  it  is  pro- 
bable that  any  Convention  will  be  con- 
cluded on  this  subject  between  the  Mari- 
time Countries  whose  coasts  abut  on  the 
North  Sea  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  All  the  Go- 
vernments who  were  represented  at  the 
International  Fisheries  Conference  held 
at  the  Hague  lost  autumn,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  Sweden  and  Norway,  from 
whom  no  final  reply  has  yet  been  re- 
ceived, have  approved  generally  of  the 
draft  Convention  which  was  recom- 
mended by  the  delegates,  and  which 
iras,  in  the  main,  based  on  the  sug- 
gestions made  by  Her  Miyesty's  Go- 
Tomment  before  the  Conference  assem- 
bled.   I  have  every  reason  to  hope  that 


Sib  MAS8EY  LOPES  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
IS  he  can  state  when  he  proposes  to  in- 
troduce the  Bill,  rsferred  to  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  re- 
ference to  the  expenses  of  main  roads? 

Me.  D0D80N :  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
Baronet,  I  have  to  say  that  I  hope 
shortly  to  be  able  to  make  a  statement 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  it  is  proposed  to 
distribute  this  grant.  I  also  hope  that, 
as  it  is  a  financial  arrangement,  it  will 
be  found  practicable  to  give  effect  to  it 
without  any  special  legislation. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— SHEFFIELD  SMALL- 
POX HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  W.  LOWTHER  asked  the  Preei- 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  resident 
surgeon,  one  of  the  nurses,  and  the  cook, 
at  a  lately  erected  small-pox  and  fever 
hospital  at  Sheffield,  were  attacked  by 
small-pox ;  and,  whether  he  has  any 
information  that  these  officials  were 
vaccinated  before  entering  on  their 
duties  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  It  is  true  that  the 
resident  surgeon  and  the  cook  at  this 
hospital  have  recently  been  attacked 
with  small-pox  ;  but  none  of  the  nurses 
have  been  attacked.  The  medical  officer 
had  been  vaccinated  and  re-vaccinated ; 
the  cook  had  been  vaccinated  in  infancy, 
but,  having  afterwards  suffered  from 
small-pox,  was  not  re  -  vacoinatod  on 
entering  the  hospital.  Besides  the  medi- 
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cal  officer  and  cook,  one  of  the  vard  i  Oaskin,  of  Newtownboawell,  Ashford, 
servants  was  attacked.  She  had  been  county  Wicklow,  has  memorialised  the 
vaccinated  when  a  child  and  re-vaooi-  Board,  complaining  of  the  conduct  of 
nated  after  coming  to  the  hospital,  but    the  clerk  of  Bathdrum  Union,  in  hit 


with  only  partial  succese.  In  all  these 
three  instances  the  attack  was  in  a 
modified  form,  and,  in  the  cases  of  the 
medical  officer  and  the  ward  servant, 
scarcely  any  rash  appeared.  The  infeo- 
tion  seema  to  have  Deen  derived  from  a 
very  severe  case  of  confluent  hemor- 
rhagic small-poz,  where  the  patient  had 
sever  been  vaccinated,  and  this  ie  the 
only  case  which  has  terminated  fatally 
in  the  hospital. 


Mb.  W.  LOWTHEE  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board, 
Whether  three  members  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians  at  Oldham  lately  bought  the 
carcase  of  a  pig  which  the  medical  officer 
had  ordered  to  be  killed  and  burned . 
whether  the  carcase  of  the  pig  was  sold 
to  a  butcher  for  twenty-five  shillinga  by 
these  three  guardians ;  whether,  on  the 
facts  becoming  known,  the  money  woe 
handed  over  to  the  master  of  the  work- 
honsB ;  and,  whether  those  three  gen- 
tlemen continue  to  act  as  guardians? 

Mr.  DODSON:  I  have  caused  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  this  matter;  but  it 
does  not  appear  that  the  medical  officer 
ordered  the  pig  in  question  to  be  killed, 
although,  assuming  that  it  was  suffering 
from  the  same  malady  as  another  one 
which  had  been  taken  ill,  he  suggested 
that  the  carcase  should  be  burnt.  It  is 
right,  however,  to  say  that  he  does  not 
appear  to  have  seen  the  pig ;  and  the 
0-uardiane  afterwards  called  in  a  veteri- 
nary surgeon,  who  examined  the  car- 
case and  distinctly  stated  that  it  wa 
for  human  food.  The  pig  was  subse- 
quently taken  away  and  sold  by  three 
of  the  Guardians  for  a  sovereign,  and 
the  amount  paid  by  one  of  them  to  the 
master  of  the  workhouse-  The  three 
Guardians  who  took  away  the  pig  still 
continue  to  act  as  Guardians. 

POOR  LAW  (rRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 
GUAKDIANS  FOR  THE  RATIIDBUM 
UNION. 

Mb.  W.  J.  OOKBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If,  as  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  he  is  aware  that  Ur. 
Mr.  Dodien 


capacity  of  returning  officer,  at  the  late 
olection  of  guardian  for  the  electoral 
division  of  Killosky,  in  that  Union,  and 
asking  for  a  scrutiny  of  the  votes ;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Gaskin  had  a  lar^e  majority  of 
the  votes  of  rated  occupiers,  but  was 
defeated  by  proxy  votes ;  whether  the 
validity  of  many  of  such  votes  was  ques- 
doned  by  Kr.  Gashin,  but,  no  profes- 
sional agent  being  present  on  behalf  of 
the  rated  occupiers  to  press  the  objec- 
tdons,  all  the  proxy  votes  were  admitted; 
whether,  at  the  election  for  the  adjoining 
slectoral  dirision  of  Wicklow,  where  a 
professional  agent  was  employed,  a  large 
number  of  proxy  votes  were  presented, 
and  were  objected  to ;  whether  the  re- 
tnrning  officer  asserted  they  were  all 
right,  and  wanted  to  record  them ;  but, 
the  objector  insisting  on  examining  them, 
many  were  rejected,  being  irregular, 
and  the  other  candidate  was  returned; 
whether  the  Local  Government  Board 
have,  on  the  ex  parte  statement  of  the 
officer  whose  conduct  is  impugned,  re< 
fused  Mr.  Gaskin  the  inqniry  sought 
for;  and,  whether,  in  justice  to  the 
rated  oocupiers,  he  will  canse  a  strict 
investigation  to  be  mode  into  the  dr- 
cumstanoes  of  the  case  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER.  in  reply,  sud, 
it  was  the  case  that  Mr.  Gaakin  hod 
memorialiKod  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  and  the  latter,  having  made  in- 
quiry into  the  matter,  were  satisfied 
with  the  explanation  of  the  Betuming 
Officer.  In  the  absence  of  evidence  in 
support  of  Mr.  Gaakin's  statements,  they 
did  not  think  further  inquiry  neoe»' 
sory. 

I'BOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1B81— MB. 
MICHAEL  RTAN-WALL. 

Mb.BEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretaiyto  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  case  of  Mr.  Michael 
Byan-Wall,  at  present  detuned  nnder 
the  Coercion  Act  in  Naas  Gaol,  has  been 
considered ;  and,  whether  he  will  order 
his  release  P 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  This  case  has 
been  reconsidered ;  and  I  r^ret  to  state 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  cannot,  at  pie- 
sent,  recommend  his  release. 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS-RESOLUTION  3— 

COFFEE, 

Me.  8TEWABT  MAOLIVER  asked 
die  FinonoiBl  Seeretary  to  tlie  Treaeurj', 
Whether,  after  the  proposed  Seeolution 
baa  become  Law,  prohibiting  the  mixture 
with  ooffee  of  any  other  ing^redisnt  than 
ohicoiy,  a  drawback  will  be  allowed  to 
mannfiwtararB  upon  other  vegetables 
hitherto  used  for  mixing,  and  upon 
which  the  same  Diitv  as  the  Duty  upon 
Chicory  has  been  paid  ? 

Loao  FBEDEEIOK  CAVENDISH: 
The  GoTemment  will  be  prepared  to  ra- 
fond  the  duty  in  all  cases  in  which  such 
Tegetable  substances  are  still  in  ohai^, 
after  the  duty  has  been  paid  thereon. 
But  where  the  duty  has  been  paid,  and 
the  goods  have  been  delivered  for  home 
consumption,  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment 
must  adhere  to  their  invariable  practice 
of  not  making  repayment. 

THE  EOYAL  lEISH  CONSTABULARY- 
CO.   MONAOHAN. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
"Wbether,  in  the  town  of  Monaghan,  it 
ie  a  fact  that  of  a  force  of  over  twenty 
men  all  are  Roman  Catholics  but  three, 
and  that  the  head  constable,  the  sub- 
inspector,  and  the  county  inspector  are 
also  Boman  Catholics;  whether  this  Is 
in  accordance  with  the  usual  practice  in 
the  distribution  of  the  force ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  wiU  direct  any  change  to  be 
madef 

Hx.  CALLAN :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  that  Question,  I  beg 
to  ask  him,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  in 
dindalk,  where  nine-tenths  of  the  popu- 
lation are  Catholics,  the  County  Inspec- 
tor, the  Sub -Inspector,  the  Head  Con- 
itable,  and  the  majority  of  the  con- 
stables are  Protestants;  and,  whether 
this  is  in  accordance  with  the  usual 
practice  in  the  distribution  of  the  force  ? 

Mb.  sexton  also  asked  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman,  Whether  he  was  awate 
that  in  Cookstown  the  Constabulary 
Force  was  entirely  composed  of  Protes- 
taola;  and  that  in  Armagh,  Down- 
patri(^,  Enniskillen,  and  several  other 
towns  in  Ulster  all  the  police  officers 
were  Protestants? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  knowledge  of  the  facts  re- 
fcrred  to  in  the  Questions  of  the  hon. 
Unubers  for  Louth  and  for  the  county 


'  of  Sligo ;  but  they  enabled  him  to 
state,  in  repl^  to  the  first  Question,  how 
exceedingly  inconvenient  it  would  be  if 
the  police  were  distributed  and  located 
according  to  their  religious  persuasion. 
Any  attempt  thus  to  distribute  them 
would,  he  believed,  he  most  disadvan- 
tageous to  the  good  government  and  the 
efSoienoy  of  the  force.  As  regarded  tlie 
facts  mentioned,  he  was  informed  that 
the  actual  number  of  constables  in  Mo- 
naghan was  21,  of  whon  five  wore  Pro- 
testants, which  was  about  the  same  pro- 
portion as  existed  between  the  two  reli- 
S'ons  persuasions  in  the  place.  The 
ead  Oonetable,  the  Sub-Inspector,  and 
the  County  Inspector  were  Roman  Catho- 
lics. The  County  Inspector  and  Head 
Constable  had  been  several  years  in  the 
town,  and  the  Inspector  General  was 
not  aware  of  any  reason  for  their  re- 
moval. To  remove  a  police  officer  &om 
one  district  to  another  solely  on  account 
of  his  religion  would  not  be  expedient. 

Mr.  MAOFARLANE  inquired,  whe- 
ther the  Chief  Secretary  had  received  any 
complaint  of  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Sub-Inspector  which  would  justify 
his  removal  ? 

Me.  HEALY  asked  further,  whether 
it  was  not  tlie  practice  to  send  police  to 
the  South  from  the  North,  and  to  the 
North  from  the  South  ? 

[No  answers  were  given  to  these 
Questions.] 


MH.LEWI8  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Omcers  of  the  Crown  in  the 
late  Government  with  reference  to  the 
claims  of  those  members  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  Force  who  retired 
before  August  1874  to  the  increased 
scale  of  pensions  provided  by  the  Act  of 
1874,  the  Government  will  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
of  this  House  to  consider  and  report 
upon  such  claims,  and  the  justice  or  ex- 
pediency of  satisfying  the  same? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEB,  in  reply,  snid, 
that  this  was  a  matter  which  hsid  been 
very  carefully  considered  by  his  Prede- 
cessor and  himself,  and  the  conclusion 
arrived  at  was  that  there  was  not  a  suf- 
ficient case  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee. 
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inapeotioa  of  the  smigrants  before  start- 
ing, and  that  the  paaBennre  were  not  in 
an  exhausted  coa<ution.  The  passengers, 
the  ship,  and  the  food  were  inspected 
before  the  ship  left.  There  were  no 
cases  of  infections  disease  found  among 
the  emigrants,  the  accommodation  was 
found  to  be  good,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  Btatntory  enactment  bearing 
upon  it,  and  the  food,  which  was  sufS- 
cdent  for  32  days',  was  found  to  be  good. 
The  pasaage  lasted  12  days.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  particulars  of  any 
special  point  on  which  he  thinks  inquiry 
ought  to  be  made,  I  will  consider  it ; 
but,  as  at  present  advised,  I  cannot  see 
anything  calling  for  further  inquiry. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
LABOURERS'  COTTAGES. 

Mb.  VILLIEES  STUART  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Jjord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Return  of  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  the  Commisaionera  under 
the  Land  Act  have  ordered  the  building 
or  improvement  of  labourers  cottages 
with  the  addition  of  garden  allotments ; 
in  how  many  cases  their  orders  have 
been  carried  out ;  and,  whether  he  will 
inform  the  House  what  penalty  the  Com- 
missioners are  empowered  to  inflict  in 
caaeof  non-compliance  with  their  orders? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORaiER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  House  had  ordered  a  Return  of 
the  provision  made  for  labourers  on  the 
28th  of  January  last,  and  that  Return 
wonid  give  all  the  information  which 
oould  be  supplied  up  to  that  date.  A 
further  Return  would  be  prepared.  The 
Commissionore  informed  him  that  they 
had  no  means  of  knowing  what  provi- 
sion for  labourers  had  been  made.  The 
penalties  for  non-compliance  with  the 
orders  of  the  Oommissioaers  were  of  the 
ordinary  kind — namely,  attachment  of 
the  person  or  sequestration  of  goods. 

Mh.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  If  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
there  is  no  machinery  provided  by  the 
Land  Act  to  compel  farmers  to  comply 
with  the  order  of  the  Court  regardiog 
cottages  and  garden  allotments  1 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  was  understood 
to  assent  to  the  statement. 

RUSSIA— PERSECUTION    OF    THE 

JEWS, 

Babon  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
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Affaire,  Whether,  inasmuDh  as  theoonrse 
hitherto  parsued  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  outrages 
on  the  Jews  in  Russia  has  failed  to  bring 
about  a  cessation  of  these  outrages,  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  will  now,  follow- 
the  humane  example  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  consider  the 
necessity  of  making  a  representation, 
either  in  conjunction  with  the  other 
Great  Powers  in  the  form  of  a  Collective 
Note,  or  otherwise,  demanding  that 
Russia  shall  discharge  the  common  obli* 
gations  of  justice  and  humanity  towards 
the  Jews  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  As  to  the 
addition  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
just  made  to  his  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that  though  paragraphs  have  fmpeared 
in  the  newspapers  to  that  effect,  wo 
know  nothing  with  regard  to  the  truth 
of  the  statement.  I  can  only  say,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  as  it  appeared 
on  the  Paper,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
nent  had  reason  to  believe  that  ofBoial 
-epresontatione  would  do  more  harm 
than  good.  The  further  Reports  which 
have  been  received  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament. 

PROTECTION    OP   PERSON    AND   PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
MICHAEL  WHITTAKER  AND 
THOMAS  DUNPHY. 

Mr.  LALOR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether,  nearly  five  months  ago, 
Michael  Whittaker  and  Thomas  Dunphy 
wore  arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act, 
on  the  same  charge  of  "inciting  others 
to  an  act  of  intimidation  ;  "  whether  the 
parish  of  Agliaboe,  in  the  Queen's 
Uounty,  where  the  Messrs.  Whittaker 
and  Dunphy  reside,  has  been  entirely 
free,  both  before  and  since  their  arrest, 
from  crime  and  outrage  of  any  kind  ; 
and,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  Thomas  Dunphy 
has  been  released  from  prison,  while 
Michael  Whittaker  ia  still  detained 
there ;  and,  if  so,  why  has  Mr.  Whit- 
taker been  treated  differently  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  cases  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  were  under  consideration. 

THE    PARKS     (METR0P0U8)— 
RICHMOND  PARK. 
Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he   has 
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withstanding  the  evidenoe  of  this  infor- 
mationy  no  proseontion  took  place. 

PEOTBCTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PEETY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— RULES 
RELATINa  TO  VISITS  TO  PERSONS 
DETAINED  UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  would  consent  to 
modify  the  roles  relating  to  visits  to 
prisoners  detained  under  the  Ooercion 
Act,  so  that  visits  of  wives  to  their  hus- 
bands might  take  place  in  an  ordinary 
room  instead  of  the  cage,  and  be  ex- 
tended beyond  fifteen  minutes  in  every 
ease  where  a  promise  has  been  given  by 
the  visitor  not  to  bring  out  any  letter, 
or  otherwise  infringe  the  regulations  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  as  he  stated  on  a  former  occasion, 
the  15  minutes  allowed  for  each  visit 
would  be  extended  in  any  case  in  which 
reasonable  representations  were  made  to 
the  Governor  of  the  prison. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  dealt  with  that  part 
of  the  Question  which  related  to  visitors 
promising  not  to  convey  away  letters. 

Me.  W .  E.  FOESTER :  Representa- 
tions must  be  made  in  each  case. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— REV.  THOMAS  FEEHAN. 

Mb.  MARUM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  reference  to  the  case  of  the 
Bev.  Thomas  Feehan,  G.G.  now  detained 
in  Maryborough  Gaol,  in  default  of  en-^ 
tering  into  bail  for  good  behaviour, 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing circumstances : — That  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench 
in  Lreland  has,  upon  application  for  a 
certiorari,  with  the  view  to  have  the 
committal  quashed,  granted  a  conditional 
order,  on  the  ground  of  the  rejection  of 
legal  evidence  in  the  Court  below,  that 
is  to  say :  the  refusal  to  hear  the  reverend 
defendant  himself,  as  a  witness  on  his 
own  behalf,  in  order  to  show  cause  why 
he  should  not  be  put  under  a  rule  of 
bail;  that  one  of  the  three  presiding 
justioesi  viz.  myself,  dissented  f^m 
such  ruling,  but,  upon  asking  counsel 
for  the  reverend  defendant  for  some 
authority  for  the  procedure,  was  in- 
formed that  none  existed  upon  the  point, 
although  the  Statute  of  Edward  III. 
under  which  the  proceedings  were  laid, 


has  been  in  operation  for  over  five  hun- 
dred years ;  that  it  is  laid  down  in  Coke's 
Institutes,  4,  p.  181,  that  bail  under  the 
Statute  shall  be  demanded  for  ''the 
prevention  of  offences  before  they  be 
done,"  and  therefore  the  reverend  de- 
fendant was  a  competent  witness  on  his 
own  behalf,  and  should  have  been  heard ; 
that  the  reverend  defendant  has  now 
been  in  custody  for  upwards  of  one 
month,  and  his  curacy  has  lapsed  in  his 
regard,  inasmuch  as  another  clergyman 
has  been  appointed  in  his  absence  to  the 
mission  of  Rathdrasay;  and,  whetheri 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
he  will  consult  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown ;  and  if,  in  their  opinion,  the 
committal  and  detention  be  not  war- 
ranted in  Law,  he  will  forthwith  take 
proper  steps  to  have  the  Rev.  Thomas 
Feenan  at  once  released  from  prison,  in- 
stead of  being  obliged  to  await  the  dila- 
tory process  incidental  to  a  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Law  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
a  Provisional  Order  had  been  granted 
by  the  Queen's  Bench  for  a  review  of 
the  question  of  the  legality  of  this  gen- 
tleman's detention.  The  matter  had 
been  decided  by  the  Court  as  the  proper 
tribunal,  and  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Irish  Executive  to  interfere. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (SCOTLAND) 
—  EVICTIONS  IN  THE  ISLAND  OF 
SKYE. 

Mr.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  will 
order  that  the  Skye  Crofters,  now  com- 
mitted for  trial,  shall,  instead  of  being 
tried  summarily,  have  the  privilege  of 
being  tried  by  a  jury  of  their  coun- 
trymen, and  that  the  presiding  judge 
shall  be  one  disconnected  with  the  ex- 
ceptional proceedings  attendant  on  their 
recent  apprehension  ? 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  asked.  Whether 
it  is  the  case  that  instructions  have  been 
given  that  the  five  Crofters  recently  ar- 
rested in  Skye,  and  now  released  on  bail, 
be  tried  summarily ;  whether  they  have 
applied  through  their  agent  to  bo  tried 
by  jury  ;  whether  he  intends  to  comply 
with  their  application  ;  and,  whether  he 
will  give  directions  that  the  trial  shall 
take  place  at  Portree  instead  of  Inver- 
ness  1 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  see  no  reason  for  recalling 
the  order  for  trial  before  the  Sherin 
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Bummarily,  wbioh  vaa  made,  after  flill 
consideration  of  the  case,  b;  ID7  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  ISolicitor  General 
for  Scotland  and  mynelf,  when  it  waa 
first  reported  during  the  Easter  Becess. 
KnowingthatthepBopleofSkye  are  gene- 
rally peaceable,  honest,  and  law-abiding, 
and  having  reason  to  believe  that  they 
had  been  misled  by  evil  counsel  into 
resisting  an  officer  of  the  law  executing 
a  legal  warrant,  we  thought  that  the 
offence  would  not  be  repeated  if  it  were 
made  clear  to  them,  as  speedily  as  poa- 
Mble,  that  the  law  would  be  vindicated, 
though  for  the  first  ofience  the  sentence 
and  punishment  might  not  be  severe.  A 
summary  trial  before  the  Sheriff  is  the 
proceeding  appropriate  to  the  least  grave 
offences  reported  to  the  Crown  Office. 
It  can  be  held  with  the  least  delay,  and 
imprisonment  for  60  days  is  the  maxi- 
mum punishment  which  the  Sheriff  can 
award  in  such  a  trial  j  while  it  ia,  of 
course,  within  his  competency  to  pro- 
Dounne  even  a  lighter  sentence,  if  bo 
thinka  it  will  meet  the  justice  of  the 
case.  As  regards  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  I  have  to  aay  that  it  is  in- 
tended that  the  trial  shall  proceed  before 
Sheriff  Blair  at  Invemesa.  He  has  not 
hitherto  taken  part  in  the  measures 
which  have,  unKirtunately,  become  ne- 
ceesary  for  vindicating  the  law  in  Skye. 
I  may  also  add  that  this  arrangement 
was  made  before  the  present  Question 
waa  put.  In  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend's 
(Mr.  Dich-Feddie's)  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  I  shall  communicate  on  the 
subject,  and  ascertain  whether  the  trial 
can  take  place  at  Portree. 

Mr.  FBASEH-MACKINTOSH  said, 
the  Lord  Advocate  had  not  answered  the 
last  part  of  his  Question. 

Tub  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  3.  B. 
Bai.four)  :  The  solicitor  or  agent  for  the 
accused  did  make  auoh  an  application. 

ENGLAND  AND  FRANCE-THE   CHAN- 

NEL  TUNKEL   SCHEME. 

Sir    GEORGE    CAMPBELL    asked 

the  President   of  the  Board  of  Trade, 

If   it  is   to    he    understood    that    Her 

Majesty's  Government  have  determined 

not  only  to  refuae  permission  to  construct 

a  Channel  Tunnel  without  the  consent 

of  Parliament,  but  also  to  prohibit  the 

mere  boring  of  an  experimental  hole  of 

limited   dimensions    under  the    Bea,  ia 

order    to   ascertain   the   nature  of  the 

n»  Lord  AivoMU 


strata,  at  the  risk  and  ezpenae  of  the 
borers? 

Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Yes,  Sir;  the 
Government  have  come  to  the  condnsion 
that  it  is  desirable  that  what  is  called 
the  experimental  boring  of  the  Channel 
XuDuel  Company  should  be  stopped,  and 
that  farther  expenses  should,  aa  far  as 
possible,  he  saved  until  Parliament  has 
come  to  a  decision  whether  the  Channel 
Tunnel  is  to  be  made  or  not. 

PROTECTION  OP  PEH80N  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — MR 
MOLLOT. 

Hb.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  haa  received  an 
application  from  Mr.  Molloy,  a  prisoner 
nnder  the  Coercion  Act  in  Dundalk 
Prison,  for  release  on  parole  to  attend 
to  some  necessary  farming  operations; 
whether  the  men  arrested  in  the  district 
of  Wexford  County,  to  which  Mr.  Molloy 
belongs,  have  not  all  been  released ; 
and,  whether  he  will  reconsider  his 
case? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  release  of  this  prisoner  had  been 
ordered. 

THE   MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)- 
CAPTAIN  PLUNKET,  R.M. 

Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Report,  in  the  "  Doily 
News  "  of  28th  April,  of  certain  obser- 
vations made  by  Captain  Plunket,  B.H. 
at  the  Petty  Sessiona  Court  of  Castle- 
island,  county  Kerry  ;  whether  Captain 
Plunket  stated,  amongst  other  things, 
that  the 

' '  people  had  loat  all  >eii«e  of  honest j*,  decencr, 
and  religion," 
and  that 

"if  anj  persana  ware  foand  in  hii  district 
attempting  to  establiah  a  branch  of  Lhe  I^din' 
IjiDd  IjongDe,  he  would  issue  a  wanant  foi 

and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  recently 
Captain  Plunket  issued  orders  to  the 
police  in  his  district,  whenever  they 
found  more  than  two  men  assembled 
upon  the  road  to  disperse  tbem,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  use  their  weapons  in  doing 

BO? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
there    was   another   Question   on   th« 
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same  subject  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Algernon  Percy) — Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  state- 
ment in  the  **  Dublin  Daily  Express  "  of 
the  28th  of  April:— 


"  The  Hon.  Captain  Plunkett,  the  special  re^- 
dent  Magistrate  of  the  South- Western  District, 
delivered  an  address  yesterday  from  the  Bench  at 
Costleisland  Petty  Sessions  Court,  county  Kerry, 
on  the  terrorism  prevailing  in  the  country,  and 
the  cowardice  of  the  farmers,  who  will  not  com- 
bine against  it.  Captain  Plunkett  said  there  was 
no  case  on  record  in  the  history  of  the  world 
where  the  people  had  become  so  demoralised  in 
a  short  time;" 

and,  whether  he  proposed  to  take  any 
further  steps  to  put  a  stop  to  the  system 
of  terrorism  at  present  existing  in  Ire- 
land? He  shoidd  like  to  answer  both 
Questions.  He  had  received  a  telegram 
from  Captain  Plunkett,  who  informed 
him  that  he  did  say — 

''The  people  had  lost  all  sense  of  honesty, 
decency,  and  religion ; " 

and  that — 

*'If  any  persons  were  found  in  his  district 
attempting  to  establish  a  branch  of  the  Ladies* 
Land  League,  he  would  issue  a  warrant  for  their 
arrest;" 

but  he  did  not  give  orders  to  the  police 
to  disperse  parties  of  two  or  more 
assembled  upon  the  road.  He  did  say 
that  the  intimidation  prevailing  was 
appalling,  and  that — 

'*  There  was  no  case  on  record  in  the  history 
of  the  world  where  the  people  had  become  so 
demoralized " — [Mr.  Healy :  Bosh  !  ] — "in  so 
diort  a  space  of  time." 

He  did  not  say  that  it  was  impossible 
for  the  Government  to  cope  with  the 
outrages;  but  ho  did  say  that  people 
who  did  not  assist  in  their  own  protection 
and  in  the  repression  of  crime  did  not 
deserve  any  protection.  He  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  did  not  know  that  he  should 
exactly  have  recommended  the  use  of 
these  words,  had  he  been  consulted ;  but 
he  thought  that  in  the  meaning  of  them, 
and  in  what  they  were  understood  to 
imply,  they  were  very  correct  state- 
ments. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  inquired 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  the  County  Kerry  was  the 
most  rack-rented  county  in  Ireland,  and 
that  the  Land  Courts  reduced  the  rents 
in  many  cases  in  the  proportion  of  £  1 7 
to  £4? 


[No  answer  was  given.] 
yOL.  OOLXYin.    [third 


.] 


LAW  AND    POLICE— THE   SALVATION 
ARMY— RIOTS  AT  OLDHAM. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  it  is  true  that  on 
Wednesday  last  the  roughs  of  Oldham 
made  an  organised  attack  on  a  meeting 
of  peaceable  citizens  by  throwing  burn- 
ing materials  into  the  building  where 
they  were  assembled,  and  then  savagely 
driving  back  those  who  attempted  to 
escape  from  the  danger ;  whether  any  of 
those  taking  part  in  these  proceedings 
have  been  arrested;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  these  constantly  occurring  and 
recurring  savage  scenes,  he  contemplates 
introducing  any  measure  for  the  repres- 
sion of  outrages  in  England  and  in 
Scotland  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  H AECOUET :  I  am 
happy  to  inform  my  hon.  Friend — and 
I  am  sure  he  will  be  glad  to  hear — that 
the  Eeport  of  the  Chief  Constable  states 
that  the  newspaper  report  on  which  his 
Question  is  founded  is  entirely  untrue. 
The  service  was  continued  without  in- 
terruption. Mr.  Cooper  Clay,  a  leading 
member  of  the  Salvation  Army,  was  pre- 
sent during  the  whole  of  the  service, 
and  states  that  when  he  saw  the  news* 
paper  report  on  Thursday  morning  he 
immediately  wrote  to  The  Manchester 
Courier^  contradicting  the  statement. 
That,  however,  has  not  prevented  its 
being  re-printed  in  many  other  news- 
papers. The  whole  foundation  for  this 
story  is  that  some  mischievous  per- 
son inserted  some  burning  cotton  with 
Cayenne  pepper  into  the  orifice  of  the 
ventilator  leading  into  the  room,  which 
caused  some  of  the  people  to  sneeze ;  a 

Eroceeding,  no  doubt,  much  to  be  repro- 
ated.  I  would  say  to  my  hon.  Friend 
and  others,  there  appears  to  be  an  in- 
creasing demand  for  sensational  para- 
graphs. When  there  is  a  sensational 
paragraph,  there  is  a  sensational  article 
founded  on  it — [Mr.  Wakton  :  And  a 
sensational  Question !] — and  the  people 
give  credit  to  it  that  it  does  not  deserve, 
and  form  an  exaggerated  notion  of  the 
state  of  the  country  and  of  dangers  that 
do  not  exist. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR. 
LUKE  ARMSTRONG. 

Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
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there  being  two  Ghinnons,  one  of  whom 
was  arrested  on  suspicion  of  maitaiDg 
cattle ;  but  as  the  one  arrested  with 
John  Kejnolds  was  not  the  one  arrested 
for  that  act,  it  was  only  right  that  he 
should  make  this  statement  to  the  House. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  makes  any 
difference  to  the  man  what  he  was 
arrested  for,  so  long  as  as  he  is  kept  in 
gaol? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  Evidently 
this  person  —  and  very  naturally — did 
think  it  made  a  difference  whether  he 
was  arrested  for  maiming  cattle  or  in- 
timidation, as  he  had  written  complain- 
ing of  the  accidental  mis-statement. 

Mb.  HEALY :  Nobody  would  believe 
either  charge. 

TURKEY— ADMINISTRATIVE 
REFORMS. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  truth  in 
the  statement,  which  has  appeared  in 
several  newspapers,  to  the  effect  that  the 
Sultan  has  recently  taken  steps  to  effect 
reforms  both  in  his  Asiatic  ana  European 
Dominions;  whether  it  is  proposed  in 
mieh  reforms  to  introduce  into  European 
Turkey  the  institutions  drawn  up  by  the 
Commission,  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Oalne  was  a  member ; 
and,  whether  any.  Papers  can  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  on  the  subject? 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Nothing 
very  definite  is  known  as  to  the  inten- 
tions of  His  Majesty  the  Sultan  with 
regard  to  the  introduction  of  adminis- 
trative  reforms ;  and  I  cannot,  therefore. 
Bay  whether  the  reforms  contemplated 
extend  to  the  whole  Empire,  nor  can  I 
state  their  probable  nature.  His  Majesty 
has,  however,  given  Lord  Dufferin  re- 
peated assurances  of  his  determination 
to  introduce  reforms ;  but  it  would  not 
be  advisable  to  lay  on  the  Table,  at  the 
present  moment,  any  Papers  upon  the 
subject. 

THE  REVENUE— THE  WINE  DUTIES. 

Eabl  PERCY  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  contem- 
plates the  readjustment  of  the  Duty  on 
Bpanish  wine  in  the  direction  indicated 
in  his  Fianncial  Statement  on  June  1 0th, 
1880? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
question  of  the  Wine  Duties  has  been, 


and  is  still,  under  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

INLAND  REVENUE— RAILWAY  PAS- 

SENGER  DUTY— THE  CHEAP 

TRAINS  ACT,  1844. 

Mb.  BUXTON  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  considering 
that  he  has  declared  himself  unable  to 
repeal  the  Eailway  Passenger  Duty,  and 
that  his  predecessor  has  admitted  that 

"  The  state  of  the  Law  on  the  subject  is  one 
which  cannot  be  permanent,  and  ought  not  to 
be  permanently  maintained/' 

he  is  prepared  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
better  regulation  of  the  Exemption  from 
the  Duty,  which  may  be  capable  of  en- 
forcement ? 

Me.  BEOADHURST  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
considering  that  he  is  unable  to  repeal 
the  Bailway  Passenger  Duty,  and  that 
the  Cheap  Trains  Act  of  1844  has  been 
practically  abrogated  by  judicial  deci- 
sions, which,  though  only  partially  put 
in  force,  have  increased  the  duty  on 
third  class  passengers  from  £70,322  in 
1878,  to  £333,032  in  1880,  he  wiU  at 
the  earliest  opportunity  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  carry  out  the  intention  of  the  Cheap 
Trains  Act,  namely,  to  exempt  from 
duty  the  fares  of  **  the  poorer  class  of 
travellers ''  when  such  fares  do  not  ex- 
ceed the  rate  of  one  penny  per  mile. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
considering  that  a  Select  Committee  of 
this  House  reported  in  1876  that  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  make  arrange- 
ments with  the  Railway  Companies  re- 
specting the  exemption  from  Passenger 
Duty,  based  on  three  different  plans, 
''which  are  all  entirely  outside  the 
Cheap  Trains  Act,"  and  that  the  same 
Committee  recommended,  inter  alia,  that 
until  the  finances  of  the  State  warrant 
the  abolition  of  the  Tax,  it  should  be 
restricted  to  fares  over  a  penny  per  mile, 
he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  which  will  carry 
out  this  recommendation,  or,  at  any  rate, 
will  establish  a  harmony  between  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Legislature  and  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  ? 

Mr.  R.  BIDDXILPH  MARTIN  asked 
tMr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  since 
by  5  and  6  Yic.  c.  79,  s.  4,  it  is  en- 
acted that  the  Company  of  Proprietors 
of  every  Railway  in  Oreat  Britain  shall 
cause  copies  of  the  accounts  of  their 
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respective  Railways  to  be  delivered 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Stamps  and 
Taxes,  verified  by  affidavit,  and  Duties 
to  be  paid  tliereon  monthly,  and  since 
such  Duties  have  been  from  time  to 
time  further  settled  and  enacted,  Whe- 
ther it  is  competent  for  any  Railway 
Company  to  charge  such  Duties  on  the 
passengers ;  whether  any  such  Duty  so 
charged  on  the  passenger  does  not  be- 
come part  of  the  fare  payable,  and  is 
itself  liable  to  a  Duty,  provided  that  the 
fare  and  Duty  together  do  not  exceed 
the  maximum  toll  authorised  to  be  levied 
under  any  public  or  private  Act ;  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  the  South-Eastem  Railway 
Company  charge  their  season  ticket 
holders  with  the  amount  of  Duty  pay- 
able, in  addition  to  the  advertised  fare ; 
and,  whether  he  has  collected  or  intends 
to  collect  from  the  South  Eastern  Rail- 
way Company  (and  any  other  Company 
whose  practice  is  identical)  the  Duty  on 
the  fare  collected  under  the  name  of 

Duty,  and  on  all  arrears  thereof?    

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  In  answer  to 
the  first  Question,  there  is  no  doubt  it 
will  be  necessary  at  some  future  time 
to  modify  the  provisions  of  the  Cheap 
Trains  Act,  in  order  to  adapt  them  to 
the  changes  in  the  mode  of  couducting 

fasssenger  traffic.  But  I  do  not  think 
can  hold  out  any  expectation  of  being 
able  to  legislate  on  the  matter  at  pre- 
sent. I  am  truly  concerned  at  being 
compelled,  from  week  to  week,  to  make 
the  state  of  Business  in  Parliament  a 
reason  why  the  legitimate  demands  of 
the  country,  quite  apart  from  Party  dis- 
tinction, should  be  postponed ;  but  my 
hon.  Friends  are  judges  of  the  circum- 
stances along  with  myself,  and  I  think 
they  will  understand  my  answer.  In 
answer  to  the  second  Question,  the 
Cheap  Trains  Act  of  1844  has  not  been 
practically  abrogated  by  judicial  deci- 
sions, but  rather  confirmed  ;  and  those 
decisions  have  only  led  to  an  increased 
char^  of  duty  in  cases  where  the  Act,  in 
the  view  of  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue, 
had  not  been  complied  with  according  to 
its  full  meaning.  The  increase  in  the 
duty  on  third-class  passengers  from 
£70,322  in  1873  to  £338,032  in  1880 
was  not  entirely  due  to  increase  charge, 
but  was  largely  due  to  the  immense  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  third-class  pas- 
sengers.   The  intention  of  the  Cheap 
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Trains  Act,  which  exempted  jfirom  duty 
the  fares  of  the  poorer  class  of  passen- 
gers, is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Kevenue 
Department,  fairly  carried  out  at  pre- 
sent, but,  as  they  think,  with  possibly 
somewhat  less  strictness  than  the  law 
warrants  or  even  mi^t  require.  As  to 
the  third  Question,  1  have  to  say  that 
the  restriction  on  the  Passenger  Duty  to 
fares  above  \d.  per  mile  would  involve  a 
loss  to  the  Revenue,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
of  £250,000  a-year.  As  to  the  fourth 
Question,  it  is  <mite  within  the  com- 
petency of  any  Kailway  Company  to 
charge  duties  on  fares  from  passengers, 
provided  they  do  not  exceed  the  umit 
laid  down  in  the  Act ;  and  there  is  no 
provision  in  law  to  prevent  the  Company 
from  dividing  the  charge  as  between 
them  and  the  passengers  into  two  por- 
tions— one  portion  being  for  the  fare  and 
the  other  for  the  duty. 

IRELAND  —  ADDRESS   OF  THE  DOMI- 
NION HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  leave  to  post- 
pone the  following  Questions,  which 
stood  in  his  name  on  the  Notice  Paper: — 

<<  To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  teleg^phic  Despatch  in  the 
<< Times  "  of  April  22nd,  under  date:— 

*  Ottawa,  April  20tlL 

'  In  to-da7*8  sitting  of  the  Dominion  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  Mr.  Cortigan,  a  Consenra- 
tive,  moved  that  an  Address  should  be  presented 
to  the  Queen,  praying  that  a  form  of  Self-Oo- 
vemment  should  be  granted  to  Ireland  similar 
to  that  enjoyed  by  Canada,  and  that  clemency 
should  be  extended  to  the  political  prisoners  in 
Ireland.  Mr.  Blake,  the  leader  of  the  Oppoa- 
tion,  made  a  powerful  speech  in  favour  of  Home 
Rule  for  Ireland.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  the 
Premier,  also  supported  the  Resolution  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Cortigan,  which  was  unanimously 
adopted.  Sir  John  Macdonald  stated  that  his 
would  see  that  the  necessary  steps  were  taken 
to  have  the  Address  prepared,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  sent  to  the  Senate  for  concurrence ; ' 

whether  he  will  have  any  objection  to 
direct  that  a  Copy  of  the  said  Address 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
and,  whether  he  purposes  taking  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? '' 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  think  that 
when  such  a  Question  relating  to  a  pub- 
lic body  has  been  for  some  time  on  the 
Paper  it  is  necessary  that  it  should  be 
answered  as  soon  as  possible,  and  I 
propose  to  answer,  at  any  rate,  so  much 
of  ue  Question  as  is  before  us. 


1833 


Th»  Land 


Mb.  CALLAN:  I  wish  to  make  an 
addition  to  the  Questiony  and  to  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  since  my  Notice  was  first 

§'yen  the  Canadian  Senate,  or  Upper 
ouse,  has  confirmed  the  Besolution  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir;  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  Senate  had  concurred 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  Assembly.  The 
Address  has  not  been  transmitted  to  us 
in  the  regular  manner.  We  are  cog- 
nizant of  the  Besolution  having  been 
passed  and  of  its  contents,  but  only  by 
telegraphic  report.  We  cannot  present 
it  to  the  House,  because  we  are  not  in 
possession  of  the  document.  With  re- 
gard to  the  substance  of  the  Besolution, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  called  upon  me 
to  enter  upon  a  matter  which  is  fitter 
for  debate  than  a  mere  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion ;  but,  of  course,  I  may  observe  that 
although,  no  doubt,  the  Assembly  of 
Canada  desired  to  assist  our  delibera- 
tions, the  question  referred  to  in  the 
Address  appertains  exclusively  to  the 
Imperial  !rarliament  and  the  Imperial 
Government;  and  I  may  add  that  so 
much  of  the  subject-matter  as  touches 
the  discretion  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment— for  this  is  part  of  the  subject- 
matter — had  our  close  and  constant  at- 
tention before  the  intimation  of  the  wish 
expressed  in  the  Address,  either  from 
that  quarter  or  any  other  quarter,  had 
reached  us  in  the  shape  of  any'suggestion. 

Sir  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF :  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  the  Premier  of 
Canada,  is  not  a  Member  of  the  Privy 
Council ;  and  whether,  as  such,  he  is  not 
responsible  for  any  advice  he  may  ten- 
der to  the  Crown  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Perhaps  that  is 
a  Question,  Sir,  on  which,  I  think,  before 
answering  it,  I  ought  to  take  the  advice 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown ;  but 
as  my  own  impression  is  undoubtedly 
that  although  a  gentleman  becomes  a 
Minister  of  Canada,  and,  as  such,  is 
responsible  only  to  the  Canadian  Par- 
liament, yet  directly  he  becomes  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  British  Privy  Council,  unques- 
tionably he  must  come  under  every  re- 
sponsibility in  exactly  the  same  degree  as 
any  other  Member  of  the  Privy  Council. 

THE   LAND   COMMISSION   (IRELAND)— 
DECISION  UNDER  THE  LAND  ACT. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury,  If  his  attention  has  been 
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called  to  the  cases  of  Dillon  and  Hanra- 
han  versus  Knight  of  Glin,  reported  in 
the  "Freeman's  Journal"  of  the  Slst 
ultimo,  in  which  the  landlord  appealed 
to  the  Land  Commission  from  the  judicial 
rent  fixed  by  the  Sub-Commission,  and 
in  which  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan  stated 
that  the  Land  Commission  found  them- 
selves compelled  to  increase  the  judicial 
rents,  as  fixed  by  the  Sub-Commission, 
by  sums  of  £4  a  year  and  £3  a  year  re- 
spectively, in  consequence  of  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  the  case 
of  Adams  versus  Dunseath,  deciding 
that,  as  regards  tenants'  improvements 
made  prior  to  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
mere  user  of  them  by  the  tenant  must 
be  regarded  as  to  some  extent  a  com- 
pensation for  them;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land, then  Attorney  General,  in  refusing 
to  consent  to  an  amendment  to  the  recent 
Land  Act  proposed  by  Mr.  Parnell,  which 
would  have  prevented  this,  declared  it 
"absurd"  to  think  that  the  Courts  could 
come  to  such  a  decision ;  whether  he 
himself  expressed  an  equally  strong 
opinion;  whether,  in  spite  of  this,  the 
tenants  Dillon  and  Hanrahan  will  now 
be  compelled  to  pay  the  increased  judi- 
cial rent  for  fifteen  years ;  whether  he 
can  ^ve  any  assurance  that,  in  the  vast 
number  of  applications  to  fix  a  fair  rent 
now  pending,  steps   will   be  taken  to 

Erevent  decisions  contrary  to  what  has 
een  stated  to  have  been  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  when  the  Act  was 
passed  ;  whether  any  amending  legisla- 
tion which  the  Government  may  bring 
in  to  carry  out  these  intentions  will  be 
retrospective,  so  as  to  give  tenants  like 
Messrs.  Dillon  and  Hanrahan  the  benefit 
of  it;  and,  whether  it  can  be  speedily 
introduced  to  prevent  further  cases  of 
the  same  kind  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  I  must  avaU 
myself  of  the  aid  of  arithmetic  to  follow 
the  paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Question.  The  first  paragraph  is,  I  be- 
lieve, perfectly  accurate.  With  regard 
to  the  second,  I  do  not  think  it  is  quite 
accurate.  I  have  communicated  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  he  does 
not  recollect  using  the  expression  quoted 
in  the  Question ;  and  as  a  reference  to 
the  reports  of  the  debates  shows — so  far 
as  they  can  be  considered  an  authority, 
and,  of  course,  in  connection  with  the 
discussion  of  details,  they  cannot  be 
taken  as  an  absolute  authority — it  does 
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not  appear  that  lie  took  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  however,  he  had 
no  apprehension  that  any  such  decision 
woula  be  arrived  at.  Thirdly,  I  believe 
my  own  expression  was  that  I  had  no 
doubt  that  this  was  nothing  short  of 
impossible.  Perhaps  that  was  too  strong 
a  term  to  use  about  the  interpretation  of 
an  Act  of  Parliament ;  but  I  did  contend 
that  the  matter  was  perfectly  plain,  and 
did  not  admit  of  douot.  The  answer  to 
paragraph  4  is,  ''  Yes."  The  answer  to 
paragraph  5  is,  that  I  am  not  able  to 
^ve  the  desired  assurance,  inasmuch  as 
fresh  legislation  would  be  required,  and 
as  in  considering  the  expediency  and 
policy  of  introducing  amending  legisla- 
tion at  this  early  date  we  must  neces- 
sarily take  into  view  the  comparative 
importance  of  different  subjects  and  the 
difficulty  of  adjusting  them.  With  re- 
gard to  paragraph  6,  as  far  as  I  am 
advised  by  the  best  leeal  authorities,  the 
case  which  the  hon.  Member  has  very 
naturally,  and  not  unfairly,  quoted,  is 
very  much  in  the  nature  of  an  isolated 
case,  and  is  not  likely  to  form  a  fair  or 
probable  representation  of  the  ordinary 
working  of  the  law. 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked,  that  it  was  a 
mistake  for  him  to  have  represented  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  statement  was  in 
reply  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell). 
It  was  in  reply  to  himself  (Mr.  Healy). 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  AFFAIRS— THE 
IRISH  POLICY  OF  THE  GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  GOEST  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Government 
have,  as  promised  before  the  Easter 
Recess,  taken  into  their  consideration 
the  increase  of  agrarian  crime  and  the 
general  collapse  of  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland ;  whether  the  Go- 
vernment are  yet  prepared  to  state  to 
Parliament  the  measures  they  intend  to 

fropose  for  restoring  peace  and  order  in 
reland;  and,  whether  he  will  indicate 
the  time  at  which  such  statement  on  be- 
half of  the  Government  will  be  made  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  think,  Sir,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  put  this 
Question  in  ignorance — which  is  no 
wonder — \^Laughter^  — no  wonder  respect- 
ing either  him  or  any  other  Member  of 
this  House,  considering  the  voluminous 
nature  of  our  proceedings — in  ignorance 
that  a  similar  Question  was  put  to  me 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 

Mr.  OlaMone 


J.  Oowen)  on  Friday  last.  P'No!"] 
Well,  perhaps  not  a  precisehr  similar 
Question,  but  a  Question  witn  respect 
to  which  the  answer  falls  under  the 
same  category.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle,  and  still  more  with  regard 
to  this  Question,  which  refers  to  a  state- 
ment of  our  intentions,  I  can  only  say 
that  I  oould  not  undertake  to  enter  into 
that  subject  in  reply  to  a  Parliamentary 
Question.  Though  it  would  not  require 
any  very  detailed  explanations,  consi- 
dered as  a  matter  of  speech,  it  would 
certainly  amount  to  the  character  of  a 
speech,  and  for  that  a  very  convenient 
opportunity  will,  I  think,  offer  itself  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  Might  I  ask,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  fact  that  a  discussion 
of  very  considerable  importance  must 
obviously  arise  in  consequence  of  the 
Ministerial  Statement  which  has  been 
promised  for  to-morrow  night,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re-con- 
sider the  proposal  for  a  Morning  Sitting 
to-morrow,  and  thus  allow  the  House 
to  meet  when  an  opportunity  will  be 
afforded  for  a  full  discussion  of  that 
important  subject  ?  At  the  same  time, 
I  would  wish  to  address  a  Question  to 
my  right  hon.  and  g^allant  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Wigtown  Burghs  (Sir 
John  Hay).  It  is  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  facts  to  which  I  have  just 
referred,  he  will  feel  justified  in  brmg- 
ing  forward  so  important  a  Motion  as 
his  is  at  a  time  when  it  could  not  be  fully 
discussed  ?  I  cannot  expect  an  answer 
to  this  Question  now,  for,  no  doubt,  he 
would  like  to  consult  his  political  friends, 
and  perhaps  the  Government,  on  this 
matter;  but  before  the  rising  of  the 
House  I  trust  he  will  be  in  a  position 
to  answer. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  Question 
put  to  me  is  really  whether  I  will  ask 
the  House  to  rescind  a  decision  come  to 
by  a  considerable  majority  after  a  loi^ 
discussion  ?  I  am  not  prepared  to  a^ 
the  House  to  rescind  that  decision,  more 
particularly  as  I  do  not  think  that  the 
time  has  yet  arrived  when  a  full  exa- 
mination of  the  proposals  which  it  may 
be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  make 
some  little  time  hence,  oould  be  entered 
upon  with  any  benefit  to  the  Public 
Service. 

Mr.  GOBST  said,  he  wanted  an 
answer  to  the  third  paragraph  of  hii 
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Qneitioii.  He  aabed  at  what  time  a 
Kdaeral  Btatement  of  Irish  policy  would 
be  mode  by  the  Oorernmeat  ?  Tba  noble 
Lord  on  the  Front  MiniBterial  Bench  (the 
Uarquesa  of  HartingtouJ  had  said  on 
Friday  tbat  no  sucb  general  statement 
iroald  be  made  on  Tuesday  night,  and 
that  the  Btatement  then  made  would  be 
about  the  release  of  the  "  suspects." 
The  Oovemment  ought  to  indicate  to 
Parliament  the  time  when  they  would  be 
prepared  to  make  a  general  etatemeut. 

Mb.  HEALYl  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  a  general  statement 
on  the  question  as  to  the  collapse  of 
justice  in  Ireland  ia  not  a  matter  of 
argament,  and  whether  such  a  question 
ought  not  to  appear  on  the  Votes  of  the 
HoDse  ?  I  put  this  Question  because,  if 
Irish  Members  import  into  Questions 
anything  of  the  nature  of  argument,  it 
is  immediately  struck  out. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE:  I  might  myself 
take  exception  to  one  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. I  am  not  disposed  to  admit  the 
alleged  promise  which  I  am  supposed  to 
have  given.  What  I  stated  was  that  the 
whole  subject  had  been  and  would  oon- 
tinae — not  during  the  Hecess  in  par- 
ticular— under  the  consideration  of  the 
GoTemmeat.  My  noble  Friend  was  per- 
fectly right  in  guarding  the  House 
against  the  idea  that  a  general  state- 
ment of  policy  would  be  made.  A  gene- 
ral statement  of  policy,  as  those  terms 
are  usually  understood,  would  be  held  to 
mean  a  statement  which  would  occupy  a 
▼ery  considerable  period,  and  would  open 
tip  many  branches  of  questions  with  re- 

fard  to  the  general  condition  of  Ireland. 
am  not  sure  that  in  that  sense  it  will 
be  our  duty  to-morrow  to  make  a  gene- 
ral statement ;  but  I  have  no  doubt 
we  can  conveniently  indicate  to  the 
Houee  that  which,  as  at  present  advised, 
we  are  inclined  to  think  will  have  to  be 
proposed  or  not  proposed.  The  pro- 
posals which  we  may  entertain  we  shalt 
desire  to  proceed  with  at  as  early  a 
period  as  the  necessary  jiusiacas  of  thf' 
Bouse  will  permit.  It  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  indicate  them  in  detail  at 
the  present  moment. 

8m  JOHN  HAT  said,  the  right  hon- 
Qentleman  might  not  be  aware  that 
Notices  of  Amendment  to  his  Motion  had 
been  given  Notice  of  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  AmoldJ 
and  Glasgow  (Mr.  Andorson).  He  had 
not  had  the  pleasure  of  being  in  tho 


House  when  the  subject  of  the  Evening 
was  discussed  last  week,  and 
08  for  as  he  had  been  able  to  gather — 
["Order,  order  I"] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  righthon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
this  matter  cannot  now  become  the  sub- 
ject of  debate. 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  said,  he  wished  to 
renew  his  appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
itnd  in  doing  so  he  wished  to  reply  to  the 
Question  which  was  put  to  him  by  the 
r^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther). 
!Ie  felt  it  would  be  unfair  to  the  House 
to  allow  him  to  suppose  tbat,  even  if  the 
Government  did  not  make  an  alteration, 
Sie  should  abstain  from  going  on  at  9 
i)'clock.  He  (Sir  John  Hay)  proposed 
^ing  on  at  9  o'clock,  whatever  might 
aappen  ;  but  he  thought  it  very  incon- 
reuient  to  commence  the  discussion  of 
ao  important  a  Motion  at  an  Evening 
Sitting,  and  that,  perhaps,  it  would  lead 
to  an  adjourned  debate. 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  AFFAIRS  —  THE 
LORD  LIEUTENANCY  OF  lEELAND 
—EARL  COWPER. 

Ma.  ONSLOW;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  Earl  Cowper 
bas  retired  from  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  on  private  or  political 
grounds  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  is  my 
duty  simply  to  say  tbat  Earl  Cowper  has 
resigned  the  Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.  In  reply  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Lincolnshire,  I  thought  I 
Lad  indicated  the  sufficiency  of  the  occa- 
sion that  we  shall  have  to-morrow  night 
for  the  Business  which  shall  come  before 
us;  and,  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  there 
will  be  no  public  advantage  in  an  altera- 
tion of  the  arrangements  of  the  House. 

THE  LIBERAL  ASSOCIATION  OF  IPS- 
WICH  AND  IRISH  LANDLORDS. 
Mb.  BELLINQHAM  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury,  If  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  account  of  a 
meeting  recently  held  at  Ipswich,  at 
which  the  secretary  of  a  Liberal  Associa- 
tion is  reported  to  have  used  the  follow- 
ing language  :— 

I  feel  s  sort  of  satjifaction  in  hearing  the 
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tha  QoTemment  that  a  prosecation  ought 
to  be  inatituted,  far  be  it  froni  me  to  say 
that  it  is  not  a  Question  vhich  he  is  not 
entirely  entitled  to  put;  but  I  did  not 
canceive  that  that  waa  hu  meaning. 


and,  whether,  Bince  such  opinions  were 
expresaed  in  the  presence  of  the  lead- 
ing Liberals  of  the  town,  including  the 
president  and  ex-president  of  the  Liberal 
Association  and  three  members  of  the 
council,  without  rebuke,  and  are  of  a 
character  calculated  to  incite  to  a  breach  i  OXFORD  AND  CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSI- 
of  the  peace  and  encourage  murder,  TIES  COMMISSION  —  THE  OXTORD 
some  steps  cannot  be  taken  hy  the  Oo-       STATUTEa 

vomment  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  |  jj^  THOEOLD  BOQKBS  asked  the 
dmilar  language  at  pubUc  meetings  at  j-j^j  j^^  „f  ^i^^  Treasury,  "Whether, 
Ipswich  or  elsewhere  f  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  8ta- 

Ma.  GLADSTONE  :  The  hon.  Gen-  ^^tesfor  tie  University  of  Oxford  were 
tleman  has  put  a  Uuestion  to  me,  with  ^^t  ordered  to  be  printed  until  Mar«h 
respect  to  which  I  must  say  I  hope  I  am  ,  g^j^  ^^^  n^t  distributed  to  Members  till 
not  to  be  made  a  tribunal  of  appeal  as  n^^ch  27th,  and  the  Art  gives  twelve 
to  language,  of  which  I  may  approve  or  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  this  TEouse  may 
disapprove,  that  may  be  used  by  anv  |  address  the  Crown,  he  wiU  afford  this 
independent  person  in  the  country.  A  House  an  opportunity  for  critidmng 
those  statutes  on  which  its  judgment  is 
invited  by  the  Act  in  question  F 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  afraid  he  could  not  find  time  for  the 
discussion  of  these  statutes  in  the  inter- 
val between  the  27th  of  March  and  the 
21st  of  May. 

PAELIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE. 

8m  8TAFF0ED  NOETHCOTE;  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  expects  to  take  the  second 
reading  of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Be- 
venue  Bill  ?  I  should  also  ask  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  it 
he  can  accelerate  the  distribution  of  the 


t  person  in 
censorship  of  speech  is  a  luncuon  wjiicu 
cannot  be  conveniently  added  to  the 
duties  I  am  called  upon  to  discharge.  I 
shall  only,  by  way  of  information,  in- 
form the  hon.  Gentleman  one  thing.  Of 
course,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  if  the 
words  which  the  hon.  Qentleman  has 
cited  were  used  as  they  stand  without 
any  qualifying  connection  to  alter  sense 
— iLavgkter,  cnM  of  "  Oh,  oh !  "  from 
Mr.  '^txrtfs  and  othtr  Memhtri  of  the 
Oppotilien,  and  "  Order  !  "] — I  must  beg 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport^[Mr. 
Waston  :  I  am  not  alone  ;  and  criet  of 
"Order!"] — to  permit  mo  freedom  of 
speech.  [Mr.WAHTON:  With  pleasure. 
Sir.]  If  the  words  cited  by  the  hon. 
Member  were  used  without  any  context 

illy  define  and  al' 
their  apparent  construction,  they  i 
words  upon  which  too  severe  a  censure 


Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  give  i 


LoED  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH: 
As  to  the  Financial  Statement,  I  will 


could  not  be  passed.     I  am,  however,    "r""" '^"^^'^i^r;^?™''!^^ 
assured  by    a    gentleman    who  le    ac-  ;  .      " 
quainted  with  ^swich  that  thev  were  '  **  " 
not  so  used ;  that  they  were  not  under-  ,  ""^^  mqmnes. 
stood  by  anyone  who  heard  them  in  the 
sense  that  the  hon.  Member  has  not  un- 
naturally attached  to  them ;  and,  finally, 
that  the  hon.  Member  has  not  correctly 


STATE   OF  IRELAND— AXiLEOED   RIOT 

AT  FRANKFORT,  KING'S  CO. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

described  this  gentleman,  because,  as  I    tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

understand,  he  is  not  secretary  of  the    If  he  had   received    any  confirmatoiy 


Liberal  Association, 
in  the  Question. 

Ma.  BELLTNQHAM  stated  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  answer  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  he  should,  on  Tuesday  or 
Thursday,  put  this  Question  to  the  Home 
Bscretarr. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  I  ought  to  have 
stated  that  if  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  is,  whether  it  is  the  opinion  of 
Mr.  BtUinyham 


been  stated  telegrams  with  respect  to  a  statement  of 
an  alarming  character  which  appeared 
in  the  evening  papers  in  reference  to 
Ireland?  The  statement  was  to  the 
effect  that  at  a  riot  at  Frankfort,  King's 
County,  on  Saturday,  a  number  of  per- 
sons who  were  reported  to  have  paid 
their  rent  were  attacked  and  beaten  in  a 
fearful  manner.  The  police  suoceeded 
in  arresting  30  men,  and,  under  the 
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oommand  of  the  resident  magistrate, 
proceeded  to  dear  the  streets  at  the 
point  of  the  hayonet.  He  wished  to 
Know  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  whether  order  had  been  at  pre- 
sent restored  to  the  town,  and  what  was 
the  condition  of  the  people  who  were 
said  to  have  been  beaten  in  a  fearful 
manner  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  seen  the  evening  papers,  and 
as  he  had  not  been  at  the  Irish  Office 
he  had  not  received  any  confirmatory 
telegram  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Question  to-morrow. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  —  THE  SALVATION 
ARMY  (HAMPSHIRE). 

Mb.  CAINE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  a  Ques- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  him  private 
Notice,  with  reference  to  the  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour  for  one  month  of 
a  member  of  the  Salvation  Army  in 
Hampshire  for  an  alleged  assault  on  the 
police,  and  the  refusal  of  the  magistrate 
to  state  a  case  for  an  appeal. 

No  answer  having  been  given,  the 
hon.  Membeb  said  he  would  repeat  the 
Question  to-morrow. 

TUNIS— BOMBARDMENT  OF  SFAX— IN- 
DEMNITY TO  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

In  reply  to  the  Earl  of  Bective, 
Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Oommission  of  Inquiry  into  the  losses 
arising  out  of  the  bombardment  of  Sfax 
did  not  lead  to  any  particular  result,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  since 
been  in  communication  with  the  French 
Government  on  the  subject  of  the 
British  claims.  These  claims  have  been 
prepared  for  presentation  to  the  French 
Government  through  Lord  Lyons,  and 
are  nearly  ready  for  transmission. 
Pending  the  conclusion  of  negotiations 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  pro- 
pose to  lay  the  Papers  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

PRISONS  BOARD  (IRELAND)— CAFIAIN 

BARLOW. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
reference  to  a  document  issued  this 
morning  as  a  Parliamentary  Paper — 
namely,  a  letter  from  Captain  Barlow, 
Vice  President  of  the  Prisons  Board — I 
have  to  repeat  a  Question  which  I  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 


tenant of  Ireland  some  time  ago,  and  to 
which  I  did  not  then  obtain  a  direct  and 
satisfactory  answer.  I  wish  to  ask  whe- 
ther, considering  that  a  matter  involving 
the  character  of  the  Irish  Executive  and 
their  agents  has  now  come  into  contro- 
versy between  the  Irish  Executive  and  a 
Member  of  this  House,  the  Government 
wiU  grant  an  independent  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  brought  the 
Question  before  the  House,  it  would 
form  a  proper  subject  of  discussion ;  but 
until  the  House  had  come  to  a  decision 
upon  it,  he  should  not  recommend  an 
inquiry. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  he  should 
bring  before  the  House  the  quibbles, 
prevarications,  and  falsehood  contained 
in  the  letter  of  Captain  Barlow. 

STATE  OP  IRELAND— ALLEGED 
MURDERS. 

Mb.  lewis  asked.  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  possession  of  infor- 
mation as  to  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the 
report  of  murders  which  were  committed 
in  Ireland  last  night  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOKSTER  :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  put  the  Question  in 
the  usual  way,  and  will  say  what  mur- 
ders. 

0RDER8   OF  THE  DAY. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE  (PUTTING  THE  QUESTION). 

bbsolunon.    adjoubned  debate, 
[sixth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [20th  February], 

^*  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  during  any  Debate,  to  be  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  Question  be  now  put,  he  ma^  so  inform  the 
House  or  the  Committee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be 
made  'That  the  Question  be  now  put,'  Mr. 
SpeiUcer,  or  the  Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put 
such  Question ;  and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  the  Question  under  discussion 
shall  be  put  forthwith :  Provided  that  the  Ques- 
tion shall  not  be  decided  in  the  affirmative,  if  a 
Division  bo  taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have 
been  supported  by  more  than  two  hundred 
Members,  or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
opposed  by  less  than  forty  Members  and  sup- 
ported by  more  than  one  hundred  Members." — 
(Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

[Sixth  mphL} 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the 
Amendment  he  intended  to  move  had 
reference  to  one  particular  feature  of  the 
let  Hule.  It  was  proposed  that  when 
it  should  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  that  it  was 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  that  the 
debate  should  close,  the  Speaker  or  the 
Chairman  should  put  a  certain  Ques- 
tion forthwith,  and  on  the  vote  of  the 
House  the  debate  should  be  closed.  His 
Amendment  was,  after  the  words  "  Mr. 
Speaker,"  to  insert  these  words — '*  after 
an  appeal  to  his  j  udgment  by  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown."  He  had  originally  intended 
to  have  moved  the  omission  of  the  words 
''Mr.  Speaker,"  and  to  substitute  for 
them  the  words  **  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown ; "  but  he  found  that  in  conse- 
quence of  a  previous  Amendment  having 
been  negatived,  the  words  * '  Mr.  Speaker' ' 
had  been  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Question.  He  was,  therefore,  obliged 
to  fall  back  upon  the  next  best  alterna- 
tive. The  effect  of  his  Amendment,  if 
adopted,  would  be  that,  instead  of  the 
proceedings  for  closing  the  debate  being 
put  in  motion  by  the  Speaker,  or  at  the 
Speaker's  initiative,  they  must  openly, 
unmistakably,  and  undeniably  come  from 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  He  desired 
that  a  Motion  for  silencing  the  Opposi- 
tion and  for  precipitating  the  decision 
of  the  House  should  be  made  by  an  autho- 
rity commensurate  with  the  responsible 
and  grave  nature  of  the  proposal.  The 
Speaker  was  not  a  responsible  person  to 
the  House  in  the  sense  in  which  a  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  was  responsible  both  to 
the  House  and  to  the  country.  The 
Speaker  was,  practically,  irresponsible — 
that  was  to  say,  through  the  choice  of 
the  House  and  the  authority  reposed  in 
him  he  was  quite  above  ordinary  re- 
sponsibility. As  was  repeatedly  stated 
in  the  debate  upon  the  Bule  now  upon 
the  Standing  Orders  with  reference  to 
the  naming  of  a  Member,  although  the 
vote  of  the  House  was  called  in  to  ratify 
the  decision  of  the  Speaker,  yet,  in  reality, 
the  decision  of  the  Speaker  ought  to  be 
considered  quite  above  discussion.  If  the 
Speaker's  conduct  were  to  be  called  in 
question,  it  must  be  done  by  a  special 
Motion,  so  as  to  leave  his  authority 
absolutely  free  from  challenge.  The 
Speaker  was  not  responsible  to  the  coun- 
try, and,  therefore,  he  ought  not  to  take 
the  initiative  in  closing  a  debate  which 
might  be  of  interest  to  the  country.    For 


the  same  reason  he  objected  to  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  who 
proposed  to  throw  the  responubility  upon 
the  Member  in  charge  of  the  subject 
under  discussion.  Tliere  were  numbers 
of  subjects  introduced  by  hon.  Members 
for  which  they  themselves  were  in  no 
sense  responsible  to  the  country.  A 
strange  confusion  was  to  be  traced  in  the 
mind  of  the  Government,  for  the  reasons 
could  not  be  the  same  which  influenced 
them  in  proposing  that  the  initiative 
should  be  taken  by  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  as  well  as  by  the  Speaker. 
While  the  Speaker  was  chosen,  not  by  a 
Party,  but  by  the  Whole  House,  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  the  choice 
of  the  Ministerial  Party  for  the  time 
being.  It  was  in  order  to  remove  all 
obscurity,  and  to  enable  the  House  and 
the  country  to  know  on  whom  the  respon- 
sibility rested,  that  he  proposed  that  the 
Speaker  should  not  exercise  the  functions 
which  the  Bule  would  devolve  upon  him 
except  upon  an  open  and  undisguised 
appeal  to  his  judgment  by  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown.  In  any  case  it  would  be  a 
Ministerial  appeal,  and  it  ought  not  to 
be  passed  off  upon  the  country  as  any- 
thing else.  Under  the  present  plan, 
under  cover  of  the  Speaker,  the  Govern- 
ment would,  in  reality,  however  inno- 
cent their  intentions  might  bo,  be  parties 
to  an  attempt  to  hoodwink  the  country 
as  to  the  real  significance  of  the  Motion 
before  the  House.  If  the  Government 
considered  a  debate  had  been  sufficiently 
prolonged,  what  reason  was  there  in 
common  sense,  in- Constitutional  Law,  or 
in  the  practice  of  Parliament,  why  they 
should  not  openly  ask,  on  their  own  re- 
sponsibility, that  the  Question  should  be 
forthwith  put?  If  the  Motion  were  a 
fair  one,  a  necessary  one,  and  demanded 
in  the  interest  of  Public  Business,  why 
should  the  Government  of  the  day  be 
ashamed  to  put  it  in  force,  or  aluink 
from  doing  their  duty?  He  proposed 
that  the  initiative  should  be  openly  taken 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  because 
that  was  the  only  means  of  preventing 
the  Speakership  from  becoming  an  ap- 
panage of  the  Ministerial  Bench.  Of 
late  currency  had  been  given  to  erro- 
neous ideas  concerning  the  relationship 
of  the  Speaker  to  the  House.  For  a 
considerable  time  successive  Speakers 
had  deserved  the  highest  credit  as  im- 
partial arbiters  of  debate  between  Parfy 
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and  Party ;  but  they  must  not  close  their 
eyes  to  history.  The  dignified,  impartial, 
trusted  position  of  the  Speaker  ia  that 
House  was  a  plant  of  modern  growth, 
and  of  comparatively  recent  develop- 
ment. He  doubted  if  the  impartiality, 
dignity,  the  unquestioned  authority  of 
the  Speaker  could  be  traced  back  for 
more  than  a  century — certainly  not  for 
more  than  a  century  and  a-half  Down 
to  the  time  of  the  Bevolution  the 
Speakership  was  an  appanage  much 
more  of  Eoyalty  than  of  the  House  of 
Commons;  under  the  Tudors  and  the 
Stuarts  the  Speaker  watched  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  in  the  interests 
of  Boyalty  rather  than  as  an  impar- 
tial arbiter  or  defender  of  its  privileges. 
According  to  Mr.  Begin  aid  Palgrave, 
Charles  I.  had  placed  himself  far  beyond 
excuse  or  palliation  when  the  Speaker 
(Lenthal),  on  the  occasion  of  the  King's 
attempt  to  seize  the  five  Members,  had 
the  courage  and  the  resolution  to  refuse 
to  be  a  Eoyal  minion,  and  determined 
to  speak  as  the  mouthpiece  of  the  House 
alone.  Hitherto  the  Speaker  had  been 
the  servant  of  the  King  against  the 
House,  and  the  King  must  have  proved 
himself  most  culpable  when  even  the 
Speaker  turned  against  him.  The  con- 
version of  the  House  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  was  an  innovation 
designed,  among  other  reasons,  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  rid  of  the  Speaker. 
The  authority  of  the  Speaker  had  as- 
sumed its  present  dignity  and  purity 
very  slowly  and  gradually  in  a  House  of 
Commons,  which  last  century  was  no- 
toriously corrupt,  and  in  which  it  was  as 
well  known  that  there  was  a  market  for 
Members  to  be  bought  by  the  Treasury 
as  it  was  that  there  was  a  market  for 
fat  cattle  at  Smithfield.  He  agreed  with 
all  that  had  been  said  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  with  such  grave  emphasis 
and  unctuous  frequency  to  impress  Irish 
Members  with  regard  to  the  oignity  and 
impartiality  of  the  Speaker  in  recent 
times.  It  would  be  Lard  if  just  when, 
by  the  confession  of  both  political  Par- 
ties, the  Speakership  had  reached  its 
highest  point  and  culmination,  it  was  by 
the  proposal  of  a  Liberal  Government 
to  be  thrust  back  into  a  position  lower 
than  that  from  which  it  had  been  lifted. 
The  Speaker  had  long  ago  ceased  to  be 
the  minion  of  the  King.  But  if  this 
Bedolution  passed  as  it  was  at  present 
worded,  the  Speaker  would  become  the 


minion  of  the  Ministry  of  the  day,  and 
would  be  as  absolutely  the  mouthpiece 
of  the  majority  as  the  Presidents  of 
Continental  Legislative  Chambers.  Nor 
would  it  be  in  any  way  derogatory  for 
future  Speakers  to  hold  such  a  position, 
seeing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Successors  in  the  Chair  could  not  be 
judged  by  the  canons  of  political  mo- 
rality of  the  present  day.  Partizans 
they  would  undoubtedly  be,  just  as  the 
Whips  were  partizans,  and  in  closing  a 
debate  a  Speaker  of  the  future  would 
be  merely  giving  effect  to  the  Whip's 
instructions  as  to  a  division.  He  pro- 
posed, therefore,  that  the  initiative  in 
this  matter,  which  must  necessarily 
belong  to  the  Government  in  reality, 
should  proceed  from  them  openly  and 
avowedly.  In  whatever  way  the  Speaker 
was  to  gather  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House — whether  by  a  discreet  whisper 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  or  by  up- 
roarious clamour  of  the  House — it  would 
equally  come  from  the  Government  of 
the  day ;  and  the  only  result  of  putting 
the  initiative  in  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  would  be  to  produce  confusion 
in  the  public  mind,  and  lead  the  people 
to  iYnagine  something  had  been  done 
on  the  pure  initiative  of  the  Speaker, 
which  had  really  been  planned  in  the 
office  of  the  Government  Whip.  Now, 
a  doubt  existed  as  to  the  object  of  the 
oldiure.  According  to  some,  it  was  in- 
tended to  put  down  a  small  band  of 
desperate  conspirators  against  the  Con- 
stitution ;  according  to  others,  it  was  to 
stifle  legitimate  opposition.  In  either 
case  the  Government  might  have  the 
courage  of  their  convictions  and  take 
the  initiative  upon  themselves,  whether 
they  desired  to  overwhelm  a  regular 
Opposition,  or  to  silence  a  clique  of  mal- 
contents. There  was,  in  truth,  not  a 
single  rational  argument  against  his 
Amendment;  and  it  would  have  the 
very  great  merit  of  fixing  responsibility 
on  the  right  persons,  and  of  avoiding 
the  scandals  that  would  some  day  pre- 
vail of  divisions  unfairly  snatched  at 
critical  moments,  after  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  would  throw  the 
odium  on  the  Speaker,  while  the  Oppo- 
sition denounced  equally  both  Speaker 
and  Government.  If  ever  there  was  a 
country  where  burning  questions  were 
likely  to  arise  and  mmtiply,  and  temp- 
tations to  Party  passions  and  Party  un- 
sorupulousness  to  abound,  it  was  this 
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country.  Here  they  had  an  ancient 
Constitution  approaching  a  great  crisis, 
and  certain  to  undergo  great  trans- 
formations. They  would  have  the  grave 
questions  of  religion,  of  authority,  of 
the  distribution  of  power  before  them 
in  the  near  future ;  and,  if  in  foreign 
countries  these  questions  called  forth 
such  Party  passions,  how  could  it  be  ex- 
pected that  this  country  should  escape 
them.  They  need  not  wonder  at  the 
high  distinction  and  impartiality  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons hitherto.  One  reason  for  it  was 
that  he  never  had  the  power  of  being 
partial.  The  Speaker  was  the  lord  and 
arbiter  of  order ;  but,  above  all  things, 
the  protector  of  minorities  and  of  in- 
dividuals. He  was,  in  fact,  the  mouth- 
piece and  the  champion  of  minorities. 
They  were  entitled,  therefore,  by  a  sort 
of  reverse  reasoning,  to  conclude  that, 
when  the  whole  character  and  nature  of 
the  Speakership  was  altered  by  this  un- 
manly Kule  of  Cldture,  the  impartiality 
of  the  Chair  would  disappear.  With 
the  view  of  leaving  the  responsibility 
where  it  ought  to  rest — namely,  with 
the  Ministry  of  the  day — he  begged  to 
move  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  1,  after  the  words  **  Mr.  Speaker," 
to  insert  the  words  ''after  an  appeal  to  his 
judgment  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown." — 
{Mr.  O'Donnell) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper, 
the  earlier  part  of  which  was  identical 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  and  he  rose  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
the  latter  part  of  his  Amendment.  If 
the  House  were  to  accept  this,  with 
some  other  Amendments  further  down, 
the  Resolution  would  run — 

•*  When  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,  after 
an  appeal  to  him  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
or  by  the  Member  in  charge  of  the  subject 
under  discussion,  or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  after  a  similar 
appeal,  that  the  question  under  discussion  has 
been  fully  debated,  and  that  it  is  evidently  the 
general  sense  of  the  House,  or  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  question  be  now  put,  he  may,  if 
he  thinks  fit,  so  inform  the  House  or  the  Com- 
mittee." 

He  thought  there  was  great  force  in 
many  of  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 

J/r.  O'Donnell 


ber  (Mr.  O'Donnell) ;  but  he  thought 
they  ought  to  place  other  Members  on 
an  equity  with  the  Ministers  in  this 
respect,  and  not  establish  a  difference 
between  Ministers  of  the  Crown  and 
other  Members  which  did  not  at  present 
exist.     He  before  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  Chair  whether  it  would 
be  in  Order  to  move  to  omit  the  words 
"Mr.  Speaker."      He  desired  to  move 
the  omission  of  these  words,   because 
he  thought  that  if  there  was  to  be  this 
power  of  silencing  the  minority  it  ought 
to  be  dissociated  from  the  functions  of  the 
Chair ;  but,  unfortunately,  the  last  divi- 
sion not  only  negatived  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Marriott),  but 
practically  affirmed  that  the    Speaker 
was  to  bo  associated  with  this  Bule, 
though  this  was  not  what  they  had  dis- 
cussed.    He  was,  therefore,  driven  to 
move  this  Amendment,  which,  in  one 
sense,    was    inadequate ;    but    if   any 
hon.  Member  should  propose  anything 
stronger  he  would  support  it.     He  be- 
lieved it  was  an  established  principle 
that  if  any  alteration  in  the  Kules  or 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  was  pro- 
posed and  the  Party  in  power  allowed 
such  alteration  to  be  made  without  pro- 
test, they  were  to  a  certain  extent  re- 
sponsible for  it.    What  he  wished  to 
point  out  was  how    exceedingly  mis- 
chievous must  be  the  result  if  they  chose 
deliberately  to  take  the  Speaker  out  of  his 
proper  sphere  of  action  and  to  associate 
him  with  this  Resolution.    The  (Govern- 
ment informed  the  House  that  they  could 
not  be  responsible  for  the  further  con- 
duct of   affairs  unless    they   had   the 
power  of  imposing  restraint  upon  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  other  than  themselves. 
That  power  had  not  been  asked  for  by 
any  preceding  Ministry ;  and  he  would 
go  a  step  further,  and  say  that  if  the 
proposal  had  emanated  from  any  Minis- 
try other  than  the  present  Government, 
the  Members  of  the  present  Government 
would  have  opposed  it  tooth-and-nail. 
When  a  Government  admitted  their  in- 
ability to  carry  on  the  affairs  of  the 
country  without  coercive  powers,    the 
House  was  ever  ready  to  gprant  those 
powers ;  but  only  upon  one  condition- 
that  the  Government  should  be  made 
responsible.    They  were  now  asked  to 
assent  to  a  Besolution  which    was  a 
standing  Coercion  Act.    There  was  no 
Coercion  Act  passed  during  the  present 
century  which  could  have,  or  was  in- 
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tended  to  have,  Buoh  a  far-reaching  and 
abiding  effect.  It  was  a  EesoTution 
which  placed  the  minority  at  the  mercy 
of  the  majority.  [The  Marquess  of 
Habtinoton  dissented.]  The  noble  Mar- 
quess seemed  to  deny  that.  Could  the 
noble  Marquess  deny  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  stated  that  the  1st  Eesolu- 
tion,  when  it  was  passed,  would  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  passing  the  other 
Eesolutions  r 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON :  It  is 
difficult  always  to  understand  the  Prime 
Minister.  When  he  was  asked  if  this 
was  intended,  he  declined  to  reply. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Quite  so. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  This 
Eesolution,  therefore,  would  be  used  to 
carry  or  amend  certain  other  Standing 
Orders  that  were  upon  the  Notice  Paper ; 
and,  consequently,  if  it  was  competent 
for  the  majority  to  alter  any  Standing 
Order,  it  was  equally  competent  to  revise 
this  one  when  it  was  passed.  The 
minority  of  the  House  would  be  placed 
absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  majority; 
and  the  only  control  which  the  minority 
could  exercise  would  be  regulated  by  the 
forbearance  of  the  majority.  It  was 
a  tremendous  power  to  give  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day.  And  yet  the 
Government  asked  them  to  give  them 
this  power  dissociated  from  those  safe- 
guards which  they  might  reasonably  ex- 
pect. The  Government  were  not  to  be 
made  responsible ;  but  the  Speaker  and 
his  Successors  were  asked  to  assume  the 
odious  task  of  silencing  the  minority. 
The  Government  were,  therefore,  at- 
tempting to  deprive  the  House  of  two 
safeguards — namely,  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government  and  the  impartiality 
of  the  Chair.  He  feared  it  would  not 
remain  as  impartial  in  the  future  as 
it  had  been  in  the  past.  If  a  Speaker 
was  to  be  impelled  to  put  in  force  coer- 
cion, having  for  its  object  the  silencing 
of  a  minority,  the  exercise  which  he 
would  make  of  that  Eesolution  would 
benefit  the  Government  and  embarrass 
the  Opposition.  Again,  the  action 
which  the  Speaker  might  take  must 
form  part  of  the  indictment  of  the  Go- 
vernment at  a  General  Election.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  had  ad- 
mitted that,  because  he  had  said  that 
this  would  give  an  effectual  cry  with 
*  which  to  go  to  the  country.     Well,  if  it 


did,  it  gave  the  Opposition  a  cry  which 
would  not  be  against  the  Government, 
who  was  not  responsible,  but  against  the 
Speaker,  who  was  responsible.  [Mr. 
John  Bright  :  No,  no ;  against  the 
majority.]  Therefore,  it  was  quite  clear, 
if  anyone  was  to  be  made  responsible 
out-of-doors,  it  was  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  if  the  Speaker 
was  to  be  publicly  attacked,  he  must 
be  publicly  defended.  He  might  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  defend  himself. 
In  such  a  case  they  would  have  the 
Speaker  stumping  the  country  in  de- 
fence of  his  action  in  that  House. 
Whether  the  Speaker  was  absorbed  into 
the  ranks  of  the  Ministry  or  not,  he 
would  generally  be  regarded  by  the  pub- 
lic as  a  partizan.  But  let  them  take  the 
other  side  of  the  question.     He  was  pre- 

Sared  to  find  that  the  Speaker  declined  to 
efend  himself  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
a  Judge.  But  the  Government  could 
not  allow  him  to  remain  without  defence. 
He  could  see  the  Prime  Minister  of  the 
day  coming  down,  with  a  countenance 
arranged  for  the  occasion,  and  denoun- 
cing the  indecency  of  anyone  calling  in 
question  the  judicial  functions  of  the 
Speaker.  If  the  Speaker  was  to  be  sub- 
ject to  criticisms,  he  must  degenerate  into 
a  partizan ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
he  was  not  subjected  to  criticisms,  there 
was  no  safeguard  whatever  against  his 
rulings.  It  would  become  a  little  more 
clear  when  they  considered  the  position 
of  the  Speaker  now.  The  present  Speaker 
had  informed  them  that  he  was  the  ser- 
vant of  the  House.  He  thought  by  that 
language  that  the  Speaker  intended  to 
convey  that  the  Speaker  had  no  inherent 
power  except  what  he  derived  from  the 
Standing  Orders  and  past  practice  of  the 
House.  Therefore,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  whatever  power  in  future  in  excess 
of  this  was  derived  from  these  Eules 
must  be  derived  from  the  Eesolution 
under  discussion.  It  was  necessary  to 
inquire  carefully  into  the  effect  of  this 
Eesolution.  If  they  took  the  first  part 
of  this  Eesolution  and  joined  it  on 
to  the  latter  part  they  would  find  what 
it  meant.  It  was  that  a  majority  of 
1  in  a  full  House  could  stop  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  question  by  the  mino- 
rity. But  if  a  majority  hereafter  took 
that  view,  in  what  position  would  the 
Speaker  be?  The  majority  woidd  say 
they  had  a  right  to  silence  the  minority ; 
but  the  Speaker,  by  declining  to  take  the 
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initiative,  was  rofusing  to  grant  them 
that  right.  Therefore,  it  might  be  said 
the  Speaker  was  making  a  partizan  use  of 
his  power.  He  contended  that  it  would 
be  a  great  mistake  to  associate  the  power 
in  the  manner  proposed  with  the  Speaker. 
The  Eesolution  as  it  stood  was  not  clear; 
it  was  scarcely  intelligible.  The  diffi- 
culty of  working  it  would  be  enormous. 
It  had  been  well  shown  in  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Baden  Powell  to  the  Prime  Minister. 
Mr.  Powell  said — 

<<  My  difficulty  is  that  this  Role  seems  for  a 
certainty  to  legalize  such  results  as  the  follow, 
ing.  If  201  Memhers  vote  for  and  200  Mem- 
bers against  the  closing  a  debate  the  debate  is 
closed ;  if  200  Members  vote  for  and  41  against 
closing  a  debate  the  debate  is  not  closed;  if 
100  Members  vote  for  and  2  Members  against 
closing  a  debate  the  debate  is  not  dosed,  and 
there  are,  of  course,  the  intermediate  results  in 
their  due  order.  In  other  words — firstly,  in  all 
cases  where  more  than  200  Members  support 
the  Motion,  a  bare  majority  of  1  suffices  to 
stop  discussion.  Secondly,  in  all  cases  where 
some  101  to  206  Members  support  the  Motion, 
discussion  is  not  stopped,  unless  a  majority  of 
four*fifths  is  in  favour  of  so  doing.  Thirdly,  it 
is  impossible  to  stop  discussion  uidess  more  than 
100  Members  vote  for  so  doing." 

He  thought  no  Member  would  dispute 
that  Mr.  Baden  Powell  had  accurately 
interpreted  this  Bule.  He  did  not  be- 
lieye  that  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
President  of  any  Foreign  Assembly  to 
work  that  Hesolution ;  and  he  ventured 
to  say  it  was  absolutely  impossible  for 
the  Speaker  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  work  it  without  the  assistance  of  the 
Government  Whips.  They  sat  longer 
in  that  House  than  any  other  Assembly ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  the  accom- 
modation in  the  House  was  not  suffi- 
cient for  all  the  Members.  How  would 
the  Speaker  know  how  many  Mem- 
bers were  in  the  House?  He  held 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry  out 
the  Hesolution,  except  by  the  help  of 
the  Government  Whips,  with  whom  it 
was  inexpedient  that  the  Speaker  or 
Chairman  of  Committees  should  come 
into  contact,  as  the  Whips  must  neces- 
sarily be  partizans.  The  primary  duty 
of  the  Speaker  was  to  mamtain  order ; 
but  *'the  evident  sense  of  the  House" 
must  be  conveyed  to  him  by  noise  and 
interruption,  so  that  that  high  dignitary 
would,  in  a  manner,  be  associate  with 
the  disorderly,  who  were  exacUy  the 
people  who  ought  not  to  lead  the  ELouse. 
Khadamanthus  himself,  if  in  the  Chair, 
oould  not,  under  the  proposed  new  con- 
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ditionBy  oondaot  himself  with  propriety 
and  dignity.  The  stronger  an  hon. 
Member's  lungs  the  more  efficient  would 
be  the  aid  which  he  would  render  his 
Party.  It  was  all  very  well  now,  when 
they  were  talking  calmly,  to  say  that 
the  cJdture  would  only  be  applied  in 
exceptional  cases,  and  with  the  consent 
of  both  sides  of  the  House.  But  his 
experience  was  that  it  was  just  when 
men  ought  to  be  heard  that  the  dispo- 
sition to  silence  them  was  greatest. 
This  struck  him  very  much  the  other 
day,  when  there  happened  to  be  a  painful 
incident.  Mr.  Braalaugh  had  committed 
certain  offences,  and  it  was  proposed  to 
punish  him  by  expulsion.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  asked  to  be  neard.  His  request 
was  met  by  a  stentorian  "  No  "  from 
both  sides  of  the  House;  and  if  this 
Eule  had  been  passed,  the  Speaker 
would  have  had  no  option  but  to  say 
that  this  represented  '<  the  evident  sense 
of  the  House."  There  was  no  doubt 
that  at  the  French  Revolution  the  Jaco- 
bins, who  were  numerically  a  small  body, 
gained  their  ends  by  organized  clamour, 
and  Constitutional  forms,  &c.,  degene- 
rated into  the  Heign  of  Terror.  It  was 
a  curious  notion  to  entertain  that  an 
official  in  a  judicial  position  could  be 
fitted  to  perform  his  duties  more  success- 
fully by  becoming  a  partizan.  There 
was  a  singular  parallel  in  the  case  of 
Charles  Fox,  who,  after  the  death  of  Mr. 
Pitt,  occupied  a  similar  position  to  the 
present  Prime  Minister.  Mr.  Fox  had 
assailed  his  opponents  with  an  animosity 
nearly  equal  to  that  with  which  the 
Prime  Minister,  when  in  Opposition,  as- 
sailed the  late  Gt)vemment;  and  Mr. 
Fox  had  only  been  in  Office  for  two 
months  before  the  exigencies  of  his 
Government  made  him  forget  his  pre- 
vious professions,  and  he  then  suggested 
the  monstrous  proposal  that  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  England  should  become 
a  Member  of  his  Cabinet.  If  such  a 
proposal  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Pitt,  it 
would  have  been  denounced  almost  as 
loudly  as  the  proposal  of  the  eidture,  if  it 
had  emanated  from  Lord  Beaoonsfield, 
would  have  been  assailed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Ministers.  Mr.  Fox's 
proposal  was  supported  by  the  liberal 
Party  of  that  day,  just  as  the  cldiure  was 
now  supported  by  the  present  Liberal 
Party,  because  of  the  tromendons  pres- 
sure brought  to  bear  on  them ;  but  the 
result,  as  far  as  the  reputation  of  that 
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(Government  was  oonoemed,  was  not  a 
fortunate  one.  He  asked  anyone  to 
consider  whether  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  Speaker  to  have  the  confidence 
of  the  minority  without  incurring  the 
animosity  of  the  majority  ?  His  strong 
impression  was  that  the  course  which 
was  proposed  would  put  the  Speaker 
in  an  intolerable  position,  and  that  in 
the  end  he  would,  perhaps,  forfeit  the 
good  opinion  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 
The  Amendment  which  he  proposed 
raised  no  Party  question,  nor  did  it  affect 
the  Besolution  under  discussion.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  an  effort  would 
be  made  to  save  out  of  the  wreck  of 
their  Parliamentary  traditions  the  posi- 
tion which  the  Speaker  at  present  occu- 
pied. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  add,  at  the  end  thereof,  the  words  "  or  by 
the  Member  in  charge  of  the  subject  under 
discussion."— (Zor(/  Oewge  Hamilton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  afraid  it 
will  be  my  fate  to  speak  in  a  much  cooler 
tone  than  that  which  was  adopted  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Amendment  or  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  Amendment. 
There  is,  I  know,  an  exaggeration  of 
conjuring  up  fears  which  it  is  difficult  to 
measure,  and  which  magnifies  every  sub- 
ject of  the  most  moderate  dimensions 
into  a  gigantic  question,  involving,  com- 
monly, the  very  life  of  the  Constitution, 
or  of  our  Parliamentary  system.  Now, 
in  my  opinion,  this  is  a  very  limited 
matter,  and  the  sentiments  I  shall  de- 
liver upon  it  will  be  entirely  without 
heat.  I  must,  however,  regret  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  not  pursued,  except  in 
the  last  sentence  of  his  speech,  a  similar 
course.  On  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  Amendment  I  make  this  observation, 
that  though  he  was  undoubtedly  copious 
in  the  performance  of  his  work,  yet  he 
limited  himself  to  the  question  of  his 
Amendment,  and  he  likewise  observed  a 
strict  impartiality  as  between  Parties. 
The  noble  Lord  has  not  thought  fit  to 
abstain  from  introducing  considerations 
of  Party  into  what  ought  to  have  been  a 
perfectly  temperate  and  dispassionate 
discussion.  The  noble  Lord  undertakes 
to  say  that  all  of  us  who  sit  on  these 
Benches  would  have  opposed  that  pro- 
posal if  made  in  any  other  quarter.     I 


am  not  going  to  enter  upon  that  subject. 
In  my  opinion,  it  is  a  strange  thing  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  make  that  accusation, 
considering  that,  as  far  as  my  recollec- 
tion goes,  when  a  demand  was  made  by 
the  late  Government  for  some  power  in 
a  penal  direction,  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned— and  I  believe  I  may  say  the  same 
thing  of  my  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington) — I  did  nothing  except  in 
a  few  sentences  to  support  the  demand, 
and  to  commend  the  spirit  in  which  it 
had  been  made.  But  whv  is  it  neces- 
sary  to  introduce  these  matters?  Do 
they  really  assist  us  in  the  consideration 
of  the  question.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
goes  on  to  speak  of  the  immense  results 
which,  as  he  says,  this  Kesolution  is 
intended  to  produce.  Is  it  wise,  is  it 
expedient,  does  it  promote  harmony  or 
expedition  in  our  proceedings  to  charge 
upon  any  Party  in  this  House  views 
diametrically  opposed  to  those  they  had 
emphatically  proclaimed  ?  We  had  al- 
ways said  that  none  of  those  large  re* 
suits  would  be  produced  by  the  Besolu- 
tion; and  I  submit,  if  good  manners 
permit,  that  that  kind  of  contradiction 
is  certainly  adverse  to  Parliamentary 
policy  and  expediency.  Upon  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord,  I  must  observe  that 
it  is  a  speech  partly  against  the  entire 
EesolutioD,  and  partly  against  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Speaker  into  the  Besolu- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  entirely  forgot, 
in  the  whole  of  his  speech,  the  Amend- 
ment, which  is  the  only  subject  of  dis- 
cussion. Now,  I  will  give  only  one 
instance  of  how  exaggerated  fears  distort 
powers  of  judgment  naturally  acute 
enough.  The  noble  Lord  said  that  the 
tendency  of  this  Besolution  is  to  encour- 
age noise  on  the  part  of  certain  noisy 
Members  in  the  House.  [Mr.  Biggar  : 
Hear,  hear!]  Everybody  knows  who 
they  are,  and,  as  I  understand  the  noble 
Lord,  he  implied  that  they  are  persons 
whose  conduct  is  generally  condemned 
and  disapproved  by  the  House.  But 
then  the  noble  Lord  goes  on  to  say 
these  are  the  men  whose  conduct  wiU 
guide  the  conduct  of  the  Speaker.  [Mr. 
Bigoar:  Hear,  hear!]  These  noisy 
Members  of  the  House — a  handful  of 
individuals,  unknown  and  unnamed,  but 
supposed  to  exist — will  be  mistaken  by 
the  Speaker,  and  interpreted  by  him  as 
the  arbiters  of  the  ''evident  sense  of  the 
House."  I  do  not  think  the  remark  is 
quite  relevant  to  the  present  debate.    I 
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own  I  think  it  shows  a  state  of  mind 
much  heated  by  nnneoessary  apprehen- 
sion, when  a  speaker  of  ability  thinks  it 
necessary  to  hold  that  a  certain  limited 
number  of  Members  of  the  House,  whose 
conduct  is  known  to  be  irrational,  will 
be  the  people  whom  the  Speaker  in  the 
Ohair  will  take  as  representing  the  sense 
of  the  whole  House,  and  accept  them  as 
his  guide.  Now,  let  us  really  endeayour 
to  deal  with  the  question  before  us,  as 
between  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan.  There  is,  I 
think,  a  good  deal  to  be  said  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord, 
because  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  proceeds  upon  this  basis — that  if 
there  is  to  be  an  initiative  apart  from 
the  Speaker,  it  ought  not  to  oe  exclu- 
sively in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 
As  far  as  that  proposal  goes,  I  certainly 
am  not  disposed  to  take  any  exception  to 
it.  I  think  there  is  a  good  deal  of  diffi- 
culty in  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord,  as  it  stands ;  because,  although  I 
understand  the  responsibility  of  a  Mem- 
ber in  charge  of  a  Bill,  yet  when  we 
speak  of  a  Member  in  charge  of  a  sub- 
ject ;  and  recollect  that  that  subject 
would,  I  apprehend,  be  held  to  involve 
every  description  of  Amendment  moved 
in  any  proceeding  of  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  in  Committee  on  a  Bill, 
or  anything  else — perhaps  a  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House — I  think 
it  is  a  question  whether  they  would  not 
require  some  limitations.  But  I  am  not 
going  to  dwell  upon  minute  distinctions 
between  the  two  Amendments,  because, 
upon  the  whole,  though  I  do  not  take  up 
the  subject  with  any  warmth,  I  recom- 
mend that  the  House  will  do  better  not 
to  adopt  them.  But  I  do  so  by  no  means 
upon  the  ground  that  the  question  of  the 
initiative  is  not  a  question  for  ar^ment 
and  for  fair  consideration.  I  quite  un- 
derstand that  it  is  a  serious  question 
whether  the  responsibility  of  initiating 
the  sense  of  the  House,  which  alone 
can  decide  a  closing  of  the  debate, 
should  rest  with  the  Chair,  or  should  rest 
with  some  Member  or  number  of  Mem- 
bers in  the  House.  That  is  not  the 
question  before  us ;  and,  further,  I  will 
say  that  undoubtedly  the  form  which 
now  stands  in  the  Eesolutions  was 
adopted  in  the  full  belief,  which  they 
continue  to  entertain,  that  there  would 
be  a  fear  of  the  abuse  of  the  closing 
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power,  if  it  were  left  simply  in  the 
hands  of  the  Oovemment,  or  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  their  supporters,  to 
invoke  exercise  of  it ;  but  that  by 
placing  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker 
they  were  affording  the  very  best  secu- 
rity in  their  power  against  its  possible 
abuse.  There  are  those  two  sjrstems — 
the  one  system  that  of  giving  the  power 
of  initiative  to  the  Government  apart 
from  the  Chair,  and  leaving  to  the 
Chair  no  duty  except  that  of  patting  the 
Question ;  and  the  other  system  is  to 
take  the  Besolution  as  it  stands,  and 
say  that  upon  the  Speaker  shall  be  the 
responsibility  of  making  the  appeal  to 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  said  we 
must  not  have  the  Speaker  put  under 
compulsion.  Upon  that  we  are  entirely 
at  one  with  the  noble  Lord.  But  to 
g^ard  against  that,  in  our  view,  there 
are  two  things.  First  of  all,  the  Speaker 
must  be  convinced  of  a  certain  state  of 
facts  as  to  the  sense  of  the  House. 
Secondly,  the  Speaker  must  be  of  opi- 
nion that  the  apparent  demand,  or  the 
evident  sense  of  the  House,  is  in  con- 
formity with  justice.  But  what  the 
Amendment  proposes  is  neither  the  one 
nor  the  other.  The  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  us  is  to  clap  on  a  responsibility 
of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  or  of  some 
other  Member  of  Parliament  as  well  as 
the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  upon  the 
back  of  the  responsibility  of  the  Speaker, 
to  make  it  necessary  for  them  to  invoke 
his  aid,  but  still  to  leave  upon  him  the 
responsibility  which  the  Besolution  at 
present  places  in  his  hands.  Upon  the 
whole,  we  are  of  opinion  that  this  sys- 
tem is  less  safe  than  the  system  em- 
bodied in  the  Besolution  as  it  stands. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  ar- 
gued on  the  assumption  that  by  this 
Besolution  the  power  is  to  be  placed 
really  in  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
and  the  Speaker  is  to  act  really  as  the 
organ  of  the  majority  of  the  House.  If 
that  were  true,  1  would  not  only  accept 
at  once  the  Amendment,  but  I  would 
refuse  to  admit  any  Besolutions  in  which 
the  Speaker  appeared  at  all,  because  I 
agree  entirely  that  those  who  are  to 
exercise  the  power  ought  to  bear  the 
responsibility.  But  I  differ  respectfully 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  affirm 
that  no  power  whatever  is  given  by  the 
Besolution  to  the  majority  for  influ- 
encing tho  Speaker  of  the  House.  The 
special  duty  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
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iB  to  ayoid  giving  scope  to  his  mere 
sympathy,  if  he  has  a  sympathy,  to  the 
majority  of  the  House.  But,  then,  says 
the  hon.  Member — **  Do  not  let  us  have 
our  Speaker  discredited  by  being  forced 
into  relations  with  the  Goyernment." 
"  Do  not  let  us  have  him  placed,"  says 
the  noble  Lord,  "  in  connection  with  the 
Government  Whips."  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord.  But  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
Amendment  has  a  decided  tendency  in 
that  direction.  If  we  pass  a  Eesolution 
which  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  Speaker 
to  determine  in  his  own  mind  what  is 
the  sense  of  the  House,  and  whether 
that  sense  is  the  just  sense,  then  I 
can  understand  that  the  action  of  the 
Speaker  may  be  a  spontaneous  action. 
But  if  we  say  the  Speaker  is  to  act 
upon  the  suggestion  and  demand  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  what  is  the  im- 
mediate effect?  That  the  Minister  of 
the  Grown  must,  and  will  have  to, 
put  himself  in  communication  with  the 
Speaker  before  he  makes  that  sugges- 
tion to  the  Oh  air ;  and,  therefore,  un- 
doubtedly, as  I  apprehend,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  to  be 
in  communication  with  the  Government 
Whips.  This  Amendment,  I  am  afraid, 
instead  of  relieving  the  Speaker  from 
any  of  his  difficulties  in  that  respect, 
would  result  in  establishing  a  channel 
of  communication  between  him  and  the 
Government  Whips,  and  thereby  of  ex- 
posing the  Speaker  to  the  suspicion  and 
reproach  from  which  the  noble  Lord  and 
others  are  justly  most  anxious  to  shield 
him.  Now,  I  shall  not  meet  reproach 
by  reproach,  nor  insinuation  by  insinua- 
tion, nor  will  I  go  back  into  any  plu- 
perfects of  the  potential  mood  for  the 
sake  of  entangling  this,  I  think,  very 
simple  argument  in  considerations  that 
may  be  connected  with  temper  and  with 
feeling.  I  do  not  at  all  disguise  that 
there  may  be  fair  choice  between  the 
use  of  the  Speaker  and  the  use  of  pri- 
vate Members  or  of  Ministers  of  the 
Grown  as  wielding  the  initiative  in  this 
case.  I  believe  we  have  made  the  right 
choice  as  between  these  two,  and  the 
Amendment  before  us  is  neither  one 
nor  the  other.  It  proposes  to  double 
the  responsibility,  and  it  would  lead  to 
those  communications  I  have  described, 
which  would  be  eminently  unsatisfac- 
tory to  the  House,  and  which,  let  me 
say  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan, 
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would  exactly  open  up  that  danger  that 
he  is  justly  desirous  to  avert — namely, 
that  we  should  be  in  a  condition  to 
attempt,  at  least,  to  exercise  a  pressure 
on  the  Speaker,  and  therefore  to  take 
some  benefit,  or  supposed  benefit,  from 
the  action  of  the  Speaker,  from  which, 
as  the  Eesolution  now  stands,  he  is 
entirely  free.  I  believe  it  to  be  a  small 
matter.  Had  there  been  a  clear  and 
general  view  of  the  House,  an  evident 
sense  of  the  House  in  favour  of  a  change 
of  this  kind,  I  do  not  see  that  we  coidd 
have  taken  upon  ourselves  to  refuse  it ; 
but  I  frankly  own  that,  in  our  opinion, 
the  Resolution  is  better  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  quite 
failed  to  see  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  made  out  his  argument  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  would  lead 
to  communication  between  the  Speaker 
and  the  Government  Whips.  For  his 
own  part,  he  preferred  the  Amendment 
as  unamended,  although  there  was  much 
force  in  some  of  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
especially  when  he  said  that  the  distinc- 
tion between  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
and  any  other  Member  of  the  House 
was  a  novelty  and  an  innovation.  But 
they  had  already  gone  so  far  on  the  way 
of  change  that  they  need  not  stickle 
at  one  or  two  more  innovations.  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  would  be  en- 
tirely marred  by  the  manner  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  amend  that 
Amendment.  If  the  initiative  in  closing 
the  debate  were  taken  by  the  Speaker, 
he  would  become  the  organ  of  the  ma- 
jority. The  majority  was,  in  its  turn, 
governed  by  the  inspiration  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Colleagues,  and  the 
Speaker  would  become  the  mouthpiece 
of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  majority. 
For  his  own  part,  he  would  have  pre- 
ferred that  the  Prime  Minister,  and  not 
the  Speaker,  should  be  the  mouthpiece 
of  the  majority.  The  words  **  evident 
sense  of  the  House,''  used  in  the  Eeso- 
lution, were  misleading.  It  meant  the 
sense  of  a  majority  which  might  be  scat- 
tered in  various  parts  of  the  House,  and 
it  might  very  often  lead  to  enforcing  a 
wrong  conclusion.  The  **  evident  sense 
of  the  House''  had  been  employed 
against  many  great  statesmen  and 
thinkers  in  the  House.  It  had  declared 
against  many  a  policy  which  afterwards 
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proTed  to  be  most  wise  and  just.  He 
supposed  the  "evident  sense  of  the 
House  "  was  against  Burke  in  his  great 
speeches  against  the  Stamp  Act,  when 
he  argued  against  those  measures  which 
contributed  to  bring  about  the  severance 
of  England  and  America.  He  supposed 
it  declared  against  Fox  in  some  of  his 
wisest  appeals  for  a  policy  of  peace,  and 
for  a  time  against  Cobden  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Free  Trade.  Indeed,  the  evi- 
dent sense  of  the  majority  was  more 
than  once  against  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  himself  when, 
a  short  time  ago,  he  justly  opposed  the 
Foreign  Policy  of  the  late  Government. 
Thus,  with  a  strong  majority  in  the 
House,  the  Speaker  for  the  time  being 
would,  under  the  New  Bules,  become 
its  mere  instrument.  Under  such  con- 
ditions, it  was  utterly  impossible  that  a 
Speaker  could  retain  his  present  position 
and  high  popularity,  or  be  regarded  as 
an  impartial  OfEcer  of  the  House.  A 
Speaker  was  impartial  now  because  he 
had  hardly  any  temptation  to  be  other- 
wise. If  they  gave  a  Speaker  the  power 
of  closing  a  debate  at  any  time,  it  would 
be  giving  his  impartiality  a  strain  which 
no  ordinary  man  could  long  endure. 
Before  long  it  was  certain  that  he  would 
be  accused  in  the  country  of  partiality. 
It  could  not  be  satisfactory  that  any  great 
Officer  of  the  House,  or  any  great  public 
man,  should  have  the  power  of  fre- 
quently doing  acts  for  which  he  could 
not  be  assailed,  and  for  which  he  could 
not  be  defended.  If  he  were  not  to  be 
assailed,  they  were  raising  an  official  to 
a  position  of  perilous  immunity ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  he  were  open  to  attack, 
they  were  reducing  the  Speaker  to  the 
level  of  an  ordinary  Minister  exposed 
to  friendly  and  unfriendly  criticism,  and 
who  merely  performed  the  duty  of  a 
partizan  and  a  Party  Leader.  Under 
those  circumstances,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  dignity  of  the  Chair  to  re- 
main as  unassailed  and  as  perfect  as  it 
now  was,  and  the  Speaker  would  be- 
come the  mere  mouthpiece  of  a  tempo- 
rary majority.  The  responsibility  ought 
to  rest  with  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
In  his  opinion,  the  proposed  change  was 
not  of  the  unimportant  nature  the  Prime 
Minister  had  described.  It  would  intro- 
duce into  the  House  an  authority  similar 
to  that  of  the  despotic  Preaident  of  a 
Continental  Assombly.  Such  a  power 
ought  not  to  bo  phu^ni  in  the  hands  of 
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an  official  who,  up  to  the  present  time, 
had  been  a  person  of  strict  impartiality ; 
but  who,  if  these  Hesolutions  were 
passed,  would  be  no  longer  regarded  as 
impartial  in  the  eyes  of  the  public. 

Mb.  BEYCE,  who  had  the  following 
Amendment  to  the  Ist  Resolution  on  the 
Paper : — 

*'  Line  6,  leave  ont  all  after '  may,'  to  '  put,' 
in  line  6,  and  insert  '  upon  the  reqaeet  of  a 
^linister  of  the  Crown,  or  of  the  Member  in 
charge,  either  of  any  orig^inal  Motion  then 
under  discussion,  or  ot  any  amendment  thereto, 
gire  leave  to  such  Minister  or  Member  to  move 
*  That  the  Question  be  now  put,*  and  if  such 
Member  shall  so  move," 

said,  when  it  was  arriyed  at  it  might 
possibly  be  ruled  out  of  Order,  on  the 
ground  of  its  being  substantially  the 
same  as  that  now  before  the  House,  and 
he  would  therefore  say  now  what  he  had 
to  say  upon  the  subject.  If  the  two 
Amendments  were  nearly  the  same  in 
principle,  the  terms  of  his  Amendment 
were,  probably — as  being  somewhat  more 
precise,  and  more  clearly  throwing  the 
initiative  on  the  Member  who  desired 
that  the  discussion  should  close— to  be 
preferred.  He  could  not  help  feeling 
that  it  wonld  have  been  mnch  better  if 
the  Chair  had  not  been  brought  into 
the  matter  at  all.  With  regard  to  the 
argument  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton), 
that  the  Resolution  meant  in  substance 
that  a  majority  of  1  was  to  constitnte 
the  '*  evident  sense  of  the  House,"  it 
went  far  to  discredit  the  other  arra- 
ments  which  accompanied  it.  The  noble 
Lord  had  presented  such  an  exaggerated 
view  of  the  results  of  this  Hesolution  as 
to  make  it  much  more  difficult  for  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  to  support 
his  Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Bryce)  thought 
the  present  Resolution  not  strong  enough, 
instead  of  too  strong,  and  proposed  to 
amend  it  only  because  he  thought  it 
better  that  the  responsibility  of  ascer- 
taining the  "  evident  sense  of  the  House" 
should  be  fixed  upon  the  Government  of 
the  day,  and  that  it  should  lie  upon  a 
Minister,  rather  than  on  the  Speaker,  to 
move  primarily  in  the  matter.  If  a 
Minister  put  the  Speaker  in  motion,  the 
responsibility  was,  to  a  certain  extent, 
shared.  No  one  who  prized,  as  they 
all  prized,  the  impartiality  of  the  Chair, 
would  like  the  Chair  to  incur  censure. 
The  Speaker  might,  if  the  responsi- 
bility  rested  with  him  alone,  make  a 
misteke  as  to  what  was  the  evident 
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sense  of  the  House,  though,  as  theEeso- 
lution  required  the  ** evident"  sense, 
this,  perhaps,  would  not  be  very  likely 
to  happen ;  but,  supposing  such  a  mis- 
take did  happen,  would  not  the  blame 
rest  upon  the  Speaker  alone  ?  And,  if 
so,  would  he  not,  on  a  future  occasion, 
be  more  slow  to  exercise  his  power? 
He  thought,  therefore,  it  would  be  better 
that  the  responsibility  of  the  initiative 
should  rest  with  the  Minister  or  Member 
who  sought  to  close  the  debate,  so  that 
the  Speaker,  if  a  mistake  were  made, 
might  feel  that  the  Minister  shared  the 
responsibility  of  it.  He  believed  the 
effect  of  such  an  Amendment  would  be 
to  strengthen  the  Eesolution,  and  make 
it  a  somewhat  more  efficient  engine 
against  Obstruction ;  and  it  was  for  that 
reason,  fearing  that  a  cldture  which  pro- 
ceeded from  the  Speaker  alone  would  be 
too  rarely  used,  that  he  supported  this 
proposal. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  made  some  observa- 
tions on  the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton),  and  had  said 
that  such  remarks  were  calculated  to 
impede  the  course  of  the  debate.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  the  Prime  Minister 
himself  indulged  in  language  of  exactly 
the  same  kind,  and  had  characterized 
one  of  the  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord 
as  irrational.  That  argument  was  that 
the  Speaker,  in  deciding  what  should 
be  the  *'  evident  sense  of  the  House," 
would  be  reduced  to  two  sources  of  in- 
formation, the  one  being  the  knowledge 
which  he  obtained  from  the  Government 
Whips,  and  the  other  being  the  noises 
which  were  going  on  in  the  House  at 
the  time.  But  he  contended  that  it  was 
perfectly  impossible  for  the  Speaker  in 
the  latter  case  clearly  to  interpret  the 
desire  of  the  House ;  and  in  the  former 
case  the  Speaker  would  necessarily  be 
biassed  by  the  information  afforded  to 
him  by  the  Whips.  On  previous  nights 
they  had  discussed  the  effect  of  the 
eUture  on  a  minority ;  but  they  had  now 
introduced  the  question  of  the  position 
of  the  Speaker  if  the  Eules  were  passed. 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  the 
Speaker  of  the  future  could  not  possibly 
ever  occupy  the  position  which  the 
Speaker  of  the  past  had  occupied.  He 
thought  the  Government  were  some- 
«  what  to  blame  in  this  matter.  They 
had  concluded  that  all  future  Speakers 


would  be  as  impartial  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  in  the  Chair.  But  the 
contention  of  those  who  sat  on  that  side 
was  that  the  Speaker  of  the  future  would 
be  by  no  means  so  impartial.  They  said 
that  the  fact  of  putting  these  new  powers 
in  his  hands  would  entirely  alter  his  cha- 
racter. He  felt  sure  that  the  effects  of  the 
Bule  would  be  to  make  future  Chairmen 
Government  nominees.  He  thought  that 
the  Government  honestly  believed  that 
by  giving  the  Speaker  the  initiative  in 
that  matter  they  were  protecting  the 
right  of  minorities;  but  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  the  result  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Eule  would  probably  be,  not 
to  protect  minorities,  but  to  give  the 
Speaker  authority  whereby  he  might 
screen  the  action  of  the  Government  ma- 
jority. The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  said  no  Minister  would 
ever  think  of  abusing  the  power  of  the 
cldture^  because  the  responsibility  would 
be  brought  home  to  him  with  crush- 
ing effect.  The  noble  Lord  seemed  to 
argue  instinctively  that  the  Speaker  of 
the  future  would  act  as  a  tool  of  the 
Government.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  by  the  initiative  of  the  Speaker 
the  Ministers  of  the  day  were  entirely 
screened  from  any  responsibility  in  the 
matter.  He  himself  was  strongly  of  opi- 
nion that  no  such  power  as  that  pro- 
posed to  be  given  ought  to  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  Mr.  Speaker;  and  he 
thought  that  if  they  were  able  to  ex- 
clude his  name  from  that  Eule  they 
would  have  done  the  best  they  could  to 
smooth  the  way  for  the  Government  to 
adopt  the  Amendment  which  proposed 
that  the  cldture  should  only  come  into 
force  when  voted  by  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds. 

Sir  EDWAED  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
he  thought  that  when  the  alarms  which 
were  now  felt  with  regard  to  this  subject 
had  passed  away, Members  of  that  House 
would  be  more  inclined  to  take  an  equi- 
table view  of  the  subject  than  they  were 
now.  He  did  not  think  that  the  pro- 
position to  give  the  initiative  to  the  Go- 
vernment would  in  any  way  relieve  the 
Speaker  from  his  responsibility  in  the 
matter,  for  it  would  produce  a  divided 
responsibility,  and  a  responsibility  of  a 
most  objectionable  character.  Neither 
did  he  think  the  matter  was  mended  by 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce),  that 
the  Speaker  should  merely  give  permis- 
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sion  to  take  the  initiatiye,  for  that  would 
come  to  the  same  thing.  The  judicial 
decision  as  to  what  was  or  was  not  the 
* '  evident  sense  of  the  House '  *  would  have 
to  be  put  from  the  Chair,  and  thus  the 
responsibility  would  be  divided  with  the 
Speaker.  He  felt,  with  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  already  spoken  in  this  and 
former  debates,  that  it  was  most  objec- 
tionable that  a  question  of  this  kind 
should  be  left  to  the  Chair,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  how  such  a  system  could 
work.  A  Predecessor  of  the  Speaker 
had  said  on  a  memorable  historical  oc- 
casion that  he  had  neither  eyes  to  see 
nor  tongue  to  speak  except  what  was 
suggested  to  him  by  the  House,  whose 
servant  he  was.  He  held  that  that 
principle  applied  with  equal  force  at  the 
present  day.  It  was  impossible  for  the 
speaker  to  ascertain  what  was  the  sense 
of  the  House  until  that  sense  had  been 
declared  by  a  division.  The  Speaker 
ought  not  to  listen  to  any  noises  that 
might  come  from  the  Back  Benches,  nor 
to  any  private  suggestion  that  might 
be  made  by  the  Government  or  its  sup- 
porters. He  could  only  decide  upon  that 
sense  as  expressed  in  a  division,  and  that 
occasion  would  be  afforded  by  every  de- 
bate. A  Motion  would  be  made  to  ad- 
journ, the  Government  would  oppose  it, 
and  there  would  be  a  majority.  But 
how  was  the  Speaker  to  act  ?  If  it  was 
a  bare  majority,  he  presumed  the  Speaker 
would  not  accept  that  as  the  sense  of  the 
House  ;  and  if  it  was  a  large  majority, 
there  would,  of  course,  be  no  difficulty. 
If  it  were  a  Ministerial  majority,  whe- 
ther large  or  small,  it  would  give  rise  to 
insinuations  and  complaints  against  the 
conduct  of  the  Speaker,  and  would  put 
the  Speaker  in  a  position  which  he  never 
ought  to  occupy.  He  therefore  strongly 
objected  to  the  initiative  resting  with  the 
Chair.  He  gave  full  credit  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  endeavouring  to  cover  such 
a  Eesolution  in  every  way,  by  means  of 
protecting  the  Motion  from  any  sugges- 
tion of  Party  Spirit  whatever  ;  but  he 
thought  when  the  question  was  further 
advanced  the  House  would  arrive  at  a 
better  means  of  deciding  what  was  the 
**  evident  sense  of  the  House.'*  When 
they  had  to  consider  the  Motions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Lon- 
don (Sir  John  Lubbock)  and  of  other 
hon.  Members  who  proposed  that  the 
I'vidont  sense  must  bo  a  preponderating 
sense,   that  was  a  question  which  the  | 
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House  ought  not  to  shirk ;  they  ought 
to  express  their  opinion  decidedly  as 
to  whether  the  "  evident  sense  of  the 
House  "  was  to  be  a  bare  majority,  or 
one  something  more  than  even  a  Minis- 
terial majori^.  He  would  not  antici- 
pate that  discussion ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  a  point  upon  which  the  Government 
might  make  some  concession,  and  in 
that  way  many  of  the  difficulties  which 
surrounded  the  question  would  pass 
away.  He  earnestly  appealed  to  the 
Government  to  consider  that  question 
fairly  and  broadly,  for  he  deeply  re- 
gretted that  it  should  have  given  rise  to 
so  much  Party  feeling.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion upon  which  a  great  body  of  the 
House  felt  strongly  that  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  prevent  such  scandals  as 
had  recently  occurred ;  and  he  believed 
that  if  it  was  fairly  considered  they 
would  be  prepared,  even  though  some 
risk  might  attend  the  question  of  intro- 
ducing the  eloiure,  to  sacrifice  some 
part  of  their  liberties  for  the  sake  of  the 
remainder.  The  House  was  in  a  difficult 
position.  They  had  fairly  responded  to 
the  demand  outside  the  House ;  and  he 
thought  they  would  be  cordially  sup- 
ported in  the  House  in  some  attempt  to 
bring  the  matter  to  an  issue,  and  that 
some  concession  on  this  point  would 
lead  to  a  satisfactory  decision. 

Mr.  SCLATER- BOOTH  was  con- 
vinced of  the  necessity  for  taking  some 
steps  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  the 
scandals  of  last  year,  when  they  had 
Sittings  on  more  than  one  occasion 
which  lasted  all  night.  These  scandals 
reflected  upon  the  dignity  of  the  House, 
and  ought  certainly  to  be  prevented 
from  occurring  again.  If,  however,  the 
eldtur§  was  to  be  introduced  with  that 
object,  it  should  be  made  more  akin  to 
the  old  Forms  of  the  House.  It  might 
have  been  done  in  some  form  of  the 
Previous  Question,  thus  keeping  the 
initiative  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker.  If,  indeed,  this  Rule  was  fre- 
quently applied,  a  confusion  would  un- 
lindoubtedly  arise  from  its  similarity  to 
the  Motion  of  the  Previous  Question.  To 
the  initiative  being  left  with  the  Speaker 
there  were  gprave  objections.   He  should 

g refer  to  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
on.  Member  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  that  the 
initiative  should  rest  with  the  Gk>vem- 
ment.  The  Government  possessed  means 
of  knowing  what  was  the  general  sense 
of  the  House  far  beyond  those  which 
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were  in  the  power  of  the  Speaker.  It 
might  be  that  a  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers were  in  the  precincts  of  the  House, 
and  that  they  might  take  a  different 
view  of  a  subject  under  discussion  than 
was  held  by  a  few  Members  in  the 
House  itself.  Of  this  fact  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  aware,  while  it  was 
utterly  impossible  for  the  Speaker  to 
know  it.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  he  felt  in  some  dilEculty,  and 
he  hoped  that  his  noble  Friend  would 
not  ask  the  House  to  divide  upon  the 
additional  words  which  he  had  proposed. 
Those  words  were  extremely  ambiguous; 
and  as  they  stood  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  initiative  might  be  taken  by  a  Mem- 
ber who,  by  proposing  a  hostile  Amend- 
ment, had  taken  the  subject  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Member  who  originally  in- 
troduced it.  He  could  not,  even  now, 
help  expressing  a  hope  that  this  Eesolu- 
tion  might  ultimately  take  a  shape  that 
would  be  less  offensive  than  it  was  at 
present  to  a  large  number  of  Members 
of  the  House. 

Mk.  HUGH  SHIELD  said,  he  was 
surprised  to  find  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  and 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  proposing  to  engraft  upon 
the  Hesolution  an  expression  of  Minis- 
terial initiative.  He  objected  to  that 
Amendment,  because  it  struck  at  the 
safeguards  which  were  proposed  in  the 
Kule.  Cldture  pure  and  simple  would 
never  be  defended  ;  but  the  safeguards 
with  which  it  was  surrounded  precluded 
the  possibility  of  any  dangerous  conse- 
quences. What  was  the  action  which 
the  Besolution  called  upon  the  occupant 
of  the  Chair  to  take  ?  When  the  occu- 
pant of  the  Chair  had  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  that  the  evident  sense  of  the 
House  was  in  favour  of  closing  the 
debate,  he  might  put  that  Motion  to 
the  House.  How  was  he  to  judge  of 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  ?  He 
would  avail  himself  of  every  means ;  he 
would  not  be  excluded  from  attending 
to  the  noisy  cries  raised  on  this  side  of 
the  House  or  that,  though  he  was  not 
to  be  limited  to  them.  Access  to  the 
Speaker's  Chair  would  not  then,  any 
more  than  now,  be  denied  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers ;  indeed,  the  Speaker  would  be 
put  in  possession  of  the  feelings  of  the 
House  by  all  the  means  now  open  to 
him.  His  own  fear  was  that  the  Speaker 


would  hesitate  to  apply  the  Bule,  even 
on  occasions  when  it  could  properly 
be  applied.  That  defect,  however,  the 
noble  Lord  was  determined  to  cure  with 
a  vengeance,  by  proposing  that  the 
initiative  should  be  absolutely  in  the 
power  of  the  Minister.  They  ought  not 
to  hear  any  more  about  the  despotic 
Minister  after  that ;  and  although  he 
was  himself  in  favour  of  the  proposal, 
he  did  not  think  public  opinion  was 
prepared  for  such  a  step,  and,  therefore, 
he  objected  to  it  per  ee. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  intro- 
duced that  Resolution  for  establishing 
the  cldture,  he  said  that  the  Speaker  was 
the  pivot  on  which  the  whole  business 
turned,  and  that  on  his  initiative  de- 
pended altogether  the  beneficial  exer- 
cise of  the  Rules.  Other  Gentlemen  had 
followed  in  the  same  strain,  and  had 
spoken  of  the  impossibility  of  any  Speaker 
becoming  confederate  with  any  Ministry 
or  any  Party,  or  taking  interest  in  any 
Party  manoeuvres.  They  described  him 
as  a  person  who  must  always  stand 
above  the  level  of  political  factions 
and  their  controversies.  Instead  of  in- 
dulging in  grandiloquent  language,  it 
would  have  been  well  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
had  studied  the  history  of  Parliament, 
which  would  have  led  them  to  a  very 
different  conclusion.  Now,  let  him  g^ve 
the  House  a  few  historical  facts.  Take 
the  first  great  Speaker  after  the  Resto- 
ration, Sir  Harbottle  Grimston,  an  old 
Commonwealth  man.  No  sooner  had 
the  King  been  brought  back  than  Sir 
Harbottle  Grimston  went  over  to  the 
other  side,  and  on  being  presented  to 
the  King  after  his  election  to  the  Chair 
grovelled  in  the  dust  in  such  a  way 
that  Charles  II. — a  man  not  unaccus- 
tomed to  flattery — said  to  him,  **  Stand 
up  old  rebel,  and  speak  like  a  man.'' 
Speaker  Charlton  was  supposed  to  have 
had  a  sum  of  money  to  give  up  his  Chair. 
Speaker  Williams  was  fined  and  impri- 
soned by  the  Order  of  the  House,  and 
was  succeeded  by  Speaker  Trevor,  who 
had  a  strange  peculiarity  in  his  vision — 
one  eye  looking  one  way,  one  another. 
He  suffered  the  singular  degradation 
of  being  obliged  to  put  from  the  Chair 
the  Question  whether  he  had  been  guilty 
of  taking  bribes.  That  Question  was 
instantly  voted  in  the  affirmative  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  Speaker  Trevor 
was  expelled  from  the  House  for  corrup- 
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tion.  But  he  was  expelled  only  to  take 
his  seat  as  Master  of  the  Eolls ;  where- 
upon it  was  said  **  that  justice  was  blind, 
but  corruption  only  squinted."  He  was 
followed  in  the  next  Eeign  by  the  first 
Speaker  Onslow — Sir  Eichard  Onslow — 
who,  according  to  contemporary  descrip- 
tions, wasa  trifiing.vain  man,  of  ludicrous 
figure,  and  full  of  Party  zeal.  Speaker 
Sir  Fletcher  Norton,  an  organ  of  the 
Whigs,  was  a  violent  Party  politician, 
and  was  at  last  dismissed  from  his  Office. 
He  was  shortly  succeeded  by  Speaker 
Comewall,  who  had  an  unfortunate  habit 
of  taking  too  much  porter,  which  re- 
sulted in  much  inconvenience.  In  the 
nextBeign  two  Speakers — Grenville  and 
Addington — both  left  the  Chair  to  mix 
in  the  very  heat  of  Party  politics ;  the 
one  to  be  Prime  Minister,  and  the  other 
to  be  a  Secretary  of  State.  Almost  in 
our  own  times  Speaker  Mitford  was 
removed  from  the  Chair  by  a  new  Go- 
vernment with  an  indecent  haste,  in 
no  way  creditable  to  the  "Whig  Admi- 
nistration. Speaker  Manners  Sutton 
was  removed  from  the  Chair,  because 
he  had  busied  himself  with  the  subver- 
sion of  the  previous  Qovemment,  and 
had  assisted  with  others  in  the  forma- 
tion of  a  new  Ministry.  The  present 
Premier  was  in  the  House  at  the  time 
(1835),  and  would  remember  these  words 
used  by  Lord  John  Bussell  on  that  oc- 
casion— 

**  There  was  this  fact  that  the  political  bias 
of  the  right  hon.  Gkntleman  had  not  remained 
entirely  inert,  but  it  had  got  the  better  of  him, 
and  had  induced  him  to  concur  in  acts,  which, 
as  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  he  had 
much  better  have  avoided." 

The  next  Speaker  was  removed  from 
the  Chair  after  a  very  short  time,  owing 
to  the  evil  circumstances  in  which  he 
was  elected.  These  were  some  of  the 
precedents  which  it  was  well  to  recall, 
because  if  they  wanted  to  know  what 
the  Speakers  of  the  future  would  be, 
they  should  take  some  account  of  what 
the  Speakers  of  the  past  had  been.  The 
Prime  Minister,  knowing  a  little  more 
history  than  his  followers,  took  care  not 
to  allude  to  antecedents.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  asked  them  to  accept  his 
Besolution,  because  they  had  the  assur- 
ance of  the  present  Speaker's  own  cha- 
racter, and  there,  perhaps,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stood  on  better  and  stronger 
grounds.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  insisted  on  introducing  into  the  de- 
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I  bate  the  painful  incident  of  the  2nd  of 
February,  1881,  and  had  called  on  them, 
on  account  of  the  action  taken  on  that 
day,  to  intrust  a  large  and  elastic  power 
to  the  hands  of  the  Speaker.  He  hardly 
liked  to  trust  himself  to  say  what  he 
thought  on  that  occasion.  He  preferred 
to  quote  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself — namely, 

*'  Tou  took  into  your  hands  the  oxercise  of  a 
power  not  committed  to  you,  either  by  the 
Orders  of  the  House  or  the  Usage  of  the 
House." 

In  other  words,  the  Speaker  broke  the 
law.  He  whose  bounden  duty  it  was  to 
maintain  inviolate  the  Usages  and  Orders 
of  the  House,  violated  them.  \_Murmurt,^ 
He  to  whom  the  minority  of  the  House, 
however  small,  looked  for  support,  took 
a  jurisdiction  that  was  not  g^ven  to  him 
to  suppress  a  minority.  The  Speaker 
had,  in  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House,  Hules  which  were  sufficient  for 
the  occasion ;  he  had  been  appealed  to 
in  the  debate  to  put  in  force  those  Bules 
and  Orders  which  would  have  enabled 
him  to  suspend  individuals ;  but  he  re- 
fused, and  his  Deputy  in  the  Chair 
through  that  long  debate  likewise  re- 
fused to  do  so.  The  Speaker  was  the 
master  of  every  individual  in  the  House ; 
but  he  was  the  servant  of  the  House. 
He  had  the  right  to  check  individuals ; 
but  he  had  no  jurisdiction  over  the 
House  that  was  not  committed  to  him. 
[*' Order!"] 

Mb.  W.  M.  TOERENS  :  I  rise.  Sir, 
to  Order.  I  have  really  borne  this  as 
long  as  I  could.  I  hardly  know  how  to 
express  the  sense  I  entertain  of  the  re- 
pugnance with  which  I,  in  common  I 
presume  with  the  rest  of  the  House, 
have  listened  to  this  attack  on  the  person 
we  most  honour  in  this  Assembly ;  and, 
even  although  it  may  be  a  matter  per- 
sonal to  yourself,  I  hope.  Sir,  you  will 
call  the  hon.  Member  to  Order. 

Mr.  sexton  :  On  the  point  of  Order, 
Sir,  I  only  rise  to  say  that,  as  the  matter 
no  doubt  does  relate  to  yourself  person- 
ally, it  may  safely  be  left  in  your  own 
hands. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  I  have  not 
thought  it  right  to  interpose;  but  the 
hon.  Member  must  be  perfectly  aware 
that  the  observations  which  he  has  ven- 
tured on  lately  are  not  relevant  to  the 
subject-matter  now  before  the  House. 
The  Question  is  the  Amendment  of  the 
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noble  Lord  the  Member   for  Middle- 
sex* 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said,  in 
the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  the 
Speaker  thereby  earned  an  additional 
measure  of  respect  by  the  action  he  took 
on  the  occasion  referred  to,  and  that  was 
now  urged  as  a  reason  why  still  greater 
powers  should  be  given  to  him.  The 
Prime  Minister  used  the  words  **  an 
additional  measure  of  respect  and  grati- 
tude." These  words  were  received  with 
cheers ;  and  he  wished  those  who  gave 
them  had  been  a  little  discriminating, 
and  that  they  had  apportioned  praise 
and  blame  to  whom  praise  and  blame 
were  due.  For  he  put  this  Question  to 
the  Qovemment,  and  asked  for  an  answer 
— Had  the  Speaker  on  that  occasion  any 
accessories?  Had  he  any  confederate 
on  one  side  or  the  other  of  the  House  ? 
['•Oh!"] 

Mr.  DoDsoN  and  Sir  E.  Assheton 
Gkoss  rose  with  the  Speaker,  to  whom 
they  gave  way. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  again  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House  is  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex,  and  I  must  call  upon  him  to 
adhere  to  it. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LECGHTON  :  I  ask 
you,  Sir,  whether 

Mr.  DODSON  :  I  rise  to  the  point  of 
Order.  I  was  about  to  rise  when  you, 
Sir,  rose  to  point  out  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  discussing  the  Question 
before  the  House,  and  also  at  the  same 
time  to  express  the  feeling  which  I  will 
take  the  opportunity  of  expressing  now 
— that  it  is  my  belief  that  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  have  heard 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  with 
unfeigned  regret.     [**  Order  !  "] 

Sir  E.  assheton  CEOSS  :  On  the 
point  of  Order,  I  also  rose  as  you  yourself 
rose  some  time  ago  ;  but,  of  course,  your 
rising  rendered  my  rising  unnecessary, 
and  the  point  of  Order  having  been  dis- 
posed of,  I  do  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Dodson)  should  have 
made  those  remarks. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said,  he 
wished  plainly  and  without  offence,  if 
he  were  in  Order,  to  refer  to  the  argu- 
ment that  had  been  used — that  a  cer- 
tain action  of  the  Speaker  in  the  pre- 
sent Parliament  was  a  reason  why 
they  should  give  to  the  Speaker  large 


and  elastic  powers.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  this  must  be  relevant  when  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  had  alluded 
to  this  very  incident.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  an  independent  Member  might 
also  allude  to  and  express  an  opinion 
about  it  without  giving  offence.  The 
Prime  Minister  was  supporting  this  very 
Eesolution  which  he  was  now  objecting 
to,  and  if  the  incident  coidd  be  appealed 
to  in  support  of  the  Eesolution,  he 
thought  he  might  appeal  to  it  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  Eesolution.  If,  after  this 
explanation,  he  was  ruled  out  of  Order, 
he  would  pass  away  from  the  subject. 
He  wished  to  impress  upon  the  House 
that  he  had  been  quoting  the  words  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  he  had  followed 
the  Prime  Minister's  argument  almost 
sentence  by  sentence  in  referring  to  this 
incident.  What  he  desired  to  impress 
upon  the  House  was  that  they  should 
not  give  the  proposed  power  to  the 
Speaker,  because  he  might  confederate 
with  the  Ministry  of  the  day,  with  the 
majority  of  the  day.  He  wished  to  show 
from  this  very  incident  that,  so  far  as 
he  could  judge,  the  Speaker  had  con- 
federated with  the  Ministry  of  the  day, 
and  that  he  had  accessories  in  the  House 
on  that  very  occasion.  He  appealed  to 
the  Prime  Minister  to  say  whether  he  was 
not  one  of  the  accessories  ?  An  accessory 
was  a  man  who  knew  that  a  breach  of 
the  law  was  about  to  take  place,  who 
did  not  disclose  the  fact,  and  who  did 
not  use  his  utmost  endeavours  to  pre- 
vent it.  He  asked  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  he  did  not  know  beforehand 
that  something  was  about  to  occur  at 
9  o'clock  on  that  Wednesday  morning  ? 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  an- 
swer that  question.  It  was  a  singular 
thing  that  all  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment were  in  their  places  at  that 
unreasonable  hour  of  the  morning,  when 
the  coup  d^etat  took  place. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Sir.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  obeying  the  injunction 
received  from  the  Chair,  to  speak  to 
the  Amendment  which  is  before  us. 
[*'Oh!'n 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member, 
I  understand,  is  calling  in  question  the 
conduct  of  the  Speaker  upon  the  occasion 
to  which  he  refers.  In  so  doing  I  can- 
not say  I  think  the  lion.  Member  is  out 
of  Order.  At  the  same  time,  ho  is  wan- 
dering very  much  from  the  Question, 
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and  I  would  seriously  advise  him  to 
speak  more  closely  to  the  Question  be- 
fore the  House. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  what  he  maintained  was  simply 
that,  under  this  Eule,  the  Speakers  of 
the  future  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  Ministry  of  the  day ;  and  he  main- 
tained that  this  would  place  the  Speaker 
in  a  wholly  false  position.  He  drew 
attention  to  what  happened  on  that 
occasion  in  order  to  show  that,  as  ffiur 
as  he  could  judge,  the  Prime  Minister 
was  accessory  to  what  was  going  to 
happen;  for,  as  soon  as  the  Speaker 
had  stopped  discussion,  and  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  give  him  greater 
powers,  the  Prime  Minister  pulled  out 
of  his  pocket  an  elaborate  Hesolution  of 
20  lines,  which  exactly  met  the  appeal 
of  the  Speaker.  This  was  what  made 
him  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  what  was  going  to  happen. 
Yet  the  incident  would  have  been  of  some 
advantage  if  it  showed  what  surprises 
might  be  in  store  for  us  under  the 
large  and  elastic  discretion  which  this 
Besolution  would  give  the  Speaker.  He 
feared  that  behind  the  Speakers  of  the 
future  there  would  be  a  secret  mentor 
and  voice,  invisible  and  inaudible  to  the 
House,  telling  them  what  they  were  to 
do.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
quality  of  the  Speakers  would  depend 
upon  the  quality  of  the  majority  in  the 
House  which  elected  them ;  if  that  ma- 
jority was  violent,  the  Speakers  would 
be  violent,  too.  Under  this  Bule  the 
Speaker  would  hold  a  somewhat  judicial 
position.  We  were  never  able  to  get  rid 
of  judicial  corruption  until  we  abolished 
the  power  of  the  Crown  to  remove 
Judges  at  pleasure.  Yet  the  Speaker 
would  hold  Office  by  the  insecure  tenure 
of  the  will  of  the  majority ;  and,  as  we 
approached  to  democracy,  did  any  one 
suppose  that  our  political  ccnscience, 
would  be  purer,  our  political  methods 
less  violent,  our  political  partizanship 
less  extreme  ?  If  we  were  to  keep  in 
the  Chair  Gentlemen  whose  characters 
were  free  from  suspicion,  we  must  dis- 
sociate their  already  arduous  duties  from 
the  invidious  exercising  of  a  function 
upon  which  the  fate  of  Parties  and 
Ministries  would  in  future  depend. 

Lord  EDMOXD  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had 
assumed  his  favourite  attitude  of  a  poli-  j 


tical  Jeremiah,  warning  the  House  and 
the  country  of  the  terrible  plots  that 
were  being  devised  aminst  uberty  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  His  noble  Friend 
rather  reminded  him  of  the  descrip- 
tion given  by  one  of  our  comic  poets 
of  certain  persons  who  went  about 
asking — 

'*  Who  made  the  stocks  to  &11,  and  prices  rise, 
And  filled  the  batchers*  shops  with  great  blue 
fliesP" 

And  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  always 
was  ''The  Prime  Minister."  It  was, 
no  doubt,  encouraged  by  his  example; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  had 
favoured  the  House  with  a  quotation 
from  Isaiah.  For  himself  he  should 
have  been  very  glad  to  keep  the  ball 
rolling,  and  if  only  he  could  have  found 
anything  relevant  in  their  works  to  have 
given  the  House  a  quotation  or  two  firom 
the  minor  prophets;  but  the  fact  was  that 
any  such  attempt  had  been  rendered 
wholly  superfluous  by  the  extraordinary 
histrionic  performance  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton) 
to  whom  the  House  had  just  Ibtened.  In 
one  of  Mr.  Dickens's  novels  there  was  a 
description  of  the  old  Court  of  Chan- 
cery and  of  an  unfortunate  man  who  rose 
at  4  o'clock  every  day,  and,  waiving  his 
arms  wildly  at  the  Chancellor,  said, 
**  My  lord ;  "  whereupon  the  ushers  or- 
dered him  either  to  keep  his  seat  or  to 
leave  the  Court,  and  this  person  was 
known  as  **  the  Man  from  Shropshire." 
Now,  it  was  his  rooted  belief  that,  owing 
to  the  reform  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
the  man  from  Shropshire  had  found  the 
place  too  hot  for  him,  and  had  taken  up 
his  abode  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
As  for  the  debate  on  this  Amendment, 
anyone  who  had  listened  to  it  without 
having  read  the  Order  Book  would  have 
thought  that  it  referred  solely  to  the 
question  whether  the  initiative  should 
be  left  to  the  Speaker  or  to  the  Gt>vem- 
ment,  while,  in  point  of  fact,  that  was 
neither  the  only  nor  the  principle  matter 
to  be  decided.  Both  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dung^arvan  (Mr.  O'DonneU) 
proposed  to  retain  the  words  relating  to 
the  Speaker. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  thathe  should 
have  been  out  of  Order  if  he  had  omitted 
them. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Those  words  remained  part  of  the  Heso- 
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lution,  and  yet,  as  he  was  pointing  out, 
everyone  would  have  imagined  from  the 
debate  that  that  question  was  still  un- 
settled, and  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  House  to  strike  them  out.  The  real 
point  at  issue  was  more  limited — whe- 
ther the  responsibility  of  the  Speaker 
was  to  be  sole  or  divided.  Now,  he 
demurred  altogether  to  the  descrip- 
tion given  by  the  noble  Lord  of  the 
Office  of  Speaker.  The  noble  Lord, 
following  the  views  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  in  the  last  Parliament,  had  at- 
tempted to  argue  that  the  Speaker's 
duty  was  practically  confined  to  express- 
ing the  sense  of  the  House. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  was  the  view  taken  of  his  functions 
by  the  Speaker. 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
He  did  not  think  so ;  but,  in  any  case, 
that  was  the  position  combated  at  the 
time  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Lidia,  who  pointed  out  that 
the  Speaker,  as  guardian  of  the  rights 
of  the  House,  of  minorities,  and  of 
individual  Members,  had  many  other 
equally  important  duties  to  perform.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  the  Government,  in 
proposing  to  invest  the  Speaker  with 
new  and  important  duties,  were  con- 
scious of  the  fact  that  they  were  observ- 
ing the  Constitutional  traditions  of  his 
high  Office.  The  Speaker  was  always  re- 
g^ded  as  the  natural  protector  of  op- 
pressed minorities  and  individual  Mem- 
bers, and  he  believed  that  none  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Successors  in  the 
Chair  would  be  likely  to  abuse  that  trust. 
A  long  catalogue  had  been  given  of  the 
high  crimes  and  misdemeanours  of  for- 
mer Speakers ;  and  men  who  had  been 
supposed  during  the  debate  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Brighton  (Mr.  Marriott)  to 
have  possessed  all  the  virtues,  were  now 
declared  to  have  been  the  corrupt  crea- 
tures of  the  Crown.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  contended  that  the  eldture 
ought  not  to  be  put  into  operation  except 
at  the  suggestion  of  a  Minister  of  tne 
Crown.  As  a  private  Member  he  pro- 
tested against  that  most  unconstitutional 
doctrine.  It  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant rights  and  privileges  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  that,  as  Members, 
all  were  equal,  with  the  exception  that 
Ministers  alone  were  privileged  to  pro- 
pose money  Votes   on  their   own    re- 


sponsibilities as  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
The  Crown,  however,  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  Question  before  the 
House.  The  privileges  of  Members  that 
were  now  being  debated  had  often  been 
asserted  against  the  Crown,  and  there 
could  not,  therefore,  be  any  more  un- 
constitutional proceeding  than  to  en- 
large the  Parliamentary  powers  of  Mi- 
nisters by  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  made,  indeed,  a  proposi- 
tion to  which  the  objection  he  had  just 
made  could  not  apply.  But,  then,  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  like  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan,  was 
almost  entirely  confined  to  what  should 
be  the  rights  or  duties  of  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  in  this  matter ;  and,  ap- 
parently, he  brought  in  the  private 
Member  as  a  sort  of  bogey  in  the  back- 
ground, in  order  to  meet  the  objec- 
tion which  he  foresaw  might  be  made, 
while  it  enabled  him  to  make  that  great 
diatribe  against  the  Prime  Minister  with 
which  he  favoured  the  House.  He  hoped, 
however,  the  Government  would  not 
make  a  greater  concession  to  the  noble 
Lord  than  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan. The  private  Member  was  not 
the  man  the  noble  Lord  had  in  his  eye  ; 
Lis  object  was  that  the  Speaker  should 
act  in  conjunction  with  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown.  But  he  would  thereby  in- 
cur the  very  risks  to  prevent  which  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Friends  pretended 
they  were  making  this  proposition.  He 
would  ask  anyone  acquainted  with  the 
ways  of  the  House,  whether  the  Speaker 
would  be  in  a  more  independent  position 
if  he  was  to  be  looking  to  the  right  or 
to  the  left  and  asking  either  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  or  some  hon.  Member — 
perhaps  the  noble  Lord  himself  and  his 
Friends — whether  the  moment  had  come 
when  he  was  to  consult  the  opinion  of 
the  House,  or  if  he  was  to  act  on  his 
own  undivided  responsibility  ?  This  pro- 
position, if  carried,  would  make  the 
Speaker  almost  necessarily  the  slave  of 
faction,  and  he  could  not  understand 
how  it  could  have  been  brought  forward 
from  any  wish  to  preserve  the  integrity 
of  the  Speaker's  high  Office  and  those 
traditions  which  were  its  glory.  For 
these  reasons  he  would  most  unhesi- 
tatingly vote  against  this  proposition, 
and  upon  the  most  Conservative  grounds, 
though  he  sat  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the 
House. 

ISixth  Night,'] 
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Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  not  many 
days  ago  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  down  performed  with  considerable 
effect  the  office  of  Jeremiah  to  his  own 
Party;  but  when  a  political  opponent 
ventured  to  make  a  few  criticisms  on 
the  policy  of  the  Prime  Minister,  the 
noble  Lord  was  extremely  indignant. 
The  noble  Lord  found  fault  with  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex for  haying  discussed  the  matter  as 
if  the  words  **Mr.  Speaker"  had  not 
been  already  introduced  into  the  Heso- 
lution.  But  the  line  taken  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex  was 
that  the  words  ''Mr.  Speaker"  had 
been  unfortunately  introduced,  and,  as 
it  was  not  possible  for  him  to  strike 
them  out,  he  desired  to  minimize  the 
evil,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  take  from 
the  Speaker  the  initiative  in  this  odious 
procedure.  With  regard  to  the  two 
Amendments  now  before  the  House,  his 
own  opinion  was  rather  in  favour  of  that 
of  the  hoD.  Member  for  Dungarvan, 
because,  while  regretting  that  tMs  ma- 
chinery for  the  silencing  of  Members 
should  be  put  in  motion,  he  thought  if  it 
was  to  be  done  it  should  be  done  in  the 
most  solemn  manner  by  those  who 
would  not  only  feel  the  responsibility, 
but  who  could  be  made  responsible  to 
the  House.  But,  said  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down,  "  who  ever  heard 
of  introducing  in  such  a  case  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown?"  Had  the  noble  Lord 
ever  heard  of  the  Rules  of  Urgency, 
which  were  only  to  be  applied  on  the 
initiative  of  a  Minister?  He  did  not 
find  that  the  noble  Lord  had  all  those 
misgivings  of  unconstitutional  action  to 
which  he  had  just  g^ven  utterance  when 
those  Kules  were  passed. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  that  they  were  only  passed  as  a 
temporary  measure. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  the  whole  of 
the  argument  amounted  to  this,  thrash 
it  backwards  and  forwards  how  they 
would,  whether  under  the  circumstances 
in  which  the  words  **  Mr.  Speaker  "  were 
introduced  into  the  Resolution,  the  con- 
ditions upon  which  the  Speaker  was 
directed  by  the  subsequent  part  of  it  to 
act  would  not  oblige  him  to  have  regard 
to  the  sense  of  a  bare  majority  of  the 
House  at  any  time.  If  that  were  not  so, 
of  course  the  initiative  of  the  Speaker 
would  be  a  great  protection,  and  he 
would  be  the  lu^t  pen^^tu  in  the  world  to 


fear  the  oppression  of  an  impatient  ma- 
jority. On  the  other  hand,  if  it  could  be 
shown,  as  he  thought  it  could,  that  the 
inevitable  effect  of  the  Resolution  as  it 
stood  would  be  to  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  so  that  he  would  be  oblig^  to 
consider  the  sense  of  a  bare  majority  of 
the  House,  the  case  was  different.  That 
was  the  point  upon  which  they  were  to 
make  up  their  minds,  and  upon  that 
point  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Calne  did  not  meet  the  arguments  of 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex. There  was  another  considera- 
tion which  had  been  glanced  at  by  other 
Members.  While  the  introduction  of 
the  Speaker's  initiative  was  really  no 
protection  to  one  of  the  g^eat  Parties 
against  whom  the  cldture  might  be  ap- 
plied, and  while  its  necessary  tendency 
was  swiftly  and  effectually  to  degrade  the 
Speakers  of  the  House,  it  went  far  to 
deprive  those  who  were  aggrieved  of  that 
very  ally  which  some  found  in  public 
opinion  out-of-doors.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  of  public  opinion  out-of-doors 
as  a  security  against  any  abuse  of  the 
eidiure  in  the  House  of  Commons.  For 
his  own  part,  so  far  as  Members  had 
been  recommended  to  betake  themselves 
to  the  Press  and  to  the  platform  when 
they  were  dissatisfied  with  the  decisions 
of  the  House  through  the  agency  of 
the  eldturej  he  must  decline  to  accept  that 
recommendation.  As  regarded  the  Press, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  probably 
every  nine  people  out  of  ten  who  read  the 
newspapers  only  heard  one  side  of  the 
question  ;  and  it  was  only  in  the  reports 
of  the  debates  in  Parliament  that  the 
whole  subject  was  carefully  presented  to 
them.  With  all  respect  to  the  Press, 
therefore,  he  could  not  consent  to  rely 
upon  that  as  a  protection  against  cbnse 
of  the  cldture.  Neither  could  he  accept 
the  protection  of  the  platform.  It  was 
in  the  House  itself  that  the  protection 
must  rest.  It  would  be  no  satisfaction 
to  a  great  political  Party  to  be  told,  when 
a  question  was  carried  over  their  heads 
through  the  exercise  of  the  cldiure,  that 
they  might  appeal  to  public  opinion  out- 
of-doors  after  the  thing  had  become  an 
accomplished  fact.  If  the  el6lur$  now 
recommended  for  adoption  were  used  in 
an  unfair  manner  against  a  political 
Party  in  the  House,  they  might  apneal 
to  public  opinion  out-of-doors,  ana  if 
they  did  not  obtain  satisfaction,  they 
might,  at  all  events,  have  retaliation.  The 
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intervention  and  initiative  of  the  Speaker 
as  proposed  in  the  Besolutioa  practicallj 
would  deprive  them  of  the  protection 
of  public  opinion  out-of-doors,  because 
when  they  charged  the  opposite  Party 
with  having  acted  unfairly,  the  answer 
would  be  that  it  was  done  by  the  Speaker 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duty.  It  was 
therefore  desirable,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
withdraw  the  Speaker  from  all  initiative 
in  the  position  in  which  the  Resolution 
now  stood,  because  it  was  inevitable  that 
the  force  of  the  language  used  in  the 
latter  part  of  it  would  compel  the 
Speaker  to  adopt  the  sense  of  a  majority 
of  the  House,  and  not  of  the  whole 
House,  as  that  **  evident  sense  "on  which 
he  was  to  act.  The  words  of  the  Besolu- 
tion  made  this  at  least  clear.  His  con- 
tention was  that  in  the  earlier  part  of 
this  Besolution  the  Speaker  was  left  en- 
tirely free  to  put  what  construction  he 
f  leased  upon  the  **  evident  sense  "  of  the 
louse.  He  wanted  to  know  what  House  ? 
It  was  left  open  to  the  Speaker  to  take 
any  point  of  the  relative  points  of  balance 
of  opinion  of  the  House — whether  the 
nine-tenths,  or  a  mere  majority  of  1. 
Whatever  construction  he  placed  on  the 
latter  words  of  the  liesolution,  Mr. 
Speaker  was  left  entirely  to  his  own  dis- 
cretion in  the  earlier  part.  Suppose 
— and  it  was  not  a  violent  supposition — 
that  within  two  or  three  years  another 
Radical  Government  were  in  power  who 
thought  it  of  great  national  importance 
to  carry  without  delay  some  sweeping 
measure,  the  Minister  of  the  day  might 
consider  that  a  Speaker  of  his  own 
views  would  be  worth  a  ton  of  argu- 
ment. The  minority  would  be  placed  at 
a  great  disadvantage,  and  Revolution- 
ary measuress  might  be  carried,  and 
carried  by  a  comparatively  small  and  re- 
luctant majority.  It  had  been  said  more 
than  once  that  the  Speakers  of  the  House 
of  Commons  held  a  position  of  imparti- 
ality which  could  not  be  found  in  the  cor- 
responding Officers  in  any  other  Assembly 
in  the  world.  That  was  so.  He  remem- 
bered very  well  the  incident  which  hap- 
pened about  eight  years  ago,  when  the 
present  Speaker  was  elected  to  the  Chair 
by  political  opponents.  He  would  remind 
the  House  that  in  1874,  when  the  Con- 
servative Party  came  into  power  with  a 
great  and  unexpected  majority,  it  was 
in  the  power  of  the  Prime  Minister  to 
name  as  Speaker  whom  he  would,  for 
any  person  whom  Mr.   Disraeli  might 


have  named  would  have  certainly  been 
elected ;  and  there  were  men  in  the 
Party  who  might  have  justly  aspired  to 
that  honour.  But  Mr.  Disraeli  had  sat 
long  in  that  House — and,  whatever  might 
be  said  against  him,  no  one  could  deny 
that  he  was  devoted  to  the  interests  and 
the  honour  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  looked  upon  the  position  of  Speaker 
as  too  high  a  one  to  be  used  for  purposes 
of  Party  advantage.  He  regaled  that 
position  rather  as  a  trust  on  behalf  of 
all  Parties  in  the  House;  and  in  the  pre- 
sent Speaker  he  selected  one  whom  all 
agreed  was  the  best  qualified  to  fulfil 
the  duties  of  the  Chair.  The  Speaker  had 
himself  been  a  stout  partizan  of  the  Libe- 
rals ;  but  his  election  was  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  an  equally  stout  partizan 
of  the  other  side.  The  present  Prime 
Minister,  on  that  occasion,  spoke  elo- 
quently of  the  Speaker  of  that  Assembly 
as  one  whose  position  it  was  difficult  for 
foreigners  to  realize.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  added  that  the 
scene  which  was  enacted  that  day  in  the 
English  House  of  Commons  could  not 
have  been  presented  in  any  other  Legis- 
lative Assembly  in  the  world.  He  (Mr. 
Plunket)  feared  it  might  never  be  wit- 
nessed in  that  House  again.  On  that 
occasion  the  Speaker  had  used  memo- 
rable words  to  the  effect  that,  know- 
ing the  House,  faithful  to  its  traditions, 
would  sustain  the  occupant  of  the  Chair 
in  vindicating  their  rights  and  privi- 
leges, and  in  securing  freedom  of  de- 
bate according  to  established  usage,  he 
would  humbly  place  such  services  as  he 
possessed  at  the  disposal  of  the  House. 
Throughout  all  the  calamities  that  had 
fallen  on  the  House  in  recent  years,  the 
Speaker's  position  had  shone  with  un- 
diminished lustre.  It  was  because  he 
feared  that  those  who  succeeded  to  that 
place  would  be  elected  on  different  prin- 
ciples, that  he  should  resist  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Speaker's  authority  in 
the  Resolution,  as  to  some  extent  it  had 
been  introduced — that  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent those  evils  from  arising  which  he 
foresaw  in  the  future. 

Mb.  W.  M.  TORRENS  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  should  have  re- 
ferred to  the  possible  abuse,  for  Party 
purposes,  of  the  Speaker's  authority. 
He  wished  to  resume  the  thread  of  the 
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discussion  as  it  fell  on  the  dOth  of  March. 
It  had  wandered  very  far  from  the  point. 
He  desired  to  confine  his  attention  to 
the  Question  before  the  House.  On  the 
30th  of  March  the  House  decided,  not 
on  any  plan  of  cldture  or  rigid  system  of 
Hules  for  the  future,  but  simply  that 
the  House  was  prepared  to  consider  the 
recommendations  of  the  Prime  Minister 
as  to  whether  any  system  of  cldture  could 
be  adopted  consistently  with  the  ancient 
traditions  of  the  House.  Nothing  more 
was  decided — unless  in  the  putting  of 
the  Question  two  or  three  words  were 
added  which  were  not  essential  to  the 
Question.  He  put  it  confidently  that  the 
man  who,  of  all  men,  had  the  responsi- 
bility on  his  shoulders — the  Prime  Minis- 
ter—would readily  and  cheerfully,  espe- 
cially after  his  candid  speech  that  even- 
ing, modify  the  Eesolution  before  them 
if  he  could  be  convinced  that  it  would  be 
for  the  benefit  of  the  House  to  do  so, 
and  it  were  in  consonance  with  the  feel- 
ings of  the  majority  on  the  subject.  It 
would  be  wholly  unworthy  of  the  great 
career  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do 
otherwise.  He  could  not  conceive  that 
those  who  claimed  to  be  a  majority  in 
the  House  would  be  easily  induced  to 
shut  up  nearly  half  the  Members  who 
sat  there.  He  would  not  believe  that 
the  illustrious  man,  the  last  Predecessor 
but  one  of  the  present  occupant  of  the 
Chair,  whose  name  had  been  so  often 
quoted  as  an  authority  for  the  Resolu- 
tion— he  would  not  believe  that  Lord 
Eversley  would  ever  have  advised  a  ma- 
jority in  that  manner  to  shut  up  a  mino- 
rity, or  that  he  would  have  desired  the 
invidious  duty  of  deciding,  silently  and 
without  expressed  reason,  the  sense  of 
the  House.  It  was  not  in  human  nature 
that  a  man  should  desire  to  exercise 
such  a  power.  But  what  he  desired  was 
that  the  Prime  Minister  would  not  lay 
upon  the  Speaker  such  a  burden  as 
none  of  the  Predecessors  of  the  present 
Speaker  ever  assumed  or  were  ever  de- 
sirous to  assume.  All  the  Speakers  of 
that  House,  from  the  Long  Parliament 
downwards,  whether  good  or  bad,  had 
considered  themselves  to  be  the  spokes- 
men of  the  House  and  nothing  else.  The 
gpreatest  poet  of  our  language  had  said 
that  the  truest  equality  was  not  where 
all  men  were  equal,  but  where  all  had 
equal  liberty ;  and  he  would  not  consent 
that  the  House  should  place  itself  en- 
tirely in  the  discretion  of  even  the  present 
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Speaker.  There  were  some  who  would 
winnow  the  corn  and  retain  the  chafif. 
He  was  not  one  of  those.  He  would  be 
neither  accuser,  nor  accessory,  nor  ac- 
complice, nor  adviser;  but  he  simply 
claimed  the  right  to  have  his  future 
liberty  protected  against  even  the  honest 
desire  of  the  Minister  of  the  day  to  get 
on  with  the  Pablic  Business  and  put 
down  Obstruction.  He  was  not  indif- 
ferent to  Order,  and  in  the  last  painful 
Session  there  was  no  occasion  on  which 
he  had  not  supported  the  authority  of 
the  Chair.  He  did  not  see  what  was  to 
prevent  the  Whips  Crowding  the  Benches 
with  the  supporters  of  the  Q-overnment, 
who  might,  by  their  conduct,  overpower 
the  judgment  of  the  Speaker,  and  so  in- 
fluence him  to  call  for  the  cldture  when 
in  reality  it  was  not  required.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  they  put  upon  the  Speaker 
the  odious  duty  of  watching  the  House 
and  of  seizing  a  safe  opportunity  for  the 
Government  to  choke  an  Opposition,  he 
would  never  be  able  to  disengage  his 
mind  from  that  day  forward  of  the  idea 
that  it  was  a  moral  obligation  on  his 
part,  a  religious  duty,  to  exercise  that 
power.  That  would  render  him  an  ob- 
ject of  fear  and  suspicion,  and  all  con- 
fidence in  his  impartiality  would  disap- 
pear. At  present  he  had  no  such  power, 
and,  therefore,  they  had  no  such  fear  of 
him.  On  the  contrary,  the  humblest 
Member  of  the  House  had  a  free  access 
to  the  Chair,  and  had  as  much  right  as 
the  most  influential  among  them  to  ask 
the  Speaker  for  his  advice  and  assist- 
ance. If  they  took  that  right  away,  and 
once  allowed  this  humble  man  to  think 
that  he  was  looked  upon  with  disfavour 
by  the  Chair,  how  could  it  be  possible 
that  he  could  any  longer  have  confidence 
in  him  ?  The  present  Speaker  had  dis- 
charged his  duty  so  impartially  and 
satisfactorily  as  to  disarm  all  suspicion, 
and  to  render  hon.  Members  less  wary 
than  they  ought  to  be  with  respect  to 
what  might  take  place  in  the  future; 
but  when,  perhaps,  one  less  worthy  than 
he  occupied  the  same  position,  who 
would  venture  to  ask  for  his  advice  or  to 
follow  it  ?  He  therefore  implored  the 
Government  not  to  impose  upon  him  a 
weight  too  heavy  for  him  to  bear,  and 
under  which  it  was  impossible  he  could 
stand  upright.  These  proposals  were  not 
English — ^they  were  things  of  foreign 
growth,  and  he  could  not  see  how  such 
exotics  could  grow  and  flourish  in  the 
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fair  atmosphere  of  England.  Anyone 
who  had  been  in  the  House  an  hour 
ago  would  understand  from  what  then 
took  place  how  hopeless  it  was  to  chal- 
lenge the  decision  of  the  Chair.  He 
would  take  a  case.  It  was  quite  pos- 
sible a  small  minority  might  become  in- 
tolerable to  the  Ministers  of  the  day. 
They,  very  naturally,  looked  to  the  pass- 
ing of  theirJBills.  The  Speaker  saw — he 
would  be  made  to  see  without  telegraphic 
messages  or  whispers,  without  nods  or 
winks — that  he  would  do  a  great  ser- 
vice to'  the  public  if  he  would  do  what 
was  called  **  shutting  out  the  Opposi- 
tion," and  let  the  Business  of  the  Go- 
vernment go  on.  The  next  time  the 
minority  might  be  larger,  and  they 
would  be  in  a  similar  case.  The  Whips 
filled  the  Back  Benches  with  steady  fol- 
lowers ;  the  Benches  opposite  were  half 
empty,  and  thus  they  would  be  shut  out. 
The  next  experiment  might  be  the  shut- 
ing  out  of  a  great  political  Party;  and  if 
ever  they  came  to  a  day  when  they  put 
the  closure  upon  a  Party  with  a  doubt- 
ful resemblance  in  numbers  to  the  pre- 
sent majority,  then  they  might  have  a 
House  of  Caucus,  but  they  would  have 
no  longer  a  House  of  Commons.  He 
would  go  further.  Unless  they  believed 
in  the  infallibility  of  the  Chair,  they 
must  contemplate  the  possibility  of  the 
Speaker  making  a  mistake.  Did  they 
believe  that  if  the  Speaker  attempted  to 
shut  down  the  House,  and  failed,  any 
man  would  have  the  same  confidence  in 
him  as  before  ?  If  there  was  a  precious 
jewel  which  the  House  ought  to  pre- 
serve, it  was  the  untainted  and  un- 
doubted impartiality  of  the  Chair.  If 
they  lost  that,  they  were  on  the  high- 
way to  lose  the  independence  of  the 
House,  because  they  were  on  the  high- 
way to  lose  the  personal  individuality  of 
the  House.  There  was  one  other  subject 
which  he  should  not  like  to  sit  down 
without  referring  to.  For  months  he 
had  thought  about  it,  and  he  felt  that  it 
was  impossible  to  leave  it  unsaid.  At  an 
hour  like  the  present,  when  there  was  such 
a  strain  upon  the  Empire,  and  danger  was 
confessedly  so  near  —  when  distraction 
was  80  deep,  and  allienation  had  become 
so  widespread  and  so  bitter,  he  could  not 
shut  his  eyes  to  what  seemed  to  him  an  im- 
pending danger — that  when  they  passed 
the  cUturey  they  would  inflict  the  first 
great  blow  to  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.     Let  it  not  be  sup- 


posed that  he  said  this  in  exaggeration 

or  in  lightness.     Members  from  Ireland 

were  invited  to  enter  that  House  in  the 

proportion  of  100  to  500.     In  spite  of 

the  protest  of  Mr.  Fox,  Irishmen  were 

invited — he  must  say  iforced — into  the 

Union  in  the  proportion  of  one  to  five. 

One  danger  was  indicated  by  Grattan 

in  the  memorable  protest  he  made  in 

favour  of  the  national  life  of  his  stricken 

country.     He  said — 

"  You  can  have  no  security  for  equal  free- 
dom. There  may  be  every  disposition  to  treat 
you  well;  I  believe  in  the  honour  of  British 
statesmen;  but  you  can  have  no  security  in 
such  proportion  as  you  form  in  the  House  for 
equal  freedom." 

To  that  Mr.  Pitt  replied  that  they  might 
trust  inviolably  the  honour  and  the  gene- 
rosity and  the  national  self-respect  of 
England.  She  asked  Ireland  to  join  her 
for  better  or  for  worse,  and  she  would 
never  put  down  or  trample  upon  her 
because  she  was  weaker,  but  would 
always  listen  and  attend  to  her  com- 
plaints. Mr.  Grattan's  answer  to  that 
should  be  remembered.     He  said — 

**'  When  I  am  asked  on  behalf  of  a  weaker  to 
trust  irrevocably  its  fortunes  and  its  liberties  to 
the  honour  of  the  greater,  the  greater  may  have 
much  honour,  but  the  weaker  can  have  no 
security." 

That  day  had,  undoubtedly,  now  come 
within  sight.  For  80  years  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland,  however  divided 
among  themselves,  however  antagonistic 
in  creed  and  in  opinions,  had  found 
themselves  at  home  in  that  great  As- 
sembly, and  had  never  found  themselves 
unable  to  obtain  a  hearing  on  account 
of  their  numerical  inferiority.  This  he 
would  say,  that  in  1801,  with  the 
bloodshed  of  1798  still  recent,  and  even 
with  the  unexampled  bribery  notoriously 
exercised  at  that  day,  if  anyone  had 
ventured  to  tell  the  stricken,  weakened, 
and  emaciated  Parliament  of  Ireland 
that  they  would  be  choked,  and  choked 
when  they  could  not  retaliate,  no  power 
on  earth  would  have  forced  them  to  the 
Union.  For  the  sake  of  the  honour  and 
the  liberties  of  the  House,  for  the  sake 
of  the  legislation  of  the  future,  for  the 
sake  of  their  institutions,  and  for  the 
honour  of  the  Union,  he  implored  the 
House  to  consider  well  before  it  rashly 
adopted  a  system  of  unqualified  cldture, 
Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  must 
congratulate  the  House  upon  having  had 
from   the   hon.   Member  for  Finsbury 
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(Mr.  W.   M.  Torrens)  a  speech  wbioh 
\ras  worthy  of  the  Whig-Radicals  who 
had  in  former  years  been  his  contem- 
poraries as  Members  of  the  House — men 
of  the  stamp  of  the  late  Mr.  Wakley 
and  the  late  Mr.  Duncombe.     They  had 
heard  how  Whig-Radicals  were  wont  to 
speak ;  and  he  hoped  the  younger  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  connected  with  the 
Liberal  Party  would  understand   that 
their  Predecessors,  who  had  studied  the 
elements  of  freedom,  were  not  satisfied 
with  mere  platform  oratory  based  upon 
fallacies  and  not  upon  proofs.    The  hon. 
Member  forFinsbury  had  clearly  pointed 
out  that  this,  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  called  a  **  trifling  question  "  at  the 
beginning  of  the  evening,  really  involyed 
the  freedom  of  debate.  [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
No,  no.]     If  he  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  certainly  spoke  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.   O'Donnell),   and  the 
Amendment  upon  that  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  as  involying  a  **  small  point." 
These,  he  believed,  were  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  words,  and  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  shown 
that  it  was  not  by  any  means  a  *'  small 
point."     He  must  say,   also,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.   Member  for 
Dungarvan  threw  into  plainer  light  the 
real  meaning  of  leaving  in  the  hands 
of  the  Speaker  a  discretionary  power  that 
was  altogether  unprecedented.     When, 
on    the    4th    of   February,    1881,    the 
Speaker,  in  acknowledging  theconfidenoe 
which  the  House  had  placed  in  him  by 
trusting  him  to  draw  up  the  Rules  of 
Urgency,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used 
these  words — 

**  The  House  has  intrusted  to  me  great  and 
unprecedented  powers,  and  I  accept  ti^em  with 
a  grave  sense  of  the  responsibility  imposed  upon 
me.  I  shall  endeavour  to  carry  them  out  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  maintain  freedom  of  debate, 
which  is  one  of  the  most  cherished  traditions  of 
this  House,  and  at  the  same  time  to  restrain  any 
abuses  of  that  freedom.** — [3  Hansard,  cclviii. 
162.] 

The  House  adopted,  at  a  period  of 
emergency,  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  termed  an  unprecendented 
course  ;  and  on  the  4th  of  February, 
1881,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  presented  the  Kules  of  Urgency,  he 
used  the  expression  that  no  Speaker 
ought  to  use  those  powers  unauthorized 
again.   What  the  House  was  now  asked 
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to  do  was  this — to  make  the  measuresy 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
to  be  unprecedented,  the  ordinary  Hules 
hereafter  in  this  House.  On  the  2nd  of 
February,  1881,  the  Speaker,  in  acknow- 
ledging the  confidence  of  the  House  in 
sanctioning  the  unprecedented  power  he 
had  used  in  an  emergency,  said — 

**  Future  measures  for  insuring  orderly  de- 
bate I  must  leave  to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
But  I  may  add  that  it  will  be  necessary,  either 
for  the  House  itself  to  assume  more  effectual 
control  over  its  debates,  or  to  intrust  greater 
authority  to  the  Chair."— [/Wrf.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  chosen  the  latter  altema- 
tive  without  even  attempting  the  former. 
He  had  preferred  the  cldture  to  every 
attempt  to  regulate  debate,    and  they 
had  before  them  the  probability  of  the 
eldtwre  in  its  most  dangerous  form.  If  the 
cldture  could  be  made  more  dangerous 
by  any  manner  in  which  it  was  in- 
troduced, it  was  by  placing  it  first  in 
order,  and  first  for  their  consideration ; 
so  that  every  measure  for  regulating 
debate  was  postponed  to  the  adoption  of 
the  cldture.     It  was  evident  that  the 
Speaker    considered    that    the    House 
ought  to  have  first  discovered  and  to 
have  adopted  Rules  for  the  regulation  of 
debate,  perhaps  analogous  in  some  de- 
gree with  the  Eules  of  Urgency,  and 
not  first   to   adopt    the  cldture^    which 
was  liable  to  the  reasonable  interpre- 
tation   that    the    Amendment    of    the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  conveyed. 
The  hon.  Member  had,  in  that  Amend- 
ment, put  in  plain  light  the  course  that 
would   be  pursued,   if   the  Hesolution 
before  the  House  were  to  be  adopted  as 
it  stood.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  did  not  like  to  have  this 
glaring  light  thrown  upon  his  scheme. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex had  a  glimmering  of  the  vice  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan.     It  would  limit  the  cldture 
to  the  initiative  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  and  the  noble  Lord  proposed 
that  the  orig^ation  of  the  cldture  might 
be  exercised  by  any  Member  in  charge 
of  the  subject  under  discussion.    The 
effect  of  this  Amendment  was  that,  al- 
though in  the  right  direction,  it  did  not 
go  far  enough.    Why  limit  this  power 
to  a  Member  who  probably  was  in  love 
with  his  own  hobby  ?    He  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  objected  to  both  Amendments,  but 
most  to  the  first.  Why  should  the  House 
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now,  for  the  first  time,  increase  the 
functions  of  the  Minister  of  the  Oro\yn 
in  that  House  ?  He  saw  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  as- 
sented to  that.  It  was  a  violation  of 
the  first  principle  of  the  constitution  of 
the  House,  which  was  equality  in  the 
conditions  upon  which  hon.  Gentleman 
sat  in  the  House.  The  Amendment  pro- 
posed almost  as  great  a  violation  of  this 
fundamental  principle  as  would  be  made 
by  intrusting  to  the  Speaker  the  im- 
position of  the  cldture  upon  the  House. 
K  any  such  power  was  intrusted  to  any 
Speaker,  upon  the  solicitation  of  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  that  would  be 
fatal  to  the  equality  that  had  always 
prevailed  among  the  Members  of  the 
House  when  once  at  the  commence- 
ment of  a  Parliament  the  Speaker  had 
been  chosen,  and  on  his  demand  the 
Crown  had  granted  its  time-honoured 
privileges  to  the  House.  The  House  then 
became  Republic  within  itself.  The  pro- 
posal now  before  the  House  was  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Republican  principle  of 
the  constitution  of  the  House;  and  it 
was  for  this  reason  that  he,  as  an  old 
Constitutionalist,  assumed  the  position 
which  was  filled  in  former  days  by  Mr. 
Duncombe  or  Mr.  Wakley,  and  re- 
joiced to  say  was  now  ably  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury. 
These  truths  must  be  spoken,  and  it 
had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  utter  them.  All 
Members  had  equal  privileges  in  that 
House,  except  that  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  were  intrusted  solely  with  the 
right  of  proposing  taxation.  That  was 
their  sole  rightful  privilege.  But  now 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  had 
shown  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
would  arrogate  to  themselves  another 
enormous  privilege  in  addition  to  that 
which  they  had  of  right,  as  directly 
responsible;  while  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Middlesex  would  make 
them  share  the  enormous  power  only 
with  the  proposer  of  a  Motion  before  the 
House — not  always  the  most  competent 
judge  of  the  sense  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  concluding  a  discussion  of  his 
own  favourite  topic.  He  trusted,  then, 
that  the  House  would  not  invest  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  and 
his  Successors  with  a  power  which  must 
destroy  confidence  in  their  impartiality ; 
for  the  wide  discretion  which  it  was 
proposed  that  they  should  continually 
exercise  must  generate  at  least  suspicion. 


It  was  the  clear  duty  of  the  Leader  of 
the  House  to  make  the  proposal  regularly 
by  Motion  if  the  cldture  was  to  be 
enforced  in  this  House.  They  had  known 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  abandon 
his  functions  on  two  or  three  occasions 
in  the  Bradlaugh  case.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  he 
should  leave  the  House  in  a  helpless 
condition.  But,  fortunately,  there  was  a 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  efficiently 
took  his  place.  If  the  cldture,  which 
he  abominated,  was  to  be  enforced,  by 
courtesy  of  the  House,  no  doubt,  either 
the  Leader  of  the  House  or  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  would  undertake  the 
ungrateful  task  of  setting  it  in  operation. 
It  must  be  supposed  that  it  was  because 
this  must  be  an  ungrateful  task  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  proposed  to  saddle  it  upon  the 
Speaker.  It  was  of  vital  interest  to  the 
House  that  the  Speaker  should  not  be 
compelled  to  perform  invidious  duties — 
duties  that  would  render  him  or  his 
Successors  open  to  suspicion.  It  was  of 
vital  interest  to  the  House  that  the 
Leader  of  the  House  should  behave  him- 
self in  a  manner  worthy  of  his  position, 
and  if  he  failed,  that  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  should  take  his  place  on  every 
occasion  when  that  might  be  necessary. 
He  regretted  to  have  to  say  it ;  but  he 
ventured  to  do  so,  in  the  presence  of 
both  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  that 
he  had  never  known  men  in  their 
position  fail  so  entirely  in  guiding  the 
House,  in  proposing  such  regulation 
of  the  debates  as  might  obviate  the 
necessity,  the  painful  necessity,  which 
was  pretended  for  the  cldture.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  had  ventured  to  give  Notice 
of  his  intention  to  propose  a  method, 
which  he,  as  an  old  Party  organizer  in 
the  House,  believed  would  preserve 
Order,  and  would  preserve,  by  regulat- 
ing, the  freedom  of  debate.  He  had  no 
right,  however,  at  present  to  allude  to 
that.  But  the  House  was  in  this  po- 
sition. Instead  of  following  the  order 
which  Mr.  Speaker  pointed  out  in 
February,  1881,  and  endeavouring,  first, 
to  regulate  the  debates  and  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House,  the  Government 
had  precipitated  the  proposal  of  the 
cldture.  In  fact,  they  had  done  and 
were  doing  nothing  effectual  whatever 
towards  regulating  the  proceedings  of 
the  House.  He  supposed  that  they  had 
not  read  that  which  was  to  be  found  in 
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Mr.  Hatsell's  well-known  and  authori- 
tative book  on  the  precedents  and  pro- 
ceedings in  the  House  of  Commons,  or 
they  hacl  adopted  a  view  exactly  oppo- 
site to  that  of  the  author.  As  they  all 
knew,  Mr.  Hatsell  was  a  great  authority 
on  the  subject  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  and  he  wrote  in  his  learned  work 
to  this  effect,  that  the  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  always  gained  increased  power 
when  confusion  prevailed  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  invited  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  to  this  statement  of  the  learned 
authority  to  whom  he  referred,  who 
had  warned  the  House  that  the  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown  always  gained 
power  by  promoting  confusion  in  the 
House.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate),  there- 
fore, as  an  old  Member  of  the  House, 
did  not  take  it  kindly  that  the-  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  allowed 
the  House  to  remain  so  long  in  disorder 
that  it  was  losing  the  respect  and  con- 
fidence of  the  country.  It  rested  with 
those  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  not  with  the 
Speaker,  to  renovate  the  means  of  pre- 
serving Order — it  rested,  in  fact,  with 
the  House  itself.  The  House  had  been 
brought  to  this  lamentable  strait  by  the 
attempt  of  these  two  rieht  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  relieve  themselves  of  respon- 
sibility. They  were  seeking,  for  the 
same  purpose,  to  invest  the  Speaker 
with  a  power  that  was  at  once  unpre- 
cedented and  inconsistent  with  his  Office. 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  held  that  those 
who  were  the  most  responsible  for  the 
confusion  that  had  reigned  in  the  House 
were  the  Leader  of  the  House  and  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  through  not 
fulfilling  the  duties  which,  by  the  courtesy 
of  the  House,  devolved  upon  them. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  It  is  not  my 
intention  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  more  than  for  a  very  few  minutes, 
for,  after  all,  the  question  before  us 
may  be  discussed,  I  think,  and  disposed 
of  in  a  few  words,  notwithstanding  the 
somewhat  lengthy  debate  that  has  taken 
place.  Such  Members  of  the  House  as 
were  present  when  I  last  addressed  it  on 
this  subject  will  recollect  that  I  began 
my  speech  by  referring  to  the  exagge- 
rated fears  which  Members  opposite  had 
somehow  or  other — I  do  not  know  how 
— become  possessed  of  during  their  con- 
sideration of  the  question.   I  proceeded 


to  show  that  those  Members  of  the 
House — some  on  that  side,  and  a  few,  it 
was  said,  on  this — who  preferred  a  cer- 
tain other  proposition  —  a  two  -  thirds 
vote — to  the  proposal  of  the  Gt)vernment 
seemed  to  me  entirely  mistaken ;  that 
whilst  they  were  objecting  to  the  seve- 
rity and  strength  of  what  the  majority 
does,  they  themselves  were  in  favour  of 
what  was  much  more  severe.  I  think  I 
proved  that  to  demonstration  by  giving 
figures  showing  how  the  one  course 
would  affect  a  small  minority,  and  how 
much  more  severely  treated  a  small  mi- 
nority would  be  by  the  other  course. 
Well,  now  we  come  to  another  point, 
and  I  have  to  express  my  astonishment 
at  the  view  which  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site have  taken  of  the  particular  ques- 
tion submitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell).  The  oppo- 
nents of  the  Hesolution  are — I  do  not 
know  why — actuated  with  a  strange  fear 
of  what  may  happen  to  the  House  and 
to  minorities,  and  more  especially.  Sir, 
to  you,  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  if  the 
Resolution  as  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  accepted.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  W.  M. 
Torrens),  in  a  very  interesting  speech, 
directed,  I  think,  hardly  at  all  to  the 
Amendment,  has  pointed  out,  towards 
the  conclusion  of  his  speech,  the  tre- 
mendous pressure  and  injustice  that 
may  be  practised  upon  small  minorities 
at  the  end  of  the  Session.  Well,  our 
plan,  at  any  rate  with  regard  to  the 
eldtuvBy  as  against  the  two-thirds  propo- 
sition, is  clearly  more  in  favour  of  small 
minorities.  But  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
House  whether  they  think  the  proposi- 
tion that  is  made  in  the  Amendment  is 
more  favourable  to  small  minorities 
than  the  one  in  the  Resolution,  as  it  is 
proposed  by  the  Government  ?  I  think 
nothing  could  be  more  conclusive  than 
that  the  Resolution,  as  it  stands  will  be 
infinitely  more  favourable  to  small  mi- 
norities than  the  Resolution  would  be  if 
amended  bv  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan. The  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury,  so  far  as  I  heard  it— 
and  I  am  sorry  I  did  not  hear  the  whole 
of  it — was  largely  a  warning  against 
trusting  the  Speakers  with  the  power  of 
injuring  the  House,  and  damaging  the 
authority  and  the  honourable  independ- 
ence of  the  Gentleman  who  may  occupy 
that  Chair.  That  seemed  to  be  tne 
great  object  of  his  speech.    Now,  what 
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is  proposed  by  the  Amendment — I  do 
not  know  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  supported  the  Amendment  ?     [Mr. 
W.    M.   ToRRENs:    Yes,    Sir;    I  did.] 
Well,  I  did  not  gather  it  from  what  I 
heard  of  the  speech  ;  and  I  do  not  think 
anybody  else  gathered  it.      I  know  it 
was  somewhat  cheered  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  perhaps  in   that   sense; 
but  then  they  are  always  very  ready  to 
cheer  anything  from   this   side  of  the 
House  that  attacks  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    Now,   what  is  it  that  the 
Amendment  proposes  ? — because  that  is 
the  real  point  we  are  to  discuss.     It  pro- 
poses this — that,  in  calling  into  action 
the  Resolution  that  is  to  be  passed,  an 
opinion  should   be  expressed  by  some 
Minister  of  the  Crown — I  suppose  the 
First  Minister  of  the  Crown  necessarily, 
if  he  be  present  in  the  House — and  the 
Ministerial  majority,  for  he  is  the  [Re- 
presentative of  the  Ministerial  majority, 
and  will  not  act  contrary  to  the  opinion 
of   the   majority  by  whom  he  is  sup- 
ported ;  and,  therefore,  the  majority  of 
tiie  House,  speaking  through  the  Minis- 
tor,  is  to  call  into  action  the  opinion  and 
the   declaration  of   the    Speaker  as  to 
when  the  cidture  is  to  be  brought  into 
play.      The  idea  that  we  are  to  keep 
this  question  free  from  Party  seems  to 
be  entirely  given  up  by  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan,  be- 
cause, first  of  all,  the  most  distinguished 
Member  of  the  Party  in  the  House  is 
the  Prime  Minister.     The  most  import- 
ant portion  of  the  House,  as  a  Party  in 
numbers,  is  the  majority  by  which  the 
Prime  Minister  is  supported  ;   and  that 
majority,  and  that  Minister,  before  any- 
thing can  be  done,  has  to  intimate  by 
standing  up  at  this  Table,  I  suppose, 
and    calling    upon    the    Speaker,    and 
making  an  observation  that  he  thinks 
the  debate  ought  to  close,  declaring  that 
the  sense  of  the  House  is  in  favour  of 
its  being    closed,    and    thereupon    the 
Speaker  proceeds  to  take  his  part  in  the 
transaction.   Now,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  spoke  about  former  Speakers 
being    connected    with    great  political 
Leaders,  being  on  terms  of  friendship 
with   them — some  of  them,   indeed,   I 
think  he  said,  even  taking  part  in  de- 
bate, as  is  done  by  the  President  of  the 
House  of  Lords.     Well,  we  must  be 
sensible,  all  of  us,  that  if  this  matter  is 
to  be  transacted  by  alliance  between  the 
Minister  and  the  Speaker,  then  it  is  very 
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likely,  during  the  course  of  debate,  that 
the  Minister,  by  means  known  to  all  of 
us,  can  intimate  to  the  Speaker  that  the 
time  is  approaching  when  he  shall  make 
a  proposition  that  the  debate  shall  close, 
and  the  Speaker,  in  all  probability,  if 
the  Minister  is  judicious,  if  he  has  not 
pressed  his  authority  too  far,  will  take 
the  hint ;  and  if  the  Minister  makes  a 
proposition,  the  Speaker,  in  all  proba- 
bility, will  support  it,  and  do  what  the 
Resolution  requires  him  to  do.     But  by 
this  you   are   introducing  into  a  very 
critical  matter — because  we  all  admit, 
I  as  freely  as  anyone,  that  it  is  critical, 
and  not  at  all,  if  it  could  be  avoided,  a 
pleasant  matter — that  there  should  be  any 
limitation  of  the  power  of  debate,  or  the 
prolongation  of  discussion  in  the  House. 
But  if  it  is  to  be  done  in  any  way,  it 
seems  to  me  of  all  ways  the  worst  that 
the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  the  trusted 
guide  of  the  majority,  should  take  action, 
and  call  upon  the  Speaker  to  act.     The 
Minister  is  not — I  will  not  say  an  inde- 
pendent, but  he  is  not  an  impartial  per- 
son.    The   Minister  has  his   majority, 
and  he  has  his  policy  ;  he  has  his  Bills 
and  his  Supplies  ;  and  all  the  great  work 
of  the  Session,  and  some  of  it,  as  we 
know,  difficult  and  crowded  towards  the 
end  of  the  Session  ;  he  has  every  reason, 
for  the  purpose  of  furthering  his  own 
policy  and  tnat  of  his  Party,  to  call  into 
action    this    Resolution,    probably   far 
sooner,  and  probably  far   more  often, 
than  would  be  done  if  it  was  left  en- 
tirely in    the  impartial   hands    of   the 
Speaker.     1   agree   entirely    with   the 
charming  account  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  drew  of  the  confidence 
which  all  Members  of  the  House  have  in 
the  Speaker.     It  has  been    so  for  the 
very  long  time  I  have  been  in  the  House. 
I  have  always  felt  there  was  no  ques- 
tion in  which  I  could  not  go  up  to  the 
Speaker  and  take  his  advice,  and  I  be- 
lieve he  would  give  me  his  advice  in  as 
friendly  and  free  a  manner  as  he  would 
to   any  Minister  of  the  Crown   sitting 
on   this    Bench.      But    if  a    Minister 
whom  we  do  not  always  like  very  well — 
[Mr.  Warton  :  Hear,  hear !] — the  hon. 
and  learned   Member  cheers  that  sen- 
timent— where,  I  say,  we  do  not  like  him 
very  well,  sitting  in  Opposition,  we  are 
not  very  much  in  favour  of  some  portion 
of  his  policy — we  object  to  it — I  should 
not  like,  certainly,  if  I  were  on  that  side 
oi^  the  House,  and  the  late  Government 
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sitting  here,  that  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  should  be 
able  to  get  up,  any  time  during  the  de- 
bates, especially  towards  the  end  of  the 
Session,   and  that  he  should  then  call 
upon  the  Speaker  to  put  in  action  the 
Eesolution  and  to  stop  the  debate.     I 
believe  the  motives  which  would  press 
upon  the  Minister  would  be  ten  times 
stronger,  and  come   to   him  ten  timet 
more  often,  to  stir  him  to  action  than 
would  be  the  case  if  the  whole  power 
were  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker. 
Tho  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire  (Mr.   Newdegate)    surprises   me 
very  much.     He  says  that  the  cldture 
is  an  abominable  thins,  or  used  some 
other  disagreeable  word.     He  has  been 
the  advocate  for  many  years  past  of  some 
measure  of  this  kind,  or  for  this  object. 
I  do  not  know  why  he  objects  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Government.     At  any 
rate,  lean  understand  why  he  objects  to 
the  proposition  of  the  Amendment.     He 
sees,  as  I  see,  that  tho  Amendment  is 
the  very   thing  that   an   unscrupulous 
Minister  sitting  on  this  Bench  would  ask 
the  House  to  agree  to,  because  it  gives 
ppreater  power  to  the  Minister,  it  lessens 
immensely  the  power  of  the  minority, 
it  takes  out  of  the  hands  of  the  most 
impartial   man  within  these  walls  the 
decision  of  a  very  important  question  in 
which  we  are  all,  and  in  which  minorities 
especially,   are   particularly  concerned, 
and    therefore  I  must   say   I  am    as- 
tonished that  Members  opposite  should 
take  the  course  they  do.     They  took  a 
wrong  course,  I  think,  upon  the  other 
question  to  which    I  have  already  re- 
ferred, and  I  think  now  they  are  pro- 
posing what  is  much  less  moderate  than 
that  which   the    Government  has  pro- 
posed.    I  am  not  allowed  to  speak,  of 
course,  of  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker  in 
the  Chair;  but  I  judge  and  believe  that 
any  Speaker — the  present   one  in   the 
Chair  or  his  successors — would  prefer 
that  he  should  be  left  to  his  own  im- 
partial judgment  ou  all  matters  of  this 
kind  rather  than  he  should  be  subjected 
to  the  hints,  the  proffered  alliance,  the 
urging  and  stimulating  of  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  who  might  ask  him,  under 
certain  circumstances,  to  help  him  out  of 
a  difficulty  that  might  have  arisen.     If 
I  were  a  Member  of  a  small  minority, 
or  of  any  minority,  I  should  like  to  take 
the  course  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire     (Mr.     Nowdegate).      I 
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would  shut  out  the  Minister  from  any 
extra  power  on  this  matter  over  that  of 
any  other  Member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE:  What  I  said 
was,  that  I  thought  by  courtesy  the  duty 
ought  to  devolve  on  the  Leader  of  the 
House  or  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  That  is  ex- 
actly what  I  understood  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to   say.     The   hon.  Gentleman 
complains,  and  condemns  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  because  they  have  not  done  all 
he  thinks  they  ought   in  a  particular 
case  ;  but  surely  if  he  leaves  it  entirely 
to  the  Minister  of  the  day,  and   shuts 
out  the  Speaker   altogether,  then   the 
question   becomes    a   pure  question  of 
Party.     Nothing,  in  my  opinion,  could 
be  more  unfair,  and  more  unreasonable 
to  a  minority,  and  especially  to   small 
minorities,  which,  towards  the  end  of  the 
Session,  are  often  the  most  troublesome 
in  preventing  the  transaction  of  Busi- 
ness.   Now,  I  put  it  to  hon.  Members, 
if  this  matter  is  to  be  done  at  all,  if 
there  is  to  be  any  mode  of  bringing  a 
debate  to  a  close  by  the  general  sense 
of  the  House,  when  that  debate  has 
been  protracted  to  an  unconscionable 
length,   is  it  not  better  to   adopt  the 
proposition  which  the  (Government  has 
offered  to  the  House,  a  proposition,  I 
say,    conspicuous     in    its   moderation, 
rather  than,  so  far  as  we  have  gone, 
the  Amendments  offered — the  Amend- 
ment of  two-thirds,   or  that  of  hand- 
ing over  to  the  initiative  of  a  Minis- 
ter, or  of  shutting  out  the  only  absolute 
impartial   authority  in  the  House  ?    I 
do  not  claim  to  be  impartial  at  all.     I 
am  a  Member  of  a  Party  anxious  to  do 
certain  things,  and  am  always  very  glad 
when  we  have  a  majority  on  a  division. 
I  do  not  complain  of  any  man  acting 
honestly  and  honourably  with  and  for 
his  Party ;  but  with  the  feelings  that  we 
have    against    our    opponents,    and  in 
favour  of  our  own  policy,  I  think  the 
less  this  matter  is  intrusted  to  any  Mem- 
ber on  either  side  of  the  House,  or  to 
any  handful  or  number  of  Members,  the 
better,  and  that  all  that  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  and  others 
as  to  the  character  of  the  Speaker,  and 
the  manner  in  which  all  men  in  the 
House  wish  that  that  character  should 
be  permanently  and  for  ever  sustained, 
I  think,  wishing  that  done,  it  is  our 
secure    interest    that    to   the    Speaker 
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should  be  committed  this  delicate  power, 
and  that  all  men  in  the  House  and  every 
minority  would  feel  that  when  the  House 
has  been  called  to  decide  the  question 
whether  a  debate  should  be  prolonged 
or  not  by  the  Speaker,  and  the  decision 
was  against  the  prolongation  of  the 
debate,  I  think  he  would  feel  he  had 
been  better  treated,  and  more  consis- 
tently with  the  character  and  practice  of 
the  House,  than  if  the  Leader  of  the 
majority  of  the  House  should  get  up 
and  by  his  fiat  should  put  a  stop  to  the 
debate.  Therefore,  on  the  ground  that 
those  fears  with  regard  to  the  minority, 
and  those  fears  with  regard  to  the  effect 
of  this  proposition  on  the  character  of 
the  Speaker  are  exaggerated,  and  with- 
out any  sensible  foundation,  I  think 
that  the  proposition  made  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovernment  is  one  of  as  great 
moderation  as  it  is  possible  to  offer  on 
a  case  of  this  kind;  and,  therefore,  I 
hope  that  the  Resolution  as  it  is  offered 
to  the  House  will  be  sustained  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  CELA.PLIN  said,  he  found  him- 
self in  a  somewhat  difficult  position,  for 
while  he  disliked  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan's  Amendment,  he  did  not 
care  very  much  for  the  Amendment  to 
it  movea  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex.  Yet,  on  the  whole, 
he  liked  the  original  Besolution  less 
than  either  of  the  Amendments.  He 
had  always  held  that  it  was  unfair  to 
place  on  the  Speaker  the  very  unenviable 
responsibility  of  taking  the  initiative  in 
this  matter.  He  thought  the  initiative 
ought  to  rest  in  the  hands  of  the  House, 
and  that  they  alone  ought  to  be  respon- 
sible for  whatever  decision  was  taken. 
Inasmuch  as  the  Amendment,  to  a  cer- 
tain degree,  mitigated  the  evils  of  which 
he  complained,  he  preferred  it  to  the 
original  Eesolution.  His  objection  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  was  that  it  raised  an  in- 
equality that  did  not  exist  at  present 
between  Ministers  of  the  Crown  and 
other  Members  of  the  House.  That,  to 
his  mind,  was  fatal  to  it.  It  was  modi- 
fied by  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord ;  but  he  should  not  be  satisfied 
with  any  Amendment,  except  one  which 
would  place  the  initiative  in  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House. 

Me.  LABOtTCHERE  said,  he  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment,  because  he  was 
in  favour  of  the  cldtursy  and  was  anxious 


that  it  should  be  strengthened ;  but  he 
could  not  understand  how  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  could  support  it.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  you  could  not  obtain  the 
eldturs  by  a  majority  unless  some  Amend- 
ment of  this  kind  was  added  to  the  Re- 
solution. The  Speaker,  when  he  informed 
the  House  that  a  debate  had  lasted  long 
enough,  would  have  to  consider  whether 
it  was  reasonably  certain  that  the  eldturs 
would  pass  or  not,  because,  if  it  did  not 
pass,  the  Speaker  would  be  in  an  en- 
tirely false  position.  He  apprehended 
that  the  Speaker  never  would  say  that 
it  was  the  general  sense  of  the  House 
that  a  debate  should  close  unless  he  was 
pretty  certain  that  there  was  a  large 
majority  in  favour  of  it ;  and  that  was 
why  he  said  this  Amendment  would 
render  it  far  more  probable  that  it  would 
be  cldture  by  a  simple  majority  than  was 
ever  likely  to  be  the  case  so  long  as  the 
matter  was  left  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  Speaker.  The  effect  of  such  an 
Amendment  as  the  present  would  be  to 
shift  the  responsibility  from  the  Speaker 
to  its  proper  place — namely,  to  the  Mi- 
nisters of  the  Crown.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  Speaker  was  the  natural  pro- 
tector of  minorities ;  but  why,  if  so,  did 
they  not  vote  with  him  for  the  Amend- 
ment ?  What  was  the  alternative  pro- 
posed? The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  had  enunciated  the  very 
Republican  doctrine  that  they  were  all 
equal. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  :  I  referred  to 
Members  in  the  House,  not  all  man- 
kind. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  held 
that  even  in  that  House  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  were  superior  to  ordinary  Mem- 
bers, and  they  had  special  reasons  and 
rights  to  interfere  to  bring  a  debate  to  a 
close,  on  account  of  the  responsibility 
that  lay  on  them  alone  in  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
Although  he  was  anxious  that  the  cldture 
should  pass  in  a  strong  form,  he  would 
not  vote  for  the  Amendment  as  he  pro- 
posed to  do  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  had  stated  that 
by  that  issue  the  Government  would 
stand  or  fall,  because,  knowing,  as  he 
did,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
more  experience  in  Parliamentary  mat- 
ters than  anyone  then  present,  he  should 
be  bound,  under  such  circumstances, 
to  support  him.  They  had  had  two 
speeches  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  one 
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from  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the  other 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster ;  and  he  must  say  he  never 
heard  two  worse  speeches  from  those 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  in  his  life.  The 
reason  of  that,  no  doubt,  was  because 
in  thoir  hearts  they  were  not  opposed  to 
the  Amendment.  He  felt,  therefore, 
that  he  should  only  be  supporting  the 
policy  they  were  in  favour  of  by  voting 
against  them  on  this  particular  occa- 


sion. 


Mr.  GRANTHAM  said,  that  the  Re- 
solution  proposed  that  the  responsibility 
should  mainly  devolve  on  the  Speaker ; 
but  when  they  came  to  the  latter  part, 
and  interpreted  that  by  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  it  was  quite  evident 
that  the  responsibility  was  to  be  taken 
away,  and  it  was  to  devolve  on  the  ma- 
jority. The  basis  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
speech  wtis  that  the  House  had  always 
been  governed  by  a  majority.  The 
obvious  conclusion  was  that  this  question 
was  to  be  determined  by  the  House 
independently  of  the  Speaker.  That 
being  so,  he  agreed  with  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment,  that  if  the  majority 
of  the  House  was  to  determine  the 
matter,  it  ought  to  be  done  on  the  re- 
sponsibility of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
He  objected  to  the  Amendment  as  it 
stood,  because  if  the  initiative  were  left 
to  a  Minister  that  would  make  it  a  Party 
question.  He  wished  to  avoid  that,  and 
for  that  reason  he  would  prefer  that  it 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Speaker  with  some  limitation.  It  was 
not  desirable  that  it  should  always  be  a 
Party  question.  He  believed  in  the  in- 
dependence of  Speakers  in  the  future, 
and  he  preferred  to  trust  the  Speaker 
rather  than  a  majority  or  a  Minister. 
The  Resolution  was  inconsistent  with  it- 
self ;  it  was  drawn  on  the  principle  that 
the  Speaker  was  to  be  responsible  ;  but 
towards  the  close  it  was  provided  that 
the  question  was  not  to  be  decided  in  the 
affirmative  without  the  support  of  so 
many  Members ;  and  for  that  reason  he 
said  the  power  of  the  Speaker  was  taken 
away.  If  a  majority  was  to  have  the 
power,  it  was  far  better  that  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  should  be  responsible. 
For  these  reasons,  he  should  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  although  he  disliked  it. 

Mr.  HICKS  said,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had  asked  what 
the  Araondraent  proposed.  He  ventured 
to  ask  the  Government  another  question, 

Mr.  lahouehtre 


what  did  the  Resolution  propose  ?  Up 
to  this  time  there  seemed  no  agreement 
as  to  what  it  did  mean.  Did  it  mean 
that  the  initiative  was  to  rest  with  the 
Speaker,  or  did  it  mean  that  it  was  to 
rest  with  the  power  behind  the  Prime 
Minister  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  had  spoken  of  the  Speaker 
receiving  a  hint  from  someone ;  if  he  had 
been  earlier  in  the  House  he  would  have 
heard  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cambridgeshire  say  that  the  Speaker 
should  receive  hints  from  both  sides.  If 
that  were  so,  how  was  he  to  be  inde- 
pendent ?  The  great  thing  was  to  have 
the  Resolution  made  clear  and  simple, 
for,  tyrannical  as  the  Motion  was,  it 
was  better  that  it  should  be  passed  than 
that  they  should  pass  something  which 
no  one  coidd  understand. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House  for 
any  length  of  time  ;  but  I  am  anxious  to 
say  one  word,  especially  in  consequence 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  It  is 
perfectly  true,  I  must  say,  that  there  is 
some  difficulty  in  deciding  upon  the  vote 
that  we  ought  to  give  upon  such  a 
question  as  this,  and  for  this  reason — 
that  we  are  entering  into  the  discussion 
and  settlement  of  a  Resolution  with  the 
whole  scope  and  object  of  which  a  great 
many  of  us  entirely  disagree.  It  is 
extremely  difficult,  therefore,  when  you 
come  to  judge  the  different  points  in  the 
Resolution,  to  consider  how  far  we  ought 
to  take  one  course  or  another  with  refer- 
ence to  the  particular  question  raised.  I 
confess  I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  in  the  general  view  he  ex- 
pressed on  the  subject.  I  am  not  very 
much  charmed  with  the  Amendment 
proposed ;  but  I  think  it  a  less  evil  than 
the  Resolution  as  it  stands,  and  I  will 
explain  in  a  moment  why  I  think  so. 
The  difficulty  that  I  feel  in  regard  to  the 
whole  proposal  is,  that  it  is  a  proposal, 
assuming  that  it  is  to  be  a  Resolution 
which  is  to  give  the  power  of  closing  a 
debate  to  a  bare  majority,  which  is  essen- 
tially of  a  Party  character.  We  cannot 
disguise  that  fact  from  ourselves.  If  you 
are  prepared  to  say  you  would  only  give 
that  power  to  a  large  majority,  such 
as  two-thirds,  you  would  be  obviously 
placing  the  matter  on  a  wholly  different 
footing,  and  giving  the  great  bulk  of 
the  House,  irrespective  of  Party,  the 
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option  of  sayinff  that,  at  a  certain  time, 
they  had  enough  of  the  discussion.  But 
when  that  had  been  suggested,  the  objec- 
tion was  taken  that  you  could  not  agree 
to  that,  because,  if  you  did»  you  would 
be  making  the  minority  parties  to  a 
question  which  ought  to  be  decided  by 
the  majority.  The  majority  ought  to 
rule,  and  that  is  why  we  insist  on  a 
simple  majority  deciding  in  this  matter. 
But  the  majority  means  the  Party  of  the 
Government  of  the  day,  unless  you  mean 
a  snap  majority  —  an  accidental  ma- 
jority that  happened  to  be  in  the  House 
at  a  particular  time.  You  can  hardly 
mean  that  you  are  thinking  of  an  acci- 
dental majority,  but  of  the  permanent 
majority  of  the  House.  If  that  is  to  be 
the  case,  and  if  the  object  in  passing 
this  Eesolution  is  not  to  save  time  in 
irrelevant  debates,  but  that  you  may 
enable  the  Ministry  to  go  on  and  carry 
measures  to  which  thoy  attach  import- 
ance, we  have  to  consider  what  is  the 
object  of  calling  on  the  Speaker  to  origi- 
nate a  Motion  for  the  closing  of  the 
debate.  If  the  question  were  one  which 
was  to  be  decided  according  to  the  feel- 
ing of  the  great  majority  of  the  House 
—of  the  majority  and  the  minority — 
then  I  could  understand  the  Speaker, 
without  imparting  the  least  Party  charac- 
ter to  his  action,  might  say — **  I  think 
the  House  is  now  desirous  of  closing 
this  debate."  But  if  that  is  not  to 
be  so,  and  the  Speaker  is  to  be  called 
upon  to  ask  the  House  whether  they 
wish  to  close  a  debate  when  he  perceives 
the  evident  sense  of  the  House  to  be  so 
and  so,  what  is  meant  by  the  evident 
sense  of  the  House  ?  You  have  defined 
that  by  saying  it  is  a  bare  majority.  If 
it  is,  therefore,  in  the  mind  of  the 
Speaker  that  there  is  a  bare  majority  in 
favour  of  closing  the  debate,  it  may  be 
fairly  argued  and  defended  that  the 
Speaker  is  bound  to  put  the  Question. 
Let  us  take  a  case  which  may  frequently 
occur.  There  is  a  debate  of  great  im- 
portance, which  lasts,  perhaps,  two  dayp, 
and  the  question  arises  whether  the 
debate  should  bo  adjourned  again.  The 
Government,  or  the  majority,  oppose  it, 
and  a  large  minority  vote  for  it.  The 
practice  now  would  be  that  the  majority, 
if  they  insist  on  continuing  the  debate, 
divided  two  or  three  times,  would  be 
sure  to  carry  the  Motion  ;  but  if  the 
Speaker  perceives  that  the  minority 
were  not  in  favour  of  adjourning  the 


debate,  he  would  feel  himself  bound  to 
put  the  Question.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dis- 
sented.! The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  shakes  his  head.  I  do 
not  say  that  a  strong  Speaker,  like  the 
Gentleman  who  at  present  occupies  the 
Chair,  might  not  stand  against  such 
action ;  but  it  would  be  very  difiRcult  for 
an  ordinary  Speaker,  subject  to  the  pres- 
sure which  would  be  put  on  him  both  in 
the  House  and  out  of  the  House,  to 
refuse,  in  the  circumstances,  to  put  the 
Question.  You,  therefore,  put  tho 
Speaker  into  an  unfair  position  by  throw- 
ing upon  him  the  initiative ;  and  I  do 
not  scruple  to  say  that  of  the  two  proposals 
before  the  House,  the  less  objectionable 
is  that  the  cldture  Motion  should  come 
from  those  who  occupy  a  responsible 
position.  I  am,  therefore,  inclined  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan.  Not  that  I  do 
not  feel  the  disadvantage  of  putting  the 
initiative  in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  of 
the  day.  I  can  perceive  cases  in  which 
the  Minister  would  abuse  the  power  of 
bringing  about  the  close  of  a  debate ; 
but,  of  the  two  evils,  I  believe  the  lesser 
is  that  we  should  be  entirely  above  board 
in  what  we  are  doing,  and  put  the  re- 
sponsibility on  the  proper  shoulders — 
these  being  the  shoulders  of  the  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that  when  he 
first  saw  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
he  felt  inclined  to  oppose  it ;  but,  con- 
sidering it  in  connection  with  the  original 
Eesolution,  he  had  reluctantly  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  better,  in  the 
interests  of  the  House,  to  vote  for  it — 
and  this  for  two  reasons.  In  the  first 
place,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  more 
honest  way  of  dealing  with  the  question. 
The  object  of  the  liule,  as  he  understood 
it  from  the  description  given  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  was  to 
enable  the  Government  to  carry  out  the 
programme  which  they  laid  before  the 
country  at  the  General  Election  in  1880. 
If  that  were  so,  then  it  was  more  honest 
that  the  closing  of  a  debate  should  be  at 
the  instance  of  the  Government,  and  it 
was  not  desirable  that  they  should  be 
able  to  shield  themselves  behind  the 
Speaker.  If  they  wore  allowed  to  do  so, 
and  the  Speaker's  decisions  were  in  their 
favour,  of  course  those  deoisions  would 
be  perfectly  satisfactory  to  them ;  but  if 
the  Government  made  mistakes,  and  the 
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decisions  were  against  them,  they  could 
disown  all  participation  in  the  matter, 
and  say  it  was  the  Speaker's  fault,  and 
not  theirs,  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
had  been  taken.  The  other  reason  why 
he  objected  to  the  original  proposition, 
and  preferred  the  Amendment,  was  be- 
cause, if  it  were  carried  as  it  stood,  it 
would  revolutionize  the  Office  of  Speaker. 
Hitherto,  the  Speaker  had  only  acted 
when  called  on — he  had  only  submitted 
a  Eesolutionr  to  the  House  when  it  had 
been  duly  put  and  seconded.  Let  them 
take  an  extreme  case.  When  there  was 
almost  an  empty  House — when  there 
were  only  two  or  three  Members  in  it — 
the  Speaker  did  not,  of  his  own  motion, 
declare  there  was  not  a  quorum ;  but  he 
waited  until  someone  had  called  attention 
to  the  fact.  Therefore,  in  the  future,  if 
the  sense  of  the  House  was  to  be  taken 
as  proposed  by  the  Eesolution,  it  should 
not  be  taken  on  the  responsibility  of  a 
private  individual,  but  on  the  Motion  of 
the  Leader  of  the  House.  For  these 
reasons,  he  should  vote — though  most 
reluctantly — for  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that,  after  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place,  certain  practical  objections 
having  been  made  to  his  Amendment  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan,  he  would  not  put  the  House 
to  the  trouble  of  a  division. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  ''  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  164  ;  Noes 
220  :  Majority  56.— (Div.  List,  No.  74.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Sir  H,  Drummond  JFolff,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  certainly 
early  to  adjourn  (12.5  a.m.);  but,  under 
the  circumstances,  I  will  accede  to  the 
proposal,  and  I  will  take  this  opportunity 
of  stating  in  regard  to  the  Notice  given 
to-night  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Eaikes), 
which  proposes  to  recognize  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means — being  an 
Officer  of  the  House — but  to  wholly  ex- 
clude from  the  operation  of  the  Besolu- 


tion  casual  Chairmen — Chairmen  pro 
hae  vice — that  it  is  an  Amendment  that  I 
think  perfectly  reasonable,  and  that  we 
are  prepared  to  accede  to. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morroWf  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

MILITARY    MANCEUVRES    BILL. 

(Jfr.  Secretary  Childere,  Mr,  Campbell^ 
Bannerman.) 

[bill    134.]      SEOOKD   BSADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Childers.) 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  B ARTTELOT  said, 
he  did  not  for  a  moment  wish  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  which,  he 
believed,  was  uniform  with  other  mea- 
sures which  had  been  introduced  on  the 
same  subject ;  but  they  had  a  right  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  to  make  a  state- 
ment to  the  House  with  regard  to  it, 
so  that  the  country  might  know  what 
troops  were  likely  to  be  employed  in  the 
manoeuvres.     They  had  a  right  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
Army  Corps  that  was  to  be  kept  in  a 
state  of  preparedness  for  embarkation  at 
a  moment's  notice  was  to  be  employed ; 
and  they  had  a  right  to  know  whether 
proper  Generals — Generals  who  would 
command  this  Army  Corps  in  case  of  any 
emergency — would  be  appointed  to  com- 
mand.    They  had  a  right,  also,  to  ask 
whether  the  Commissariat,    Transport, 
and  an  organized  Medical  Department 
would  be  included  in  the  manoeuvres,  in 
fact,  whether  they  would  have  an  Army 
Corps  complete  in  every  arm,  and  with  aU 
the  appliances  of  war,  so  that,  in  case  of 
necessity,  they  might  know  ihey  were  able 
to  embark  an  Army  Corps,  thoroughly 
equipped,  at  a  moment's  notice  ?     He 
laid  special  emphasis  on  **  proper  Gene- 
rals," because  he  imagined  that  the  men 
who  ought  to  be  employed  were  officers 
who  had  had  every  opportunity  of  ma- 
noeuvring troops  as  they  would  have  on 
an  emergency.     He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  were  the  troops 
who  were  to  be  employed  in  the  Autumn 
Manoeuvres,  and  whether  the  First  Army 
Corps  was  to  be  included  in  the  num- 
ber? 
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Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  I  am  glad  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  has  asked  me  the 
question,  because,  to  a  great  extent,  I 
am  able  to  answer  him  at  this  moment. 
I  say  ''  to  a  great  extent,"  because,  of 
course,  at  the  beginning  of  May  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  say  who  will  be  the 
officers  employed  in  the  month  of  August 
to  carry  out  the  details  of  the  operations. 
But  I  am  able  to  say  that  it  will  be 
our  endeavour  to  collect  for  the  purposes 
of  these  manoeuvres,  not  the  whole  of 
the  First  Army  Corps,  because  a  part  of 
it  is  at  the  Ourragh  and  elsewhere,  but 
a  sufficient  force  of  the  Kegular  troops, 
and  also  of  the  Militia  and  Volunteers, 
to  show  the  country  the  progress  that 
had  been  made,  and  the  readiness  with 
which  a  large  body  of  men  could  take 
the  field.  The  men  will  be  under  the 
command  of  officers  such  as  would  be 
called  upon  to  lead  in  the  event  of  actual 
war.  The  object  of  the  War  Office  in 
restoring,  after  a  lapse  of  some  years,  I 
will  not  say  the  annual  practice,  but  what 
is  known  as  the  Autumn  Manoeuvres, 
is  not  merely  for  the  purpose  of  show, 
but  for  utility,  and  to  prepare  both  the 
Army  and  Auxiliary  Forces  for  what 
they  might  be  called  upon  to  undergo  in 
warfare.  I  thoroughly  appreciate  the 
object  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet, 
and  cordially  thank  him  for  putting  the 
question. 

.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

TURNPIKE  ROADS  (SOUTH  WALES) 
BILL.— [Bill  101.] 

{Mr.  JDodsoHy  Mr.  Sibber t.) 
THIRD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr,  Dodson.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **  now  read  the  third  time,"  and 
add  the  word  **  re-committed,"  instead 
thereof. — {Mr.  Emsey  Vivian.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mr.  PUGH  said,  he  had  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  of  a  Kesolution  on  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill.  He  trusted  the 
House  would  take  into  consideration  the 


manner  in  which  the  measure  passed  its 
last  stage.  It  was  slipped  through  Com- 
mittee at  5  minutes  to  7  on  the  occasion 
of  a  Morning  Sitting,  although  there 
were,  at  least,  two  Notices  of  hostile  Mo- 
tions placed  opposite  to  it  on  the  Paper 
by  Members  representing  South  Wales 
county  constituencies.  He  should  not 
have  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  have  proceeded  with 
the  measure,  at  such  a  time,'  under  such 
circumstances.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther he  would  be  now  in  order  in  moving 
his  Eesolution;  but  if  he  was  not  he 
should  seek  a  more  favourable  oppor- 
tunity.   The  terms  of  his  Motion  were — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  cun- 
sideiing  the  constitution  of  the  (bounty  Hoads 
Boards  of  South  Wales,  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  originally  formed,  ana  the  compara- 
tively small  number  of  roads  under  their  control, 
it  is  not  expedient,  in  view  of  the  contemplated 
change  in  the  whole  system  of  County  Govern- 
ment, to  pass  anv  measure  which,  whilst  neglect- 
ing to  provide  for  the  better  and  more  econo- 
mical management  of  highways  as  well  as 
turnpike  roads,  unnecessarily  provides  for  the 
making  of  any  additional  appointments  by  the 
boards,  and  throws  the  additional  expense  upon 
persons  who  are  not  represented  thereon." 

He  wished  to  point  out  that  at  the  time 
of  the  Rebecca  Riots  in  South  Wales 
it  became  necessary  to  pass  a  measure 
dealing  with  the  tui*npike  roads,  and 
providing  for  the  money  due  by  the 
trusts  being  paid  off.  Part  of  the  scheme 
consisted  in  the  appointment  of  a  Gene- 
ral Superintendent  of  the  turnpike  roads 
in  South  Wales.  The  Act  had  been  put 
into  operation  by  the  Government,  and 
had  answered  its  purpose  well.  The 
roads  had  been  well  kept,  and  the  debt 
had  now  been  paid  off.  He  (Mr.  Pugh) 
had  put  down  a  Motion,  a  little  more 
than  12  months  ago,  asking  the  Govern- 
ment to  assent  to  an  inquiry  into  the 
operation  of  this  Act,  and  also  of  the 
South  Wales  Highways  Act;  but  the 
Motion  had  been  opposed  by  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  consequently  came  to  nothing.  It 
was  understood  at  that  time  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  knew  what 
was  necessary,  and  that  they  would  do 
what  was  requisite ;  but  he  found  at 
the  expiration  of  the  12  months  that  they 
had  no  proposition  to  make,  except  to 
throw  the  cost  of  the  Superintendent 
upon  the  counties.  If  such  an  officer 
were  still  necessary  to  see  tliat  the  roads 
were  kept  in  order,  his  services  were  re- 
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quired  as  muoli  for  the  highways,  which 
received  very  inadequate  supervision,  as 
for  the  turnpike  roads,  and  the  unneces- 
sary expense  of  two  separate  systems 
ought  to  be  saved.  Finally,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that,  since  the  turnpike 
roads  were  taken  over,  many  other  roads 
which  were  now  of  great  importance  in 
the  various  districts — main  roads,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes — were  in  a  very 
bad  state ;  and  those,  he  said,  ought  cer- 
tainly to  be  looked  after  just  as  much 
as  the  turnpike  roads.  On  the  whole, 
his  contention  was  that,  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  now  laying  an  additional  bur- 
den ugon  the  taxpayers  in  South  Wales, 
who  were  already  highly  taxed,  those 
taxpayers  had  a  right  to  ask  that  the 
general  question  of  the  roads  in  that  part 
of  the  country  should  be  considered,  and 
that  the  Government  should  bring  for- 
ward a  scheme  that  would  provide  not 
only  better  roads,  but  more  economical 
management  in  the  future.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  doing  their  duty  in  this  matter  in 
a  way  that  the  country  had  a  right  to 
expect.  If,  therefore,  it  would  be  in 
Order,  he  desired  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice ; 
and,  in  any  case,  he  should  resist  further 
progress  with  this  Bill,  which  would 
only  throw  greater  expense  upon  South 
Wales,  and  was  opposed  by  nearly  all 
the  Members  for  that  portion  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  an 
Amendment  has  been  moved  for  the  re- 
committal of  the  Bill;  and,  therefore, 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
cannot  be  taken  until  that  question  is 
disposed  of. 

ViscouiiT  EMLYN  said,  that  one  of 
the  grounds  on  which  this  Bill  was 
brought  forward  was  to  exonerate  the 
Government  from  appointing  a  Super- 
intendent of  Koads,  and  the  other  was  to 
exonerate  the  English  taxpayers  from 
paying  for  the  maintenance  of  main 
roads  in  South  Wales.  Was  it  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  give  the  same 
assistance  towards  the  maintenance  of 
main  roads  in  South  Wales  as  was  to  be 
given  in  the  case  of  the  English  main 
roads?  The  House  was  informed  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  he  was  not  sure  there  would 
be  any  legislation  at  all  upon  this  sub- 
ject.    But  he  maintained  tnat,  if  it  were 
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unjust  to  the  English  taxpayer  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  maintenance  of  roads 
in  South  Wales,  it  was  equally  unjust 
for  the  people  of  South  Wales  to  pay 
the  additional  tax  upon  carriages,  or  any 
other  tax  which  might  bo  levied  on  them 
for  the  maintenance  of  roads  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  important  to  ascertain 
what  were  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter;  and,  therefore, 
before  the  Bill  went  any  further,  he 
should  like  an  answer  to  be  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  the 
question  he  had  asked. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  although  he  was 
prepared  to  assent  to  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  for  the  re-committal  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  the  clause  of  which  Notice  had 
been  g^ven  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  to  the 
Amendments  of  two  other  hon.  Members, 
he  was  unable  to  agree  to  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiganshire  (Mr. 
Pugh).  He  considered  himself  pledged 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  on  behalf  of  the  Jjocal 
Government  Board,  to  deal  with  the 
question  in  a  manner  that  would  meet 
the  wishes  of  those  interested  as  far  as 
possible.  The  Superintendent  of  Roads 
in  South  Wales  had  been  for  many  years 
paid  out  of  the  Exchequer.  He  was  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  seeing  that 
the  roads  were  maintained  in  an  effi- 
cient state  and  watching  over  their 
finance  in  order  to  secure  the  repayment 
of  the  money  advanced  by  the  Go- 
vernment. But,  the  debt  having  been 
extinguished,  it  had  been  for  several 
years  a  matter  of  complaint  in  that 
House  that  the  Superintendent  conti- 
nued to  be  paid  out  of  the  general  taxes 
of  the  country,  seeing  that  the  reason 
for  his  appointment  no  longer  existed ; 
and  the  Government,  in  consequence,  de- 
termined this  year  that  the  appointment 
should  cease.  The  Department  had  put 
themselves  in  communication  with  the 
several  County  Roads  Boards  in  South 
Wales  in  order  to  ascertain  their  views ; 
and  the  result  of  those  communications 
was  to  find  that  the  Roads  Boards  in 
question  desired  that  the  appointment 
of  a  Superintendent  or  Superintendents 
should  be  left  at  their  option.  Accord- 
ingly, a  Bill  had  been  brought  in,  which 
gave  power  to  the  County  Roads  Boards 
to  appoint,  if  they  thought  fit,  a  Super- 
intendent or  Superintendents,  jointly  or 
separately,  in  addition  to  the  officers  tiiey 
already  had  power  to  appoint,  for  the 
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performance  of  the  duties  connected  with 
the  roads.  Power  was  also  given  to 
provide  for  the  remuneration  of  the  Su- 
perintendents, as  was  already  the  case 
in  regard  to  other  expenses,  out  of  the 
county  rates,  if  the  tolls  proved  insuffi- 
cient ;  but,  as  he  had  pointed  out,  it 
was  entirely  optional  with  the  County 
Roads  Boards  to  appoint  or  not  addi- 
tional officers,  or  to  provide  them  or 
not  with  any  additional  pay.  Now, 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  asked  what 
were  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  a  grant  in  aid  of  main 
roads. 

Viscount  EMLYN  said,  he  had  asked 
whether  the  Government  was  going  to 
extend  to  the  main  roads  in  South 
Wales  the  assistance  which  was  to  be 
given  to  the  main  roads  in  Eagland  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  in  answer  to  the 
noble  Lord,  he  must  decline  to  enter 
into  fragmentary  explanations  of  a  ge- 
neral scheme.  If  he  were  to  explain 
part  of  the  proposal  in  answer  to  the 
noble  Lord,  he  might  be  called  upon, 
and  with  justice,  by  hon.  Members  to 
explain  other  parts  of  it  in  which  they 
were  more  particularly  interested.  He 
should,  of  course,  enter  into  the  desired 
explanations  at  the  proper  time ;  but.  on 
the  present  occasion,  he  must  abstain 
from  making  any  further  observations. 

Sm  JOSEPH  BAILEY  said,  that  the 
roads  in  South  Wales  were  under  a 
different  Act  of  Parliament  from  the 
English  roads.  They  had  enjoyed,  up 
to  Uie  present  time,  a  special  advantage, 
inasmuch  as  the  Government  had  ap- 
pointed a  Superintendent  for  the  pur- 
pose of  overlooking  them.  They  were 
now  to  lose  that  advantage,  and,  more- 
over, at  a  time  when  further  taxation 
was  about  to  be  placed  on  that  part  of 
the  country  in  respect  of  the  additional 
tax  upon  carriages.  Therefore,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  whether 
South  Wales  was  to  share  in  the  advan- 
tage which  was  to  be  given  to  the  rate- 
payers on  account  of  the  English  roads 
was  a  very  reasonable  one,  and  one 
which  he  thought  the  Government,  in 
common  courtesy,  should  answer. 

Mb.  C.  JAMES  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that  the 
Bill  was  unnecessary,  and  that  it  would 
be  dropped.  The  history  of  this  matter 
was  not  very  long.  Some  time  ago  the 
people  of  Wales  had  a  difficulty  not 
altogether  unlike  that  which  troubled 


the  Irish  people  at  the  present  day. 
The  Welsh  difficulty,  however,  related 
to  turnpike  roads,  and  a  Society  was 
formed  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
the  farmers  in  the  matter  of  tolls,  which 
were  raised  in  such  a  manner  as  to  con- 
stitute a  great  tyranny  upon  that  class. 
It  was  eventually  arranged  that  the 
Government  should  pay  off  the  Bonds 
originally  issued  on  the  making  of  the 
roads,  which  Bonds,  at  that  time,  had 
no  great  value.  A  gentleman  was 
sent  down,  a  value  was  placed  upon 
them,  and  the  Government  paid  the 
money.  Under  those  circumstances,  it 
was  reasonable  enough  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  appoint  some  person  to 
receive  the  money  from  the  counties  in 
South  Wales,  who  were  pledged  to  make 
up  the  deficiency  which  arose  by  reason 
of  the  tolls  not  being  paid.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  Government  had 
a  perfect  right  in  justice  to  see  that  this 
was  paid.  Accordingly,  they  exercised 
their  power  of  appointing  an  Inspector 
with  a  salary  of  some  hundreds  a-year 
— a  fair  salary,  no  doubt ;  but  he  had 
forgotten  the  exact  amount  —  for  the 
simple  purpose  of  seeing  that  the  roads 
were  kept  in  order,  and  that  the  money 
was  received.  But  the  money  had  all  been 
paid,  the  business  of  the  receiver  was  over ; 
and  he  was  therefore  bound  to  ask  what 
further  necessity  there  was  for  any  in- 
tervention on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  He  contended  that  the  salary  of 
the  Inspector  ought  to  have  been  stopped 
as  soon  as  the  Government  had  received 
their  money.  Governments  were  always 
very  slow  to  discontinue  the  salaries  of 
officers  when  they  were  once  appointed. 
Still,  it  appeared  that  the  salary  of  the 
officer  in  question  had  been  stopped  since 
the  month  of  March  last ;  and  he  could, 
therefore,  only  regard  this  Bill  as  an  in- 
vitation to  the  people  of  South  Wales 
to  put  forward  somebody  else  to  receive 
the  salary.  It  had  been  suggested  that 
there  was  something  to  be  done,  in  con- 
nection with  the  roads  in  South  Wales, 
which  the  people  of  that  part  of  the 
country  could  not  carry  out  unless  this 
appointment  was  continued.  But  there 
was  not  the  slightest  foundation  for  that 
suggestion.  The  County  Eoads  Boards 
in  South  Wales  were  possessed  of  ample 
powers  to  do  everything  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  their  roads  in  per- 
fect order,  and  he  held  that  nothing  more 
was  required  to  be  done  in  that  respect. 
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On  the  oontrary,  he  repeated  his  belief 
that  the  Bill  amounted  to  a  mere  invita- 
tion to  the  County  Boards  to  put  forward 
another  person  to  receive  the  salary ;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  some  good  gen- 
tleman— the  best  man  in  the  world  for 
the  purpose — would  turn  up  and  receive 
the  appointment.  But  the  people  of 
South  Wales  stood  in  no  need  of  such 
assistance.  They  did  not  want  it  at  all ; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  the  House, 
looking  at  the  question  as  he  had  placed 
it  before  them,  would  not  allow  the  Bill 
to  pass,  and  would  say  that  the  matter 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  South 
Wales  people,  who  knew  perfectly  well 
how  to  deal  with  it. 

Mb.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  whole  of  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  j  ust  spoken ; 
nevertheless,  he  had  a  great  objection  to 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  a  Superintendent  of  Roads  was  very 
much  wanted  at  the  present  time.  The 
roads  in  South  Wales  were  in  most  ex- 
cellent order,  as  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cardiganshire  (Mr.  Pugh) 
had  pointed  out ;  and  he  believed  that 
that  was  in  a  great  measure  to  be  ascribed 
to  the  Government  superintendence  and 
inspection  which  they  had  received  up  to 
the  present  time.  But  his  objection  to 
the  Bill  was  that  it  constituted  a  passing 
off  of  the  responsibility  which  the  Go- 
vernment undertook  many  years  ago, 
and  under  which  they  had  acted  from 
that  time  to  the  present.  He  held  in  his 
hand  an  extract  from  the  Beport  of  the 
Special  Commission,  made  at  the  time 
when  the  office  of  this  Superintendent 
was  created,  and  on  which  Eeport  the 
Act  creating  it  was  founded,  which  showed 
that  it  was  never  intended  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Superintendent  should 
only  be  coincident  with  the  existence  of 
the  Government  debt,  because  their  re- 
presentation was  based  upon  the  general 
advantage  of  having  a  Superintendent  of 
Beads  in  the  district.  The  Beport  of 
the  Commissioners  was  to  the  effect  that 
they  thought  it  highly  expedient  that  a 
Superintendent  Engineer  should  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  six  counties  of  South 
Wales,  to  be  charged  with  the  duties 
specified  ;  and  it  went  on  to  say  that  as 
an  annual  sum  was  saved  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  cost  of  transport  of  letters, 
by  the  exemption  of  meul  carts  from 

2ir»  C.  James 


tolls,  it  might  not  unreasonably  be  ex- 
pected by  the  inhabitants  of  South 
Wales  that  the  salary  of  that  officer 
should  be  charged  to  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment. It  was  perfectly  clear,  horn 
this,  that  it  was  never  intended  that  the 
appointment  should  be  temporary  merely. 
The  arrangement  had  so  far  succeeded 
that  the  roads  in  South  Wales  were  in 
good  order,  and,  by  the  exemption  of 
the  mails  from  toll,  a  considerable  saving 
had  been  effected  to  the  State.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  saving  of  the 
paltry  sum  of  £350,  the  amount  of  the 
Inspector's  salary,  came  at  a  singularly 
inappropriate  time — namely,  when,  as 
they  were  told,  £250,000  was  about  to  be 
devoted  to  the  relief  of  the  general  rate- 
payers of  the  country  in  this  very  parti- 
cular— namely,  to  lighten  the  burden 
attaching  to  them  from  the  cost  of 
repairing  main  roads.  For  these  rea- 
sons, he  trusted  that  the  Gt)vemment 
would  continue  to  pay  the  Superinten- 
dent, as  before,  the  small  salary  of  £350 
a-year,  and  so  secure  to  the  inhabitants 
of  South  Wales  the  maintenance  in  good 
order  of  their  800  miles  of  turnpike 
roads. 

Me.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  that,  as  far  as 
he  could  glean  from  the  opinions  which 
had  been  freely  expressed  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  the  Welsh  Members  did 
not  want  the  Bill  at  all.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  thought  the  House 
was  entitled  to  some  further  explanation 
from  the  Government  with  regard  to  it, 
because  it  might  be  said  that  if  the  Bill 
did  nothing  else  it  gave  a  new  lease  of 
life,  so  to  speak,  to  the  system  of  turn- 
pike roads  which  existed  in  the  Southern 
portion  of  Wales,  and  not  in  the  North- 
em  portion,  and  which  was  rapidly  dis- 
appearing from  England.  He  would  like 
to  know  if  this  was  to  be  an  instance  of 
the  kind  of  local  self-government  which 
had  been  promised  ?  He  thought  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  addressed  a  ques- 
tion to  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  a  right  to  complain 
of  not  having  received  an  answer,  for 
he  did  not  consider  it  a  sufficient  answer 
to  say  that  it  would  be  but  a  fragmen- 
tary exposition  of  the  proposals  of  the 
Gt>vemment  to  state  how  they  intended 
to  dispose  of  that  £250,000  of  which  so 
much  had  been  heard.  If  he  might 
venture  to  do  so,  he  would  like,  on  this 
occasion,  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  tell  him  in  what  way  that  money 
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was  to  be  disposed  of  with  regard  to 
English  roads ;  but  Mr.  Speaker  would 
rightly  rule  him  out  of  Order,  as  that 
was  a  matter  which  could  not  rightly 
come  within  a  discussion  on  the  re-com- 
mittal of  a  Bill  dealing  solely  with 
turnpike  roads  in  Wales.  Still,  he  would 
like  to  have  a  full  exposition  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  subject, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  long 
before  he  would  have  a  right  to  ask  for 
that.  Now,  however,  he  would  advise 
the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Emlyn)  not 
to  ask  for  that ;  but  simply  to  ask  whe- 
ther, in  alloting  the  sum  derived  from 
the  new  tax,  the  Government  did  or  did 
not  mean  that  Wales  should  have  its  full 
share  ?  That  was  a  matter  of  import- 
ance, and  one  which  might  be  answered 
by  a  simple  **  Aye"  or  **No,"  without 
entering  into  any  of  the  details  which 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  did  not  seem  to  wish  to  disclose. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  precluded  from 
giving  an  answer  to  that  question,  some 
other  Member  of  the  Government  would 
answer  a  question  which  was  a  very  fair 
one  and  easily  answered. 

Mb.  DUOKHAM  said,  the  cost  had 
been,  forthe  last  eight  years,  £844  a-year; 
but  for  30  years  previously  it  was  upwards 
of  £1,200  a-year.  As  a  taxpayer,  he 
had  felt  justified  in  bringing  this  matter 
before  the  House  in  the  first  week  of  his 
occupying  a  seat  in  the  House,  and  he 
was  only  too  glad  that  the  Government 
were  dealing  with  the  subject.  It  was 
a  great  grievance  that  the  people  of 
England  should  have  to  contribute  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  in  South  Wales, 
while  they  had  also  to  maintain  their 
own  roads,  and,  when  they  went  into 
Wales,  to  pay  tolls  on  the  South 
Wales  roads.  The  noble  Lord  opposite, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Herefordshire 
(Sir  Joseph  Bailey),  had  put  a  pointed 
question  to  the  Government  with  re- 
spect to  the  proposed  subvention  or  tax 
which  was  to  be  imposed  on  carriages  as 
some  relief  to  the  ratepayers  of  England, 
in  consequence  of  the  roads  having  to  be 
maintained  by  them.  But,  surely,  those 
gentlemen  who  enjoyed  the  privilege  of 
turnpike  gates  could  not  rightly  ask  for 
a  contribution  for  the  repair  of  roads 
towards  the  maintenance  of  which  Eng- 
lish ratepayers  contributed.  The  cases 
were  not  parallel;  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  woidd  not  accede  to   the 


suggestion  which  had  been  so  pressed 
upon  them,  and  that  the  benefit  sha- 
dowed forth  by  the  Prime  Minister  when 
he  produced  his  Budget  would  be  given 
to  those  who  had  to  maintain  those  roads 
from  the  rates,  and  not  to  those  who  had 
the  advantage  of  the  turnpike  gates. 

Mb.  H.  G.  ALLEN  said,  that  in  the 
House  of  Lords  Committee  in  1880 
Lord  Aberdare  asked — ''  Why  has  the 
Superintendent  been  continued  since  the 
debt  was  paid  off?''  And  Sir  John 
Lambert  replied — 

*'  There  was  a  general  desire  expressed  that 
he  should  be  continued  in  order  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  his  superintendence.  I  may  saj 
that  the  late  Superintendent  received  a  salary 
uf  £600  a-year ;  but  the  salary,  upon  the  ap. 
pointment  of  Mr.  Codrinffton,  the  present  Su- 
perintendent, was  reduced  to  £350.'*^ 

There  were,  no  doubt,  incidental  ex- 
penses— for  clerk  and  travelling — which 
would  explain  the  difference  between 
his  figures  and  those  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Herefordshire  (Mr.  Duckham) ; 
but  he  was  speaking  of  the  Superin- 
tendent's salary  only. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  intervene  between  the  Welsh 
Members  and  the  Government ;  but  he 
oould  not  understand  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
could  not  give  the  noble  Lord  an  answer. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  argued 
that  he  could  not  say  whether  any  part 
of  the  new  tax  would  be  devoted  to 
Wales,  because  he  could  not  disclose 
one  part  of  the  scheme  alone;  but  the 
Prime  Minister,  when  he  was  asked  a 
Question  about  Scotland  the  other  day, 
was  not  restrained  by  the  scruples  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  at  once 
assured  the  Scotch  Members  that  they 
would  share  in  the  benefits.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  give  an 
answer,  perhaps  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  could. 

Mb.  W.  DAVIES  pointed  out  that 
the  Bill  was  to  apply  to  six  counties  in 
South  Wales,  and  its  main  object  was 
to  enable  them  to  appoint  a  General 
Superintendent.  It  was  true  that  the 
County  Koads  Board  had  a  power  of 
appointment ;  but  the  Government  had 
agreed  to  his  Amendment  that  no  such 
appointment  should  be  valid  unless  con- 
firmed by  the  Quarter  Sessions.  What 
he  submitted  was  that,  as  a  measure  for 
Oounty  Government  was  in  contempla- 
tion, there  was  no  necessity  at  all  for 
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this  Bill ;  and  he  beliered  he  could 
state  that  the  county  of  Pembroke  was 
very  much  opposed  to  the  Bill  in  any 
shape.  They  did  not  want  a  Gener^ 
Superintendent  in  that  county.  They 
had  two  or  three  Surveyors  and  12  or  15 
other  officials  for  the  administration  of 
the  fund ;  and  the  farmers  regarded 
with  terror  anything  that  was  likely  to 
increase  the  heavy  burdens  they  had  to 
bear.  He  should,  therefore,  oppose  the 
Bill  entirely;  and  he  would  strongly 
uree  the  Government  to  abandon  it, 
and  wait  till  they  introduced  their  County 
Government  Bill,  which  could  provide 
properly  for  the  superintendence  of 
county  roads. 

Mr.  HIBBEET  said,  that  no  two 
Welsh  Members  seemed  to  have  the 
same  opinion  upon  this  matter ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  strongly  pressed 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  deal  with  the  question,  and  had 
reproached  him  for  not  having  legis- 
lated on  the  matter,  so  that  appoint- 
ments might  be  made  by  the  county 
authorities. 

Viscount  EMLYN  said,  that  what  he 
had  found  fault  with  was  the  removal 
of  the  General  Superintendent  without 
some  legislation  being  first  adopted  by 
which  someone  coidd  be  appointed  in 
his  Dlace. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  taken  action  with  a  view  to 
appointing  someone  in  the  place  of  the 
General  Superintendent.     This  Bill  did 
not  propose  in  any  way  to  compel  the 
Local  Boards  to  appoint  any  officer,  but 
only  gave  them  power  to  do  what  they 
had  asked  to  be  able  to  do.     Several 
hon.    Members    from  Wales    objected 
to   the   Bill  as  unnecessary,  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire  (Mr. 
Hussey  Vivian)  was  anxious  to  pass  it ; 
but  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  not  so 
enamoured  of  the  Bill  that  he  cared  to 
press  it  to-night,  and  was  willing  to  ad- 
journ the  debate  in  order  to  give  Welsh 
Members  further  time  to   consider  the 
Bill.     With  respect  to  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Herefordshire, 
as  to  what  would  be  done  in  regard  to 
any  subvention  for  roads  in  South  Wides, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  not  able  to  give 
any  information  upon  that  matter  to- 
night, though,  no  doubt,  hon.  Members, 
not]  only  from  South  Wales,  but  from 
other  parts  of  Wales,  would  be  glad  to 
have  aome  information.    He  therefore 
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begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Hihhert) 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  it  was 
hardly  for  him  to  oppose  the  adjourn- 
ment, for  he  thought  that  was  a  wise 
course.  The  Government  had  withdrawn 
this  payment,  but  he  believed  they  had 
no  power  to  dismiss  the  Superintendent ; 
but  they  now  hoped  that  the  counties 
woidd  re  -  appoint  the  Superintendent 
and  pay  him  from  their  own  resources. 
He  had  always  held  the  opinion  that 
the  counties  would  not  agree  to  any  thiug 
of  the  kiud,  though,  he  believed,  the 
counties  had  largely  benefited  by  the 
uniform  manner  in  which  their  roads 
had  been  dealt  with.  He  appointed  Mr. 
Oodrington,  and  reduced  the  salary,  al- 
though he  believed  that  the  salary  of 
his  predecessor  was  nearly  double  the 
amount  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite.  He  thought  it  would  be  un- 
wise to  disturb  South  Wales  until  a 
roper  system  had  been  adopted  in  Eng- 
ana.  The  House  had  learnt  something 
from  the  Government  to-night  as  to  the 
mbde  in  which  they  intended  to  assist 
the  highway  rates  in  England.  It 
was.  not  to  be  done  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; but  he  was  afraid  there  would  be 
a  subvention.  The  late  Government 
would  not  have  dreamt  of  any  subven- 
tion except  from  the  surplus  of  the  year; 
but  the  present  Government  proposed  a 
new  tax. 

Ma.  DODSON  said,  it  was  true  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  appointed 
Mx.  Oodrington  ;  but  he  gave  him  notice 
that  the  appointment  was  terminable, 
and  was  likely  to  be  terminated. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  By  fresh 
legislation. 

Mr.  hussey  VIVLiN  said,  the 
Ooimty  Boards  of  South  Wales  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  this  Bill  should 
pass.  The  existing  Turnpike  Act  turned 
on  the  existence  of  a  General  Superin- 
tendent ;  no  payments  coidd  be  leg^ly 
made  without  such  an  officer.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary  they  should  have 
some  Act  analogous  to  this.  He 
thought  the  Government  had  done 
wisely  and  justly  in  ceasing  to  appoint 
and  pay  this  officer,  for  he  knew  of  no 
ground  why  the  taxpayers  of  England 


1918 


Tumptks  Eoadi 


(Mat  1,  1882)        {South  Waiei)  Bill.        1914 


should  be  called  upon  to  pay  for  the  su- 
perintendeuoe  of  the  South  Wales  turn- 
pike roads.  He  did  not  believe  the  Bill 
would  entail  any  serious  burden  upon  the 
county  rates  of  South  Wales.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
C.  James)  had  hinted  that  the  County 
Eoads  Board  was  likely  to  make  a  job 
of  the  appointment ;  but  he  (Mr.  Hussey 
Vivian)  altogether  scouted  such  an  idea. 
The  County  Roads  Board  was  conducted 
with  the  greatest  possible  economy.  He 
had  served  on  the  Board  for  the  last  30 
years,  and  he  could  safely  say  that  every 
effort  was  made  to  reduce,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  working  expenses.  He  did 
trust  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  would 
press  the  present  measure,  and  that 
they  might  receive  the  benefits  of  its 
provisions  as  soon  as  possible.  He  be- 
lieved that  every  payment  they  were  now 
making  was  illegal.  He  knew  that  very 
considerable  doubt  existed  in  the  mind 
of  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Emlyn) 
as  to  what  happened  from  the  day 
the  Superintendent  ceased  to  have 
any  power;  and,  therefore,  the  House 
had  a  right  to  ask  the  Gbvemment  to 
press  forward  this  measure,  in  order  to 
place  the  County  Beads  Board  in  a 
legal  position.  He  was  convinced  that 
no  serious  charge  would  be  entailed 
upon  the  counties  of  South  Wales  in 
respect  to  the  measure. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hussey 
Vivian)  in  the  discussion  of  the  Bill ;  but 
desired  to  offer  to  the  hon.  Member,  and 
the  other  hon.  Members  from  Wales 
who  were  in  favour  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  his  sincere  sympathy  with  them 
at  the  disappointment  of  seeing  the 
hope,  which  they  must  have  entertained, 
frustrated  by  the  obstructive  Motion  of 
an  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  below  the 
Government  Gangway.  It  was  not  often 
that  the  Government  had  succeeded  in 
this  Session  of  Parliament  in  getting  a 
Bill  in  before  half-past  12  o'clock,  and 
it  did  seem  hard  that  the  fate  of  this 
measure  now  seemed  imperilled.  The 
Government  themselves  had  pressed  the 
third  reading,  and  everything  went  on 
smoothly  until  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Carmarthenshire  (Viscount 
Emlyn)  asked  a  question.  First  of  all, 
the  Government  by  that  system  of  dogged 
silence  which  they  had  used  on  certain 
occasions  tried  to  evade  answering  ques* 


tions;  and  when  they  were  obliged, 
by  the  observation  of  another  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  B.  H.  Paget)  to  answer  the 
question,  they  immediately  obstructed 
the  Bill. 

Sir  HARDINGE  GIFFARD  said, 
that,  although  not  a  Member  for  Wales, 
he  was  the  Chairman  of  the  Quartez 
Sessions  of  Carmarthenshire ;  and  he  was 
therefore  in  a  position  to  say  that  this 
was  a  matter  of  serious  interest  to  the 
ratepayers  of  that  county.  He  believed 
the  action  which  had  been  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  through  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
was  entirely  illegal ;  and  why  he  was 
desirous  of  saying  one  word  on  the 
adjournment  was  this — that  he  hoped 
that  before  the  Bill  again  came  on  for 
discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Dodson)  would  take  the  opportunity 
of  consulting  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  on  the  subject.  The  appointment 
of  this  officer  was  made  under  circum- 
stances with  which,  as  a  matter  of 
history,  they  were  most  of  them  familiar. 
It  arose  out  of  the  Rebecca  Riots ;  and 
Sir  James  Graham,  in  introducing  the 
Bill,  pointed  out  that  an  officer  should 
be  appointed  and  paid  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  it  should  be  his  duty  to 
take  care  that  the  state  of  confusion  in 
which  South  Wales  had  got,  by  reason 
of  non-attendance  to  the  repair  of  the 
roads,  should  in  future  be  rendered 
impossible.  In  Sir  James  Graham's 
speech  there  was  not  a  hint  that  the 
functions  of  that  officer  should  cease 
with  the  cessation  of  the  Government 
subvention.  The  Statute  said  that  the 
officer  might  be  dismissed,  and  another, 
or  two,  if  necessary,  be  appointed  in 
his  room  by  the  proper  authority — it 
was  then  the  Secretary  of  State,  it  was 
now  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  But  in  the  Statute  there 
was  not  the  smallest  hint  of  the  right  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  discontinue  the  office.  The 
sting  of  the  Bill  was  in  its  tail,  and  he 
confessed  that  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
sole  object  of  the  measure  was  to  shift 
upon  the  ratepayers  that  responsibility 
which,  in  1845,  Sir  James  Graham  said 
was  to  rest  on  the  Government — namely, 
the  payment  of  the  officer  in  question. 
He  hoped  that  when  the  Bill  was  again 
brought  on  for  consideration,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  be  fortified  with  the  opinions  of 
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the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown  as  to  the 
Government  action,  which  he  (Sir  Har- 
dinge  Giffard)  considered  ille^. 

Mb.  DUCKHAM  said,  that  £844  was 
the  amount  of  money  paid  from  the 
National  Exchequer.  On  reference  to 
the  Estimates  for  the  past  and  the  pre- 
sent year,  hon.  Gentlemen  would  find 
that  £850  was  set  down  as  the  salary  of 
the  Superintendent;  that  another  amount 
was  allowed  for  the  Superintendent's 
Clerk ;  another  amount  for  Offices ;  and 
a  further  amount  for  travelling  ex- 
penses, the  total  sum  being  what  he 
had  stated. 

ViscouwT  EMLYN  said,  that,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  was  unable 
to  give  them  any  information  as  to 
whether  they  would  get  any  assistance 
towards  the  maintenance  of  main  roads 
in  general,  he  should,  on  Thursday, 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  it  was  his  intention  to  extend 
to  South  Wales  the  same  assistance 
towards  the  maintenance  of  main  roads 
as  he  had  announced  he  intended  to 
extend  to  the  Scotch  main  roads  ? 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  if  the  noble 
Lord  did  put  such  a  question  to  the 
Premier,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would,  no  doubt,  refer  it  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  15th 
May. 

MILITIA    STOREHOUSES   BILL. 

(Mr,  Hasting*^  Sir  Matthew  Ridley.) 

[bill  116.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
alaked  if  the  Government  intended  to 
take  and  pay  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Militia  Storehouses  ?  There  were  many 
not  yet  taken  over,  and  great  inconve- 
nience was  resulting  to  the  different 
counties. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  be  the  best  person  to  answer 
such  a  question. 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To'tncrrow. 

Sir  Eardinge  Gifmrd 


EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

LEAVE.      FIRST   READING. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  I  beg  to  ask 
leave  to  introduce  a  Bill,  which  has 
been  twice  before  the  House,  dealing 
with  the  re-organization  of  the  Educa- 
tional Endowments  of  Scotland.  I  shall 
not,  at  this  late  hour,  detain  the  House 
more  than  two  or  three  minutes  in  ex- 
plaining the  change  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  Bill.  The  necessity  for  the 
measure  has  been  admitted  on  all  hands, 
and  it  has  not  made  progress  solely  on 
account  of  the  pressure  of  Business 
during  the  last  two  Sessions ;  but  within 
that  period  we  have  had  the  advantage 
of  ascertaining  the  views  of  Members 
of  this  House,  especially  of  Members 
from  Scotland,  and  of  the  Public  Bodies 
in  Scotland,  and  we  have  so  altered  the 
measure,  both  in  form  and  substance, 
that  we  hope  to  meet  the  circumstances 
of  Scotland  and  the  general  wishes  of 
the  people  of  Scotland.  The  present 
state  of  the  endowments  in  Scotland,  in 
many  respects,  strikingly  resembles  that 
which  existed  in  England  in  1869.  When 
the  Commission  reported  in  1875,  it  was 
shown  that  there  were  endowments  to 
the  extent  of  £175,000  a-year  which 
required  dealing  with.  It  is  believed 
that  they  have  since  increased  to 
£250,000  a-year,  and  in  the  City  of 
Glasgow  alone  the  dormant  endowments 
amount  to  something  like  £500,000 
sterling.  Well,  Sir,  in  their  present 
state,  many  of  these  endowments  are 
inoperative,  many  of  them  are  useless, 
on  account  of  being  applied  to  obsolete 
purposes;  some  are  too  close  and  too 
restricted  both  as  to  aims  and  objects ; 
and  in  the  case  of  others  the  Governing 
Bodies  are  inconvenient.  What  we  pro- 
pose is  not  to  change  the  class  of  bene- 
ficiaries, but  to  make  the  benefits  more 
suitable  and  more  adapted  to  the  pre- 
sent day,  to  provide  for  a  rise  from 
elementary  schools  to  technical  schools 
and  to  Universities,  to  help  the  School 
Board  to  secure  attendance  by  assisting 
the  class  above  the  pauper  class  in  ob- 
taining education,  and,  lastly,  to  help  to 
complete  the  educational  system  of  Soot- 
land  by  maintaining  that  high  standard 
of  education  which  \^  required  under  Sec- 
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tion  67  of  the  Scotch  Act  of  1872.  The 
Bill  is  altered,  as  I  have  said,  both  in 
form  and  substance ;  and  it  is  hoped 
that  it  will  be  more  clear  and  better 
adapted  for  its  purpose,  and  make  the 
procedure  more  direct ;  and  we  haye 
somewhat  enlarged  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 
We  have  attempted — and  I  hope  we  have 
succeeded  in  obtaining— a  fair  solution 
of  the  most  disputed  question — namely, 
that  of  the  GoTeming  Body.  The  Bill 
provides  for  maintaining  popular  repre- 
sentation, and  gives  that  representation 
a  preponderance  where  it  already  exists, 
admitting,  at  the  same  time,  the  elective 
element  as  in  school  boards.  The  Bill 
contains  45  clauses,  and  we  can  hardly 
hope  to  pass,  during  the  present  Session, 
a  Bill  of  such  dimensions  unless  we  have 
the  general  help  of  Scotch  Members.  I 
trust  that,  in  the  shape  in  which  we 
have  placed  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
it  will  commend  itself  to  Scotch  Mem- 
bers ;  that  any  Amendments  which  may 
be  necessary  will  not  be  Amendments  as 
to  principle,  but  as  to  form  and  practice, 
and  to  which  I  hope  we  shall  be  in  a 
position  to  give  effect.  I  beg  to  ask 
leave  to  introduce  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  re-organise  the  Educational 
Endowments  of  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Mundella,  The  Lobd 
Advocate,  and  Mr.  Soucitob  General 
for  Scotland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  147.] 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 

(no.    2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbbrt,  fiUl  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  City  and  Borough 
of  Bath,  the  Local  Government  District  of 
Brierlcy  Hill,  the  Borough  of  Burton-upon- 
Trent,  the  Rural  Sanitiuy  District  of  the 
Keighley  .Union,  the  Boroughs  of  Margate, 
Newhury,  and  Preston,  the  Town  of  Ramsgate, 
the  Borough  of  Saint  Helens,  and  the  Rural 
Sanitary  District  of  the  Settle  Union,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbert  and  Mr. 

DODSON. 

BULpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill!  45.] 
LOCAL     QOVERNMENT     (GAS)     PROYISIONAL 

order   bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  under  the  provisions  of  "  The  Gas  and 
Water  Works  Facfiities  Act,  1870,"  and  "  The 


PubUo  Health  Act,  1875,"  xelatine  to  the  Local 
Government  District  of  UppOT  Sedgley,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbert   and  Mr. 

DODSON. 

Bin  pretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  144.] 


COUNTY   COURTS    ACT   (1867)  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbnbt  H.  Fowler,  Bill 
to  amend  "The  County  Courts  Act,  1867," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Henrt  H. 
Fowler,  Mr.  Monk,  and  Mr.  Bbid. 

BillpresentedfOnd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

CIVIL    IMPRISONMENT   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  lleport  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  **  The  Fraudulent  Debtors  (Scotland) 
Bill,  1880,"  with  the  Evidence,  be  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  the  Civil  Imprison- 
ment (Scotland)  Bill. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
Tueedat/,  2nd  May,  1882. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bi-ll^— First  Reading— 
Commonable  Rights  *  (73). 

Second  Reading — Elementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Orders  Confirmation  (Finchley,  &c.)  ♦ 
(63) ;  Payment  of  Wages  in  Public  Houses 
Prohibition  (41). 

Committee  —  'Report  —  Local  Government  (Ire- 
land) Provisional  Orders  (Ballvmena,  &c.)* 
(67). 

OXFORD  AND  CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSI- 
TIES COMMISSION— LINCOLN  COL- 
LEGE (OXFORD)  STATUTES. 

OBSERVATIONS.      QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
lie  wished  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  a  Question 
of  which  he  had  g^yen  him  private  No- 
tice. The  right  rev.  Prelate  the  Bishop 
of  Lincoln  had  given  Notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  move,  on  the  12th  instant^ — 

^'That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  assent  from  a  portion  of  the  Statutes  which 
have  been  laid  upon  the  Table  relating  to  Lin- 
coln College,  Ojdord." 

The  Question  he  desired  to  ask  was, 
Whether  the  50th  clause  of  the  Uni- 
versity Act  of  1817  permitted  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  to  move  the  rejection 
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has  always  shown  in  difficult  times,  he 
left  at  the  option  of  Mr.  Gladstone  the 
particular  moment  at  which  that  resig- 
nation should  take  place.  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Marquess  stated  yesterday — 
and,  notwithstanding  the  omission  in 
the  Notice,  he  still  thinks  it  important 
to  know — what  are  the  reasons  for  that 
resignation  ?  I  have  some  doubts  whe- 
ther it  is  a  usual  course,  or  whether 
there  is  any  right  on  the  part  of  a 
Member  of  this  House  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  what  are  the  reasons 
why  any  one  of  their  Members  has  left 
them.  I  cannot  help  remembering  oir- 
oumstances  about  four  years  ago,  when 
Her  Majesty's  then  Ministry  found  the 
attempt  to  give  reasons  why  one  of 
their  Colleagues  left  their  body  was  not 
a  success.  I  certainly  do  not  think  it  is 
my  duty  to  give  the  reasons  that  have 
operated  in  this  case ;  but,  as  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  (Earl  Oowper)  will  not 
object,  I  will  go  so  far  as  to  say — and  I 
think  it  will  be  satisfactory  for  the  noble 
Marquess  to  know — that  the  resignation 
of  my  noble  Friend  was  not  founded  on 
any  difiPerence  as  to  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  My  Lords,  I 
have  another  announcement  to  make, 
which  is  one  that  is  very  painful  indeed 
to  me  and  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  and  as  it  is  a  fact  of  importance, 
I  ought  to  bring  it  before  your  Lordships 
immediately.  It  is  that  Mr.  Forster, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  has 
also  resigned.  With  regard  to  the  noble 
Earl  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
(Earl  Spencer),  I  have  to  say  that  Her 
Majesty  has  been  advised  to  appoint 
him  as  the  Successor  to  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Cowper).  The  noble  Marquess 
to-day,  as  he  did  yesterday,  found  fault 
with  the  combination  that  has  been 
made;  and,  yesterday,  he  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  the  fact  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenancy had  been  placed  in  commendam  f 
I  beg  to  say  that  that  phrase,  if  it  can 
be  correctly  applied  at  all  in  this  case, 
does  most  certainly  not  apply  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenancy,  but  rather  to  the 
Presidency  of  the  Council.  I  trust  that 
the  Council  will  not  suffer  during  the 
time  that  this  arrangement  will  last, 
and  that  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  whose  Office  the  House,  in 
common  with  myself,  often  thought  is 
a  great  advantage  to  the  Cabinet,  will 
be  enabled  to  assume  the  work  of  an 
Office  which,   although  it  has  greatly 
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increased  of  late  years,  is  not  the 
hardest  work  of  the  Departments  of 
the  Government.  The  noble  Marquess 
asks  what  inference  is  to  be  drawn  from 
this?  The  inference  is  a  very  simple 
one.  I  suppose  that  nobody  will  deny 
the  very  critical  state  of  Ireland  at  this 
moment;  and  we  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  person  who  should  succeed  to 
the  post  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
not  only  have  personal  qualities,  but 
should  be  clothed  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible authority  ;  and  I  know  of  no  way 
in  which  that  authority  can  be  better 
sustained  than  by  the  appointment  of  a 
Cabinet  Minister  who  has  been  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  the  views  of  the 
Cabinet  during  the  past  two  years,  and 
is,  therefore,  best  qualified  to  fill  this 
most  important  Office.  But  the  noble 
Marquess  says  that  is  an  unprecedented 
combination 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  : 
The  word  I  used  was  **  incompatible." 
There  was  a  precedent  in  1708. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  Well,  the  other 
day  I  quoted  a  remark  of  Lord  John 
HusseU's,  to  the  effect  that  if  you  could 
quote  a  precedent  from  the  days  of 
Queen  Elizabeth  •  it  was  a  most  invalu- 
able resource.  But  I  think,  if  it  were 
necessary,  I  could  quote  a  later  prece- 
dent, when  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  occupied  both  positions,  not  pro- 
visionally, but  for  a  considerable  time. 
The  noble  Marquess  asks  me  whether 
there  is  any  fresh  policy — I  think  he 
expressly  used  the  word — intended  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government? 
My  Lords,  we  have  no  fresh  policy.  We 
are  acting  entirely  in  harmony,  as  we 
believe,  with  the  principles  that  have 
guided  us  up  to  this  present  time.  We 
have  certain  administrative  measures 
and  certain  legislative  measures  in 
our  view.  My  Lords,  it  has  been  said 
that  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Pro- 
perty Bill  has  been  a  failure.  That  is 
not  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. We  believe  that  in  a  very 
important  crisis  that  Act  has  been  of 
great  use,  especially  in  one  particu- 
lar— namely,  m  enabling  the  Govern- 
ment to  counteract  a  most  formidable 
agitation  against  rent.  That  Act  will 
be  in  existence  some  months  longer. 
But  at  the  present  time,  and  as  now  ad- 
vised, it  is  not  our  intention  to  ask  Par- 
liament to  renew  the  Act  as  it  stands. 
At  this  moment  the   Government    are 
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oarefally  oonsiderinff  a  meamire  designed 
for  the  purpose  of  strengthening  the 
means  of  the  administration  of  justice, 
and  to  protect  the  lives  and  property  of 
private  persons.  As  soon  as  the  neces- 
sary Business  in  the  House  of  Commons 
will  permit,  that  measure  will  be  intro- 
duced, and  no  other  legislation  except, 
perhaps,  some  of  a  financial  character, 
will  be  allowed  to  come  on  before  it  is 
advanced  or  completed.  My  Lords,  if 
the  existence  of  secret  societies,  taken 
in  connection  with  the  number  of  those 
societies,  shall  create  a  necessity,  we 
shall  apply  the  provisions  of  the  Protec- 
tion of  Person  and  Property  Act  to  those 
societies,  and  we  shall  propose  to  renew 
the  Act  as  far  as  those  provisions  are 
concerned ;  and  also  ask  for  such  other 
powers  as  may  be  thought  necessary  for 
the  occasion.  One  administrative  mea- 
sure which  has  been  decided  upon,  but 
which  has  not  been  acted  on,  is  of  great 
importance.  It  was  the  very  painful 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
imprison  not  only  many  persons  of  dif- 
ferent classes,  but  also  three  Members 
of  Parliament  during  a  longtime.  They 
did  it  under  a  sense  of  grave  responsi- 
bility. They  believed  it  was  necessary 
to  do  so,  not  as  penal  measure,  but  as  a 
measure  of  protection,  in  order  to  secure 
the  safety  of  the  public  at  large,  and  the 
maintenance  of  order  in  Ireland.  Acting 
under  the  same  g^ave  sense  of  responsi- 
bility, in  the  same  way,  and  with  exactly 
the  same  object  in  view,  they  have  now 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  it  is  no  longer  desirable  to 
keep  these  three  Members  in  prison;  and 
an  examination  of  other  cases  will  im- 
mediately take  place,  though  not  as  re- 
fards  those  who  have  committed  crimes, 
may  now,  my  Lords,  advert  to  another 
point — with  regard  to  legislation.  Your 
Lordships  are  aware  that  the  Land  Act 
does  not  deal  with  the  question  of  ar- 
rears, which  is  an  important,  although 
a  provisional,  question.  Then  there  are 
also  what  are  popularly  known  as  the 
'*  Bright  Clauses"  of  that  Act.  On  both 
those  subjects  the  Act  will  require  re- 
vision, and  with  regard  to  them  a  de- 
tailed statement  will  be  made  in  Parlia- 
ment at  an  early  date. 

The  Makqtjess  of  SALISBUEY: 
Against  one,  at  least,  of  those  three 
Gentlemen  who  are  to  be  released — Mr. 
Pamell — there  is  a  warrant  that  he  is 
suspected  of  treasonable  practices.     I 
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suppose  that  that  statement  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  prepared  to  with* 
draw,  if  they  are  going  to  release  them  ? 
I  also  wish  to  ask  whether  the  prisoner 
at  Portland  is  to  be  released  as  well  as 
the  prisoners  at  Kilmainham  ? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  I  must  trouble 
the  noble  Marquess  to  give  me  Notice 
of  the  Question. 

The  Makqtjess  of  SALISBURY :  The 
noble  Earl  proffered  the  information  as 
to  the  ''suspects,"  and  my  Question  is 
entirely  germane  to  the  information  that 
he  has  given  us. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  beg  the  noble 
Marquess's  pardon ;  he  is  under  a  mis- 
take.  It  is  quite  distinct.  The  prisoner 
at  Portland  is  not  imprisoned  under  the 
same  Act.  In  the  one  case  persons  are 
imprisoned  under  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  in  the  other  the  prisoner  is  confined 
under  tioket-of-leave. 

The  Earl  OF  CARNARVON :  There 
is  one  Question  which  I  wish  to  ask — 
namely,  Whether  or  not  the  noble  Earl 
is  prepared  to  tell  the  House  the  reasons 
that  have  induced  the  resignation  of 
Mr.  Forster  ?  If  he  is  not  prepared  to 
go  so  far  as  that,  whether  ho  is  prepared 
to  reiterate  the  statement  which  he  just 
now  made  in  the  case  of  my  noble 
Friend  opposite  (Earl  Cowper),  that  the 
resigpiation  did  not  proceed  from  dif- 
ference of  opinion  with  his  Colleagues? 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  certainly  am 
not  prepared  to  answer  the  noble  Earl's 
Question,  which  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
singularly  unusual  one.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  proper 
method  will  be  taken  to  obtain  Her 
Majesty's  permission  to  give  the  reasons 
which  prompted  him  to  take  the  course 
he  has  done — painful  to  himself  as  well 
as  to  his  associates. 

Viscount  POWERSCOURT  said,  he 
should  not  wish  to  let  this  occasion  pass 
without  bearing  tribute  to  the  great  tact 
and  temper  shown  by  his  Excellency 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  in  a  time 
of  unparalleled  anxiety  and  difficulty.  He 
trusted  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  continue  to  pursue  the  course  upon 
which  they  had  entered,  and  that  no- 
thing would  turn  them  from  the  path  of 
the  redressing  of  grievances  and  the 
conciliation  of  the  Insh  people. 

[Subject  dropped.] 
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thus  obtain  back  a  coDsiderable  portion 
of  their  hard-earned  wages.  He  pro- 
X)08ed  by  the  Bill  that  the  payment  of 
wages  in  a  public-house  should  be  pro- 
hibited by  inflicting  a  penalty  of  £10 
for  each  offence,  and  that  all  offences 
and  penalties  might  be  recoyered  by  any 
person  under  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Acts.  He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
allow  the  Bill,  which  was  a  step  in  the 
right  direction;  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  that  the  Goyemment  would 
assist  the  passing  of  the  measure  in  the 
House  of  Commons. 


PAYMENT  OF  WAGES  IN  PUBLIC 
HOUSES  PROHIBITION  BILL. 

{Th4  Earl  Stanhope.) 
(no.   41.)      SECOND   BEADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Eael  STANHOPE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  a  custom  existed  with  many  mana- 
gers to  pay  their  workmen  their  wages 
at  a  public-house,  and  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  prohibit  such  a  practice.  He 
believed  that  such  a  proceeding  was  at- 
tended with  very  bad  results,  and  that 
workmen  were  thereby  induced  to  spend 
a  considerable  part  of  their  wages  as 
soon  as  they  had  earned  them  in  treating 
their  companions,  or  were  morally  bound 
to  spend  some  portion  of  them  for  the 
''  good  of  the  house,"  as  it  was  called. 
He  had  heard  of  instances  of  people 
being  paid  their  waees  and  remaining 
in  a  drunken  state  all  through  Saturday 
night  and  all  day  Sunday  in  the  licensed 
house ;  and  of  cases  where  the  landlords 
had  admitted  that,  after  closing,  they 
had  found  large  sums  of  money,  some- 
times as  much  as  £5,  lying  under  the 
counter,  which  had  been  literally  thrown 
away  by  people  who  had  lost  their 
reason  through  drink.  The  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Intomperance,  which  con- 
sidered the  whole  subject  in  1878,  had 
taken  much  evidence  and  made  an  ela- 
borate Eeport.  Though  their  Lord8hu)s' 
Committee  had  not  made  a  special  Ke- 
port  on  this  particular  branch  of  the 
subject,  he  found  the  following  para- 
graph in  page  32  of  their  Report : — 

«  Almost  all  the  vitnesses  concurred  in  ex- 
pressing their  belief  that  by  far  the  g^reatest 
amount  of  drunkenness  occurs  on  the  evening  of 
Saturday,  that  being  the  day  on  which  wages 
are  usually  paid,  and  when  the  men,  by  leaving 
off  work  at  an  earlier  hour,  have  more  leisure 
and  opportunity  for  indulging  in  drink." 

When  wages  are  paid  in  public-houses 
— as  was  so  frequently  the  ca^e — this 
fact  was  doubly  true.  The  Mersey  Dock 
Managers  had  in  February  last  issued  a 
circular  against  paying  their  stevedores 
in  public-houses.  iBrickmakers  were  ac- 
customed to  pay  their  gangs  in  public- 
houses;  and  it  had  come  to  his  know- 
ledge that  certain  brickmakers  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Portsmouth  had  ob- 
tained licences  and  opened  houses  for 
the  puipose  of  paying  their  men  in  these 
public-houses;  knowing  that  they  would 


Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
— (  The  Earl  Stanhope. ) 

The  Eakl  op  EOSEBEEY  said,  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Stanhope)  seemed  to 
be  under  the  impression  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  be  able  to 
take  charge  of  this  Bill  in  the  House 
of  Conunons ;  but  he  could  not  be 
aware  of  the  state  of  things  in  that 
House,  if  he  believed  the  Government 
were  in  a  position  to  give  disinterested 
and  philanthropic  assistance  to  Bills 
other  than  their  own.  Therefore,  while 
he  would  not  oppose  the  measure,  he 
could  not,  on  their  behalf,  undertake 
that  they  should  assist  in  its  progress 
through  the  other  House.  It  must  be 
obvious  to  him  that  the  state  of  Public 
Business  in  that  House  was  such  that 
the  Government  had  more  than  enough 
to  do  with  their  own  measures,  without 
taking  upon  themselves  to  assist  Private 
Bills  of  that  kind.  His  noble  Kelative  had 
described  the  Bill  as  a  step  in  the  right 
direction.  He  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery) 
was  not  quite  sure  that  this  was  the  case. 
He  would  have  been  glad  if  the  time 
for  Bills  of  that  kind  had  passed  away. 
It  did  seem  strange  that  at  a  time  when 
the  power  of  combination  was  so  well 
understood  by  the  working  classes,  and 
had  been  in  one  or  two  directions 
exerted  so  successfully,  a  Bill  of  this 
nature  should  be  needed.  The  consi- 
derations, however,  which  his  noble  Ee- 
lative  had  brought  forward  could  not  fail 
to  have  weight,  especially  as  the  noble 
Earl  had  alluded,  he  believed,  to  the 
case  of  brickfields,  which  was  a  glaring 
instance  of  this  practice.  He  confessed 
he  would  have  been  glad  if  the  Bill  had 
been  preceded  by  some  such  full  and 
careful  inquiry  as  had  preceded  the 
Mines  Eegulation  Act;  but  he  consi- 
dered the  measure  to  be  an  undoubted 
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improyement  on  the  ezietiiig  state  of 
things,  and  for  that  reason,  as  represent- 
ing the  Home  Office,  he  should  not 
oppose  the  second  reading. 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBUEY  said, 
he  warmly  supported  the  Bill.  He  had 
himself  carriea  the  same  provision  in 
the  Mines  and  Collieries  Act,  passed 
many  years  ago,  and  he  could  bear 
testimony  to  the  good  working  of  the 
Acts  in  force  with  regard  to  the  pay- 
ment of  wages  by  the  large  mining  and 
manufacturing  bodies  throughout  the 
country.  They  paid  wages  in  their  own 
offices ;  but  the  smaller  employers  of 
labour  did  not,  they  paid  the  wages 
due  at  certain  public-houses,  and  the  men 
were  unfortunately  compelled  to  receive 
their  wages  there.  Sometimes  they  were 
kept  waiting  so  long  for  their  money 
that  the  temptation  to  imbibe  strong 
drinks  became  greater,  and  by  the  time 
the  wages  arrived  they  were  all  spent, 
and  the  poor  men  were  left  without  any 
to  take  home  for  their  wives  and  fami- 
lies. He  knew  himself  that  in  the  case 
of  lightermen  the  men  were  told  to  go 
to  a  public-house  to  receive  their  wages 
at  6  o'clock  on  Saturday  evening,  and 
were  kept  waiting  until,  perhaps,  mid- 
night, spending  in  the  meantime  a  large 
portion  of  their  earnings.  He  did  not 
think  that  their  Lordships  could  confer  a 
greater  boon  upon  the  working  classes 
of  the  country  than  that  which  the  Bill 
proposed  to  g^ve  them. 

The  Bishop  op  CARLISLE,  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Intempe- 
rance, thought  that  an  apology  was  due 
for  the  omission  of  this  subject  from 
their  Beport ;  it  had  not  been  brought 
strongly  under  their  notice.  He  believed, 
however,  that  the  measure  would  be 
received  with  great  satisfaction  through- 
out the  country. 

LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
also  supported  the  Bill,  and  said,  that 
even  if,  as  the  noble  Earl  who  repre- 
sented the  Home  Office  had  said,  that 
working  men  were  indifferent  to  this 
Bill,  that  would  not  be  the  case  with 
their  wives,  who  would  be  grateful  for 
it.  He  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  re -consider  what  he  had  said 
about  Government  not  being  able  to 
undertake  to  assist  its  progress.  The  I 
noble  Earl,  in  saying  that  Government 
could  hardly  get  its  own  Bills  passed, 
seemed  to  think  that  he  was  in  **  an- 
other place,"  and  was  making  a  speech 

TAs  Earl  ofjRotehert/ 


in  behalf  of  the  eldture,  which  was  of 
no  use  here. 

Motion  agr$ed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  commitUd  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  16M 
imtant. 

HooM  adioomed  at  Five  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  Quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


^^•t^^^^^^^m^t^^^^m 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ISuiday,  2nd  May,  1882. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

MINUTES.]  —  Public  ^UAA—Ordend^Fint 
Reading — Sunday  Closing  (Ireland)  *  [148]. 

Sieond  Reading — Gbis  Provitional  Orders  *  [136] ; 
Indosure  (Arkledde)  Provimonal  Order* 
[128];  Indosure  (Bettws  Disaerth)  Proyi- 
Bional Order*  [127] ;  Indosure  (Ce&i  Drawen) 
Provisional  Otder*  [126];  Local  Oovem- 
ment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order*  [138]; 
Water  Provisional  Orders  •  [136]. 

Committn — Munidi>al  Oorporations  {r$»cowim)  * 
[113]  —  B.P. ;  Distress  Amendment  [73]  — 
B.r. ;  Metropolis  Management  and  Building 
Acts  Amendment  [107] — r.p. 

Third  Reading  ^mmxL  Storehouses*  [116]; 
Places  of  Worship  Sites*  [97],  andprneeed. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

STATE   OF   IRELAND— DISTURBANCES 
IN  BALLINTUBBER. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
K  he  can  state  what  outrages  or  disturb- 
ance have  taken  place  in  the  parish  of 
Ballintubber,  county  Mayo,  recently; 
whether  it  is  true  that  tne  attempt  on 
the  life  of  Mi.  C.  Crotty  was  made  some 
ten  or  twelve  years  ago ;  whether  there 
has  been  any  such  subsequent  attempt ; 
whether  Mr.  Grotty  was  under  poHoe 
protection  so  far  back  as  ten  or  twelve 
years  ago,  and  had  a  police  barrack 
built  within  a  few  yards  of  his  house ; 
and,  whether  such  protection  has  ever 
been  withdrawn ;  and,  if  so,  what  was 
the  date  of  its  renewal  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  Sir,  I  have 
telegraphed  for  information  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  have  not  yet  received  a  reply. 

Mb.  HEALY :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  a^are  that  this  Question  arisen 
out  of  a  prievouB  statement  made  by  him. 
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PROTECTION  OF  PBH80N  AND  PRO. 
PERTT  aBELAND)  ACT,  1881— RE- 
LEASE OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 
Me.  O'CONNOR  POWER  aaked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Ijord  LieutenBnt 
of  Ireland,  If  there  is  any  reason  for  the 
further  detention  of  Mr.  Edward  Slerin, 
of  Ballinrobe,  county  Mayo,  who  haa 
been  imprisoned  for  thirteen  months 
under  the  Coercion  Act ;  whether  there 
IB  any  reason  for  the  further  detention 
of  Mr.  Thomae  Dunleavy,  of  Kilmovee, 
county  Mayo,  who  has  been  impriaoned 
as  a  suspect  since  the  23rd  of  Novem- 
ber 1831;  whether  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  releasing  Mr.  Martin 
King,  a  suspect  imprisoned  in  Ennia- 
kiilen,  or  give  him  an  opportunity,  ac- 
cording to  the  ordinary  process  of  Law, 
of  meeting  the  charge  alleged  against 
him ;  whether  the  time  has  not  come 
when  Mr.  John  McCarthy,  of  Loughrea, 
who  has  been  detained  for  more  than 
flight  months  as  a  suspect,  may  be  re- 
leased ;  whether  Mr.  Edward  Connor, 
of  Ballymore,  county  Boscommon,  who 
haa  been  detained  for  the  past  five 
months  as  a  suspect  in  Qalway  Prison, 
may  now  be  released ;  whether  ha  will 
give  the  House  a  statement  of  the  di- 
mensions of  the  cell  which  Mr.  Connor 
has  been  forced  to  occupy  during  that 
time ;  and,  whether  the  cell  is  so  small 
and  dark  as  to  hare  injuriously  affected 
Mr.  Connor's  sight  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  TORSTER  ;  The  hon. 
Member  asks  me  Questions  as  to  several 
prisoners,  and  I  have  to  say  that  their 
oases  have  all  been  considered,  but  up 
fo  the  present  time  I  have  not  been  able 
to  recommend  to  his  Excellency  the  re- 
lease of  any  of  them.  With  respect  to 
Mr.  Connor,  of  Ballymore,  Roscommon, 
I  have  made  inquiries,  and  find  that  be 
occupies  a  cell  in  Oalway  Prison  mea- 
suring 1 7  feet  long  by  8  feet  wide.  The 
medical  officer  certifies  that  be  can  find 
nothing  wrong  with  Mr.  Connor's  eyes, 
and  that,  if  his  sight  is  defective,  it  must 
have  been  so  before  his  admission  to  the 
prison. 

MINES  (COAL)  REGULATION  ACT,  1873- 
ABIIAM  COLLIERY  EXPLOSION. 
Mk.  BURT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  haa  been  called  to  the  verdict 
of  the  coroner's  jury  in  the  Abram  Col- 


liery explosion,  and  to  the  report  of  Mr. 
f  oung,  who  represented  the  Home  Office 
at  the  in^iry ;  whether  he  has  noticed 
diat  Mr.  Toung  complains  of  the  tin- 
«atisf  actory  nature  of  some  of  the  special 
rules  at  the  Colliery,  and  makes  the  fol- 
lowing statement : — 

"  Having  beard  the  vhole  evidence,  I  feel 
bound  to  atate  that,  ia  my  opiniOQ,  a  nmilar 
(iploaion  may  occur  at  any  time,  Mid  will  occur 
almost  certainly  if  another  outbnnt  of  gai  takea 
place  when  the  men  are  at  work.  I  quite 
ooucuT  irith  the  jury  an  to  the  unntisfactory 
fharacter  of  the  regulationB  at  the  Colliery  in 
lueatioD  with  regard  to  the  lampB  generally, 
md  especially  to  the  re- lighting  of  lampi  whidi 
luiTe  been  accidentoUy  extinguiished ; ' ' 

and,  whether,  considering  the  fiery  na- 
ture of  the  seams  in  the  locality,  he  hat 
instructed,  or,  if  not,  he  will  instruct  the 
inspector  of  mines  for  the  district  to  urge 
-Jiat  the  Mines  Regulation  Act  be  strictly 
anforced,  and  that  every  possible  pre- 
iiautioa  be  taken  to  insure  the  safe 
working  of  the  Colliery  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOTJET,  in 
ivply,  said,  that  he  had  seen  Mr.  Young's 
Report,  and  that  instructions  such  ae 
those  suggested  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  would  be  sent  to  the  District 
Inspector  of  Mines. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— THE  GOVERNOR 
OF  LIMERICK  PRISON. 

Mk.  O'SITLLTVAN  asked  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire> 
land,  Whether  there  have  been  nume- 
rous complaints  made  from  time  to  time 
against  Mr.  Egan,  the  governor  of  the 
County  Limerick  Prison,  regarding  the 
treatment  of  untried  prisoners  under  his 
charge ;  whether  he  has  been  repri- 
manded on  more  than  one  occasion  by 
the  prison  authorities  ;  and,  whether  His 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  con- 
tinue this  officer  in  so  responsible  a  pos^ 
tion? 

Mh.  W.  E.  FOESTER  asked  to  have 
the  Queetion  postponed  till  Thursday,  as 
he  had  not  yet  received  an  answer  to  his 
inquiries  on  the  subject. 

Ma.  HEALY :  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  any  objection  to  publish 
ae  a.  Parliamentary  Paper  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  in  the  aame  way  as  the 
letter  of  Captain  Barlow  hu  been  pnb- 
lisbed? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Qentleman  to  give  Notice  of 
the  Question. 
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LANDLOHD  AND  TENANT  (lEELAND)— 
THE  MARQUESS  OF  ELTS  ESTATE- 
INTERFERENCE  OF  THE  POLICE. 
Mk.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true,  aa  stated  in  the 
"Freeman's  Journal"   of    2Bth  April, 
that,  ua  the  prerious  day,  the  tenants  of 
the  Harquia  of  Elj  to  the  number  of 
200  aasembled  at  Fethard,  county  Wex- 


lOOHHONS]         Cltfftrd  lAtfi,  R.M.       1933 

Eiurpoae  of  being  trained  with  the  B^n- 
ora  and  Militia,  in  the  aame  mAnaer  aa 
ia  done  at  Aldershot  f 

Mb.  CHILDEB8:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  regret  that  I  cannot  at 
present  hold  out  any  hope  to  him  of 
establishing  a  camp  in  Scotland  at  which 
Sootoh  Tolunteeta  and  Militia  oould  be 
trained  with  the  Begnlars  as  at  Aider- 
shot.  But  we  are  now  considering  how 
to  utilize  tlie  ground   purchased  for  a 


ford,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a  tactical  station  at  Strensall,  in  the  North 
dicular  received  from  their  landlord ;  I  of  England,  and  next  year  I  may  be 
whether  the  meeting  was  attended  by  :  able  to  make   some  communication  to 


two  members  of  the  Constabulary  force 
who  refused  to  leave  when  requested  to 
do  so;  whether  the  meeting  iu  conse- 
quence broke  up  without  conndering  the 
propositions  for  a  settlement  which  were 
to  have  been  submitted ;  and,  whether 
the  action  of  the  police  had  his  ap- 
proTalf 

"   .  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  Tea,  Sir,  1 


the  House  on  this  subject. 


IBEI.AND— UR.  CLIFFORD  LLOTD,  R.1L 
— CmCUI,AR  BY  THE  INSPECTDB  OF 
POLICE,  CO.  CLARE. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  can  yet  laynpon  the  Table  a  Copy 
.,,.      ,,,.  ,        . .        .of  the  coounnnication  which  has  been 

^i'i"^?^_*!^A."""^*°I..^i?!^>'^e  to  *»>«  Sub  -  Inspectors    of    the 


—about  200— on  the  estate  of  the  Mar- 


quew  of  l!Jy  aasembled  at  l-etbara.  -.^^  ^^  tte  4th  of  Maiih  by  County 
County  Wexford,  on  the  27th  ultimo,  i,,.^,  g^tf, ;  whether  he  wiU  now 
faepohMwerenotsenttlutherm^the|        '^j^t  ^^^  ^^^  I^j^    EiecatiTO 


itertenng  witn  tno  •""^"g j  '  proposes  to  take  with  regard  to  County 
but  It  was  neceesary  that  a  few^o»l'l  tnsSector  Smith ;  and,  iJ^ether  a  simihir 
bepre6ent,aiitwMbebeTedadifierence    ^^^^  ^  ^^^^  -^^^  -^    C^^t^  I^. 

nt  nnininn    BTiBtdd   nmnnc   the  tananta.  ,        n     ...  -r  ■  '  .< 


ot  opuuoi.  .X1.MJ  among  me  MMnjs,  ^^^  3^^,  ^„  i«nrf  m  .oj  oUi« 

whiii  might  l«>d  to  •  brradi  of  th.  ^^^  j     j^,  ^^^  Memboi  liUo  uktd 

P*?5^'    ^.^.^..n-.n      mL       ■  L.  ..  if  Coanty  Inipoctor  Smith  wM  the  aam, 

lU.    EEDMOND:    The  nght  hon.  „„,!.„;„  whVZm.H™.. 


Gentleman  has  not  answered  that  part 


gentleman  who,  some  time  ago,  in  conse- 


Uenueman  bas  not  anawerea  mat  pan  -^^  ^f  auspicioua  misc^ndnot,  had 
of  my  Question  asking  whether  the  g^en  removed  from  the  County  Down  ? 
meeting  broke  up  in  conaequenoe  of  the  jj^  ^  g  FOESTEE :  Sir,  I  cannot 
pr«jenoeofthe™b«?  answer  this  Question  without  appealing 

,  .""■  J^-  ?•  '^^j  rl'  V  ^"  totheHouaeaatotheunfaimeiaof  SS 
tainly  the  pohco  did  not  break  up  the  ^^^  Member  imputing  misoonduct  with- 
meetmg.  ^  ^^  giving  Notice  that  the  statement 

would  be  made,  and  thereby  conveying 
an   erroneous  impression,  without  my 
_,,,.„  ,  ,  being  able  to  answer  the   QneetioB  at 

Ma.  GRANT  asked  the  Secretaty  of  the  Ume.  I  am  only  to-day  abU  to  read 
Sute  for  War,  ^hether,  considermg  the  Minute  which  I  have  signed,  after 
the  advantages  enjoyed  by  the  Volun-  ftjj  consultation  with  his  ExoeUenc^,  in 
teers  in  the  Metropolis  and  the  South  of  otAtft  that  it  might  be  communicated  to 
England   in   the   way  of   facilities  for    the  Inspector  General  of  the  Boymllriah 

tnuaing  along  with  the  troops  of  the    Oonstaottlary 

r^rular  army  in  camps  of  instruction,  ........  .    . 

v_ : 1j  „fl!„_r  I ;ii -J "The  Lord  I^mtaiaiit  dcBiraa  ma  to  mfonB 

by  experienced  officers,  he  will  consider    ^^  ^    ,y^  j^  ^^^  of  th.  ob- 

the  desirability  of  estendmg  those  ad-    je«inviewinUkeiiMtnicti™.£BnedonM»idil 

vantages  to  theTolunteeraof  the  North,     to  the  Iiupectorimds'jtrarGoouDuid — tUtUtH, 

bj  the  estabh&hment  of  a  camp  of  in-     '  '  ....  ■..  - 

struction  of  a  penuanent  character  ii 

aome  locality  in  the  South  of  Scotland^ 

to  which  the  Volunteers  of  Scotland  and    £^  S^^iSSom' 


wfat  J  of  Ur.  Cliffud 
Lloyd  in  tlie  iluchuga  of  dntiea  expo«ui)E  hioi 
to  immiiivt  danf^,  hia  Exc^ltttCT*  munt  ftx- 
[Bvaa  his  dnapproral  of  tha  tenni  in  whitl 
theae  initnictioDi  wa  nnTojed.  They  mi|U 
tbe  North  of  En^and  may  resort  for  the    bo  ripi<o«m1  to  aoggMt,  thoo^  hk  EicaUeocy 


idss 


JLaw  and 


in  confident  that  they  were  not  intended  to  do 
80,  the  use  of  fireanna  without  reasonable  appre- 
hension of  imminent  danger  to  the  person  under 
protection;  and,  his  Excellency  adds,  should 
such  use  of  firearms  result  in  killing  any  per- 
son, no  assumption  of  responsibility  on  the  part 
of  the  County  Inspector  can  confer  any  immu- 
nity on  the  constable  who  so  uses  his  weapon. 
You  will,  therefore,  withdraw  the  instructions, 
and  admonish  County  Inspector  Smith  to  use 
greater  care  in  future/' 

I  may  add  that  it  is  not  correct  to 
speak  of  these  instructions  as  a  Circular 
at  all.  These  instructions  were  private 
and  confidential  instructions  sent  to  the 
Sub-Inspector,  and  no  similar  instruc- 
tions were  issued  in  any  other  county. 
The  County  Inspector  of  Limerick  had, 
indeed,  issued  instructions  to  the  Sub- 
Inspectors  to  take  care  and  give  full 
protection  to  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  they  were  not  to  make 
any  unnecessary  display  in  doing  so. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Does  the 
Government  intend  to  retain  County 
Inspector  Smith  in  office  in  the  county 
where  these  private  and  confidential  in- 
structions were  issued  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  We  do  not 
consider  that  it  is  necessary  to  remove 
him  in  consequence  of  these  instruc- 
tions. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  since  County 
Inspector  Smith  received  the  reprimand 
he  has  gone  about  the  district  bragging 
that  he  does  not  care  one  pin  about  it  or 
the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  do  not 
believe  that  statement. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
h&s  not  put  a  Question  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  has  made  a  statement 
which  is  quite  irregular. 

Mb.  REDMOND  wished  to  know  how 
it  happened  that  Inspector  Smith's  in- 
structions were  issued  without  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Inspector  General  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that,  un- 
doubtedly. County  Inspector  Smith  made 
a  mistake  in  that  matter.  He  was  not 
now  justifying  the  terms  of  these  instruc- 
tions ;  but  it  was  not  an  unnatural  mis- 
take that  he  made,  because  instructions 
were  sent  to  him,  and  also  to  the  County 
Inspector  in  Limerick,  to  issue  to  their 
Sub-Inspectors  a  particular  caution  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  and  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  no  doubt  that 
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County  Inspector  Smith  thought  he  was 
merely  carrying  them  out,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  was  not  necessary  for  him 
to  send  the  particular  wording  to  the 
Inspector  General.  He  was  not  aware 
of  other  cases  with  regard  to  the  Con- 
stabulary in  which  a  similar  mistake  had 
been  made. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  must,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  give  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  submit  a  Motion  calling 
for  the  removal  of  County  Inspector 
Smith. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— THE 

MAGISTRACY— SUMMAJtY 

JURISDICTION. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  it  is  now 
becoming  a  common  practice  with  some 
magistrates  in  Ireland  to  exercise  sum- 
mary jurisdiction,  and  sentence  persons 
to  imprisonment  either  immediately  after 
arrest  upon  a  warrant,  or  arrest  without 
a  warrant,  although  the  Law  in  these 
cases  as  laid  down  in  the  Petty  Sessions 
Act,  14  and  15  Yic.  c.  93,  s.  11,  provides 
that — 

''In  all  cases  of  summary  jurisdiction  the 
justices  shall  issue  a  summons  requiring  the 
defendant  to  appear  and  answer  the  com- 
plaint;" 

whether  it  is  also  becoming  the  practice 
of  some  magistrates  to  refuse  applica- 
tions by  the  defendant  for  adjournment 
to  allow  them  to  prepare  defence,  obtain 
legal  assistance,  and  subpoena  witnesses, 
although  the  Petty  Sessions  Act  provides 
(c.  93,  s.  9,  Clause  I )  that  the  defendant 
shall  have  the  right  to  have  witnesses 
examined  or  cross-examined  by  counsel 
or  attorney,  and  (s.  3),  that  the  sum- 
mons should  be  served  a  reasonable 
time  before  the  hearing  of  the  complaint 
(ten  days  or  a  fortnight  being  the  usual 
time);  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  take  any  steps  to  point  out  to  Irish 
magistrates  the  duty  of  complying  with 
the  Law  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson),  in 
reply,  said,  that  neither  he  nor  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  aware  of  the  exist- 
ence of  any  such  practices  as  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  in  his  Question. 
He  would,  however,  make  inquiries  if 
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the  hon.  Member  would  ipeoify  any  in- 
■tanoes  of  this  sort  of  practices,  or  would 
commonicate  with  him  privately. 


(^hmmIi)  Atti. 
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CEIME  (IRELAND)  — ARSON. 

Ma.  SIDNEY  HERBERT  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  hia  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  statement  in  the 
"  Times  "  of  the  Ist  instant : — 

"  The  sub-officea  and  haggard  of  Jeramiah 
Doherty,  a  tenant  on  tha  eatato  of  Mr.  N. 
Buckley,  near  MitchelBtown,  were  destrojed  by 
fire  a  few  nighta  ago.  Seven  young  pigs  were 
loat  in  the  flames,  and  a  brood  mare  waa  rescued 
with  difficulty.  Doherty  waa  iuspectedof  having 

Sid  his  rent.    Three  years'  rent  i»  reported  to 
due  by  some  of  the  tenanta  on  the  property ; " 

and,  whether  any  person  or  pecaons  have 
been  arrested  for  this  crime  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  P0R8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  no  informatioD  as  to  the 
statement  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 


PEACE  PRESERVATION(IRELAND)ACT, 
1881— CO.  KERRY— SEAHCH  FOR  ARMS. 
SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  has  re- 
ceived any  information  corroborating 
the  statement  which  appeared  in  th 
Irish  Correspondence  of  the  "  Times 
of  the  1st  instant,  viz.,  that — 

"  A  daring  raid  for  axmi  ia  reported  from 
Eeny.  The  house  of  Samuel  Morgan,  steward 
of  Mr.  Mahony,  of  Dromore,  was  entered  i 


e  carried  away.    Three 
named  Sullivan,  Shea,  and  laveny  have  been 
wrested   " 

and,  in  the  event  of  these  men  being 
returned  for  trial  to  the  next  assizes,  if 
he  will  consider,  whether,  in  the  present 
■tate  of  the  Country,  there  can  be  a 
satiafactory  trial  ? 

Mr.  "\V.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  must  appeal  to  hon.  Members  not  tc 
put  down  Questions  immediately  aflier 
reading  statements  in  newspapers  and 
before  it  was  possible  for  the  authorities 
to  make  the  necessary  inquiries.  It  was 
true,  however,  that  there  had  been  a 
raid  for  arms  in  County  Kerry.  One  man 
had  been  arrested  and  discharged,  and 
another,  who  was  suspected  of  being 
concerned  in  the  crime,  was  believed  to 
have  escaped  to  America. 

Thi  AitorHty  Gtiurmlfor  Irtlmd 


CONTAGIOOS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS— FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Mr.  BLENNERHAaSETT  (for,  Mr. 
Jambs  Rowaxd)  asked  the  Vice  Frem- 
dent  of  the  Council,  What  ia  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  Countrr  in  respect 
of  cattle  disease ;  and,  whether  the  De- 
partment can  suggest  any  means  for 
stamping  out  foot  and  mouth  disease  as 
effectuallyas  has  been  the  case  inlreland? 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  asked  whether  it  was 
not  a  fact  that  foot-and-mouth  disease 
was  stamped  out  by  the  late  Adminis- 
tration, and  that  the  oountry  was  free 
from  the  disease  for  nine  months,  nndt 
it  was  imported  by  the  admission  of  car- 
goes of  diseased  animals  irom  abroad  t 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  It  would  be  much 
more  convenient  that  Notice  should  be 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire. I  saw  it  stated  that  the  hon. 
Member  said  that  immediately  the  Li- 
beral Government  came  into  Offioe  they 
spread  food-and- mouth  disease  over  th» 
country. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  I  begtherighthon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  I  should  be  obliged 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  in- 
form me  where  he  saw  that  statement? 
What  I  did  say  was  that,  unfortunately, 
with  the  Liberal  Government  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  re-appeared  in  the  country. 

Ma.  MUNDEIJIa  :  Sir,  I  think  I 
shall  have  no  difficulty  in  supplying  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  the  extract  in  ques- 
tion. I  read  it  in  a  Lincolnshire  paper 
during  the  Elections.  It  is  true  that  the 
countiy  was  free  &om  foot-and-mouth 
disease  for  nine  months  ;  but  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  imply  that  we 
imported  the  disease  any  more  than  onr 
Predecessors,  because  we  were  able  to 
take  greater  precautions,  as  we  had  the 
beneSt  of  onr  Predecessors'  experience. 
I  think  I  am  justified  in  stating  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  best  authorities,  the 
live  stock  of  the  country  is  freer  from 
disease  than  it  has  been  for  many  years 
past.  Of  course,  every  outbreak,  even 
if  a  single  animal  is  attacked,  is  re- 
ported, and  appears  in  the  OaattU,  and 
although  this  information  >a  moat  valu- 
able, it  gives  the  impressian  that  disease 
is  more  prevalent  than  is  really  the  case. 
We  have  no  suggestions  to  offer,  except 
that  the  local  authorities  should  carry 
out  the  proTisions  of  tha  Act  with  v)gi< 
lance  and  promptitude,  for,  wherever 
this  has  been  done,  the  result  has  been 
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most  encouraging.  It  is  difficult  to 
answer  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friond, 
except  at  some  length ;  but  I  will  do  so 
as  briefly  as  possible.  The  condition  of 
the  country  with  regard  to  cattle  dis- 
ease is,  on  the  whole,  very  satisfactory. 
During  the  past  three  years  pleuro- 
pneumonia has  steadily  declined.  There 
has  been  no  outbreak  of  the  more  serious 
diseases  of  rinderpest  or  sheep-pox. 
During  the  last  year  swine  fever  has 
been  prevalent  in  certain  districts ;  and 
although  the  outbreak  of  foot-and-mouth 
disease  which  commenced  in  October, 

1880,  continues  to  give  some  trouble,  the 
regulations  in  force  have  checked  it  in  a 
remarkable  manner.  Inl881,as  compared 
with  the  last  serious  outbreak  which  took 

glace  in  1 87 1  — the  last  year  for  which  we 
ave  any  complete  Ketums  previous  to 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1878 — the  out- 
bred^s  in  1871  were  52,164,  and  the 
number  of  animals  attacked  was  691,56-5. 
In  1881  the  outbreaks  were  4,833,  and 
the  number  of  animals  attacked  183,046. 
The  results,  comparing  the  first  three 
months  of  this  year  with  last  year,  are 
still  more  satisfactory.  The  comparison 
between  the  Hetums  of  the  undermen- 
tioned diseases  during  the  first  1 3  weeks 
of  1 88 1  and  those  of  1 8  82  is  as  follows :  — 
Pleuro-pneumonia. — Outbreaks  in  1881, 
223;  in  1882,  136.   Animals  attacked  in 

1881,  495;  in  1882,  326.  Foot-and- 
mouth  disease. — Outbreaks  in  1881, 
1,812  ;  in  1882,  339.  Animals  attacked 
in  1881,  105,389;  in  1882,  8,136.  Died 
in  1881,  1,781 ;  in  1882,  91.  The  out- 
breaks of  foot-and-mouth  disease  in  1871 
were  52, 1 64 ;  the  animals  attacked, 
691,565.  In  1881  the  outbreaks  were 
4,833,  and  the  animals  attacked  183,046. 
As  to  pleuro-pneumonia,  the  outbreaks 
in  1877  were  2,007,  and  animals  attacked 
6,330  ;  in  1878— outbreaks,  1,721 ;  ani- 
mals attacked,  4,593;  in  1879 — out- 
breaks, 1,549;  animals  attacked,  4,414  ; 
in  1880 — outbreaks,  1,052;  animals  at- 
tacked, 2,765  ;  in  1881— outbreaks,  729  ; 
animals  attacked,  1,875.  Pleuro-pneu- 
monia has  steadily  declined  since  the 

{)a8sing  of  the  Act.  With  respect  to  Ire- 
and,  the  last  outbreak  of  foot-and-mouth 
disease  never  reached  that  country.  In 
Scotland  only  two  outbreaks  have  taken 
place ;  and,  owing  to  the  vigorous  way 
of  deeding  with  them  by  the  local  autho- 
rities, in  one  case  the  animals  being 
bought  up  and  slaughtered,  the  disease 
IiM  not  spread. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— AR- 
RESTS UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  would  inform  the  House  how  many 
persons  were  arrested  since  the  1st 
April  last  under  "The  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act, 
1881,"  for  intimidation  and  inciting 
others  wrongfully  and  without  legal  au- 
thority to  intimidate  certain  persons; 
how  many  persons  previously  arrested 
for  the  aforesaid  offences  had  their  cases 
reconsidered  on  the  expiration  of  the 
statutory  period  of  three  months  during 
the  month  of  April  last;  and,  in  how 
many  of  such  cases  did  the  Government, 
as  the  result  of  such  reconsideration, 
decide  that  the  said  persons  should  still 
be  detained  in  custody  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  1 7  persons  had  been  arrested  since 
the  1st  April  under  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  Act.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  having 
asked  him  on  private  Notice  to  state 
how  many  were  released  each  week  since 
that  time — for  the  week  ending  10th 
April  the  number  was  39;  for  the  17th 
April,  37  ;  the  24th  April,  23  ;  and  30th 
April,  44.  He  could  not  answer  the  two 
latter  paragraphs  of  the  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  approximate  num- 
ber? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  really  could 
not  give  an  answer  to-day. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  Report,  in  the  **  Saint 
James'  Gazette  *'  of  May  1st : — 

'*  A  riot  occurred  on  Saturday,  at  Frankfort, 
King's  County.  A  number  of  persons,  who 
wore  reported  to  have  paid  their  rents,  were 
attacked  and  beaten  in  a  fearful  manner.  The 
police  succeeded  in  arresting  thirty  men.     The 

Sublic  houses  were  closed  by  order  of  the  resi- 
ent  magistrate,  and  the  streets  were  cleared  at 
the  point  of  the  bayonet ;" 

whether  the  above  occurrences  took 
place  ;  and,  whether  any  of  the  persons 
reported  to  have  been  beaten  were  seri- 
ously injured? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  find  there 
is  no  truth  whatever  in  this  report. 

Lord  ARTHUR  HILL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
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of  Ireland,  Whether  any  information  has 

reached  him  to  the  efiPect  that — 

''  A  large  rick  of  bay,  the  property  of  a  bailiff 
named  Hayes,  residing  near  Kilmoma,  in  the 
county  of  Limerick,  bas  been  totally  destroyed 
by  fire;" 

and,  whether  any  one  has  been  made 
amenable  for  this  outrage  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  no  information  had  been  reoeiyed  at 
the  Constabulary  Office  as  to  any  persons 
being  made  amenable  for  this  offence. 
He  belieYed  a  rick  of  hay  was  burned. 

IRELAND— IRISH  POLICY  OF  THE 
GOVERNMENT— ALLEGED 
NEGOTIATIONS. 
Colonel  WALROND  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  paragraph,  which  appeared 
in  the  "Times"  of  May  1st:— 

"  Tbere  is  a  growing  opinion  tbat  a  treaty  of 
peace  bas  been  arrived  at,  and  the  fact  that  a 
gentleman  was  allowed  the  unusual  privilege  of 
paying  two  visits  to  Kilmainbam  yesterday  has 
strengthened  the  belief  that  some  diplomatic 
negotiations  have  been  going  on  between  the 
heads  of  the  rival  Governments,  the  one  within 
and  the  other  without  the  prison  walls ; " 

and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  gentle- 
man was  allowed  such  an  exceptional 
prJYJlege ;  and,  if  so,  who  was  he  r 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  not  aware  that  any  gentleman 
was  allowed  to  pay  two  visits ;  but  it  was 
true  that  a  gentleman  was  allowed  to  pay 
a  visit  exceptionally  a  day  or  two  ago. 
That  Gentleman  was  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  county  of  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea), 
and  he  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  Mr. 
Pamell. 

REVENUE  AND  EXPENDITURE  —  THE 
FINANCE  ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will 
this  year  cause  the  Finance  Accounts  to  be 
laid  before  Parliament  on  or  before  the 
30th  June,  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  17  and 
18  Vic.  c.  94  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  it  has  been  found  impracticable  to 
oomplete  the  numerous  accounts  which 
make  up  the  volume  of  the  Finance  Ac- 
counts by  the  SOth  of  June ;  and  I  can 
only  undertake  that  they  shall  be  pre- 
sented as  soon  as  we  can  complete  them 
and  satisfy  ourselves  that  they  are  cor- 
rectly rendered  and  accurately  printed. 

Lord  Arthur  HiU 


CRIME    (IRELAND)  —  ALLEGED     OUT- 
RAGES— COUNTY  LIMERICK. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  correct,  as  stated  in 
the  ''  Times  "  of  the  1st  instant— 

"On  Friday  night  the  house  of  a  hailiff 
named  Thompson,  liring  at  Oula,  county  lime- 
rick, waa  attacked  by  a  party  of  men,  who 
fired  three  shots,  and  posted  thraatening  notices 
on  the  door ;" 

and,  if  any  one  is  in  custody  on  suspicion 
of  havinfc  committed  the  ofifence  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Sir,  I  am  in- 
formed  by  the  Inspector  General  that 
no  information  has  been  received  of  this 
alleged  outrage.  I  must  again  say  that 
it  would  be  very  convenient  if  hon. 
Members  would  wait  a  day  or  two  before 
they  ask  Questions  about  what  appears 
in  the  newspapers. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  report  which  appeared 
in  the  Dublin  Press  of  Saturday  last  is 
correct,  to  the  effect  that — 

''Late  on  Thursday  night  a  partv  of  men 
disguised  visited  the  farmstead  of  Michael 
Hwrney,  at  Belnamullia,  near  Athlone,  county 
Roscommon,  and  set  fire  to  his  house,  the  occu- 
pants at  the*time  being  in  bed.  Some  passers 
by  aroused  the  inmates,  and,  having  procured 
help,  succeeded  in  exting^shing  the  fire  before 
an^  material  injury  was  done.  Harney  had 
paid  his  rent; " 

and,  whether  the  Government  have  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  fact  that  Harney 
had  paid  his  rent,  as  is  stated  in  the  re- 
port, was  the  cause  of  the  outrage? 
Also,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  telegraphic  news  of  the  Ist  instant, 
that  another  murder  was  perpetrated  in 
the  county  of  Cork,  on  the  night  of  the 
30th  April,  the  victim  being  a  man 
named  John  Keefe,  and  whether  any 
arrests  have  been  made  in  connection 
therewith ;  whether  it  is  also  true  that 
the  house  of  a  farmer  named  Martin, 
near  Limerick,  was  attacked  on  the  same 
night  by  a  party  of  Moonlighters,  who 
were  driven  off  by  those  in  the  house ; 
whether  any  of  the  assailants  were  in- 
jured by  the  defenders;  and,  whether 
any  arrests  have  been  made  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  :  I  beUeve  it 
is  a  fact  that  Michael  Harney's  house 
had  been  set  on  fire,  but  I  am  not  yet  in 
possession  of  the  particulars.  It  is  also 
a  fact  that  a  man  named  John  Keefe 
has  been  murdered  in  County  Cork.  Two 
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men  hare  been  arreated— hia  brother 
and  nephew. 

LAW  AHD  POLICE— THE  SALVATION 
ARMY. 
Mb.  OAINE  aeked  tho  Secretarr  of 
Btate  for  the  Home  Department,  If  he 
is  aware  that,  on  Sunday  April  23rd, 
fonr  inembere  of  the  Salvation  Army, 
men  of  admittedly  good  character,  were 
sentenced  to  one  month's  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour  for  an  assault  on  the 
police,  who  attempted  to  prevent  their 
forming  a  proceeeion  in  the  streets  of 
Wliitcnurch ;  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
chairman    of  the    Petty  Sessions,  who 

gassed  this  severe  sentence,  admitted  in 
ourt  that  there  was  no  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  inspector  bringing  the  pro- 
seoutioQ,  to  say  that  "  the  assault  or  the 
attempted  rescue  were  deliberately 
ried  out,"  and  that  "the  assault  was 
only  a  technical  one,  sufficient  for  the 
police  to  proceed  upon,"  and  "that  all 
the  Court  had  to  dispose  of  was  simply  a 
point  of  Law;"  if  he  is  aware  that  the 
Bench  refused  to  state  a  case,  telling  the 
priaoners'couDsel  to  proceed  bytbe  cum- 
brous and  antiquated  method  of  writ  of 
habeas  corpus ;  if  he  is  aware  that  Lord 
Uoleridge  and  Mr.  Justice  Grove,  in  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  on  Monday, 
granted  a  rule  to  compel  the  magistrates 
to  show  cause  why  they  should  not  state 
a  case  for  the  opinion  of  this  Court. 
Lord  Coleridge  stating,  in  giving  his  de- 
cision— 

"  That  hard  labour  waa  ignominiouB,  that  the 
dafendanta  might  he  religioua  enthuaiaats,  but 
such  KaUaxaw  wera  not  to  be  tolerated  for  oae 
moment ; " 

and,  if,  ia  view  of  so  strong  a  condem- 
nation of  the  sentence  by  a  Superior 
Court,  he  will  at  once  order  the  release 
of  the  prisoners  on  their  own  reoog- 
nizanoes  pending  the  settlement  of  the 
case  by  appeal  ? 

Sir  WILLLUf  HAKOOtJRT  said, 
he  was  happy  to  think  that  the  sentence 
passed  by  the  magistrates  was  now  under 
review  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  He 
agreed  verymuch,  if  he  might  be  allowed 
to  say  BO,  with  both  of  the  opinions 
expressed  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice^ 
that,  first  of  all,  a  person  was  not  to 
bo  excused  by  religious  enthusiasm  for 
breaking  the  peace,  and  also  that  the 
eentence  of  imprisonment,  witii  a  month's 
hard  labour,  was  singularly  inappro-  i 
priate  for  an  offence  of  this  description. 
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His  hon.  Friend  would  see  that  the  case 
being  now  in  possession  of  a  Court  of 
Law,  it  was  not  for  him  to  inferfere  in 
any  way  until  the  decision,  which  would 
be  given  on  Friday,  should  be  pro- 
nounced. Meanwhile,  acting  in  accord-- 
ance  with  the  view  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  he  had  given  directions  that, 
until  the  case  was  decided,  the  prieonera 
should  be  treated  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible leniency  during  their  confinement. 

PRI801J3  (ENGLAND)— TOTHILL 
FIELDS  PRISON. 

Ma.  BBOADHUBST  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  oeen 
called  to  an  article  in  the  May  number 
of  the  "  Herald  of  Health,"  giving  a 
description  of  the  condition  of  prison 
life  in  the  Tothill  Fields  Prison  for 
women,  in  which  very  grave  charges 
are  made  as  to  the  insufflcienoy  of  clean 
linen,  both  in  respect  to  wearing  apparel 
and  bedding,  also  the  bad  light  ana  bad 
ventilation  of  the  cells  and  to  the  want 
of  more  sanitary  conveniences  and  to 
the  occasional  bad  condition  of  those  at 
present  provided  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  into  the 
truth  or  otherwise  of  the  charges  in 
question  ;  and,  if  they  are  found  to  be 
true,  whether  he  will  order  the  prison 
authorides  to  make  better  arrangementa 
for  the  cleanliness  of  the  inmates  of  that 
prison? 

Sib  WILLLUJ  HARCOUfiT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  caused  inquiries  to 
be  made  into  the  case,  and  the  reports  of 
the  Medical  Officer  and  the  Lady  Super- 
intendent satisfied  him  that  the  charges 
were  not  well  founded. 

SODTH  AFRICA— CETEWATO,  EX-KING 
OF  ZDLULAND- VISIT  TO  THIS 
OOUHTET. 
Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  to  the  House  what  is  the  object  of, 
and  what  are  the  arrangements  made 
for,  the  visit  of  Cetewayo  to  this  Coun- 
try ;  what  is  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
visit ;  whether  any  provision  has  been 
made  for  the  accompaniment  of  his 
tvives ;  and,  if  so,  for  now  many  ;  whe- 
ther any  opportunity  will  be  given  to 
the  House  for  the  disouasion  of  the  pro- 
priety of  this  visit,  which  is  to  be  paid 
for  by  the  taxpayers  of  tiui  Oountrj, 


1943 


Landlord  and 


lOOMMONSj 


Tenant  {InUtni),  19M 


before  Cetewayo  leaves  the  Cape ;  what 
is  proposed  to  be  done  with  him  when 
he  arrives  in  England ;  and,  what  his 
social  position  will  be  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  rose  to  answer  the 
Question 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  I  intentionally  asked  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
as  it  involves  a  matter  of  finance. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gladstone)  :  Sir,  the  Ques- 
tion involves  a  great  amount  of  detail 
entirely  connected  with  the  Colonial 
Office,  and  though  I  am  very  loth  indeed 
to  take  objection  to  any  Question  being 
put  to  myself,  yet  at  times  the  pressure 
of  the  Offices  I  hold  makes  it  impossible 
for  me  to  enter  into  these  details  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  give  full  satisfaction.  I 
must  therefore  ask  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  to 
reply. 

Mr.  COURTNEY,  in  reply,  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  would  see 
that  the  financial  part  of  the  Question 
was  a  very  small  one.  As  to  the  object 
of  Cetewayo's  visit,  the  answer  was  that 
his  health  had  beeen  seriously  under- 
mined. [^Lauffhter.']  Hon.  Members 
migh  tlaugh ;  but  that  was  what  thoy 
were  informed  by  their  responsible 
agents  at  the  Cape — that  his  health  had 
been  seriously  undermined  by  his  deten- 
tion ;  and  it  was  thought  reasonable  to 
accede  to  his  wish  to  visit  this  country 
— a  wish  that  was  recommended  and  en- 
dorsed by  those  who  were  responsible  to 
the  Government  in  the  administration  of 
the  Cape.  It  was  also  believed  that  the 
visit  would  facilitate  the  solution  of  the 
question  of  Cetewayo's  ultimate  desti- 
nation. As  to  the  arrangements  made, 
it  was  proposed  that  he  should  be  ac- 
companied by  Mr.  Shepstone  and  an  in- 
terpreter. He  also  desired  to  bring  with 
him  three  Zulu  Chiefs  and  three  attend- 
ants. The  estimated  cost  of  the  visit 
was  from  £1,800  to  £1,500.  He  did 
not  desire  to  bring  any  wives  with  him. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  no  doubt  aware 
that  the  cost  of  the  detention  of  Cete- 
wayo at  present  fell  upon  this  country, 
and  therefore  it  was  only  a  question  of 
the  difference  of  expense  to  be  added ; 
and  that  was  not  thought  to  be  a  matter 
of  very  great  importance  requiring  a 
distinct  discussion  in  that  House.  Then, 
as  to  what  was  to  be  done  with  him 
when  he  arrived  in  England,  it  was  pro- 
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posed  to  place  him  in  quiet  lodgings, 
probably  with  some  gentleman  acquainted 
with  Zulu  affairs ;  and  g^eat  care  would 
be  taken  to  secure  him  from  the  intru- 
sion of  persons  actuated  by  mere  curi- 
osity. He  did  not  think  it  was  necessary 
to  answer  the  Question  as  to  the  social 
status  of  Cetewayo,  which  would  not  be 
affected. 

LANDLORD  AND   TENANT  (IRELAND) 
—THE  EARL  OF  KENMARE'S  ESTATE. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  Earl  of  Kenmare,  has  caused 
to  be  served  upon  two  of  his  tenants, 
Michael  Leahy  and  William  Herlihy, 
writs  of  summons  from  the  Superior 
Courts  in  Dublin  (involving  neavy 
costs),  in  respect  of  a  half-year's  rent 
due  in  November  1881,  and,  according 
to  custom,  only  payable  last  month; 
whether  the  tenants  of  Lord  Kenmare, 
in  the  month  of  November  last,  served 
originating  notices  in  the  Land  Court, 
and  whether  his  Lordship,  having  re- 
taliated in  the  course  of  the  following 
week  by  serving  writs  upon  a  number  of 
them,  the  two  tenants  above  referred  to, 
Michael  Leahy  and  William  Herlihy,  in 
order  to  avoid  costs,  immediately  went 
in  and  paid  their  half-year's  rent,  and 
whether  a  sum  of  £2  10«.  was  deducted 
from  each  of  them  for  costs  of  writs 
which  had  never  been  served  upon  them, 
and  this  simi  of  £2  10«.  is  now  charged 
in  each  case  as  an  arrear  of  rent  in  the 
writs  served  a  few  days  since ;  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  although  these  two 
tenants,  and  many  other  tenants  of  Lord 
Kenmare  served  originating  notices  so 
long  ago  as  November,  and  although 
the  Sub-Commission  for  the  district  have 
held  two  sittings  in  Killamey,  not  one 
of  the  many  cases  on  the  Kenmare  Ee- 
state  has  been  heard,  or  listed  for  hear- 
ing, and  what  is  the  explanation  of  this 
fact ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  say 
that  he  will  take  any  steps  to  prevent 
poor  tenants,  unable  to  pay  rents,  from 
suffering  the  sale  of  their  interest,  and 
incur  the  loss  of  the  rights  conferred 
upon  them  by  the  Land  Act  before  the 
Court  can  deal  with  their  applications  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  only  part  of  the  Question  with  re- 
spect to  which  he  had  any  right  to  ob- 
tain information  was  that  relating  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Sub  -  Commission. 
Two  tenants  on  Lord  Kenmare's  estate 
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served  originating  notices  on  the  13th 
and  29th  October  respeotiyely,  and  the 
cases  were  sent  for  hearing  to  the  first 
sitting  of  the  Sub-Commission  in  Kil- 
lamey  in  December  last.  No  other 
application  was  received  from  any  of 
Lord  Kenmare's  tenants  till  the  11th 
November.  In  the  meantime  940  ap- 
plications were  received  from  Kerry, 
and  they,  of  course,  took  precedence  of 
the  case  of  Lord  Kenmare's  tenants.  In 
reg^d  of  the  two  cases  held  in  Decem- 
ber, one  was  dismissed,  and  in  the  other 
the  rent  was  upheld. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE 
asked  what  Business  would  be  proceeded 
with  on  Thursday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  should 
proceed  with  the  Procedure  Eesolutions 
on  Thursday.  The  financial  measure 
would  not  be  taken. 

IRELAND  —  IRISH  POLITICAL  PRI- 
SONERS—SIR JOHN  HAY'S  MOTION. 
Colonel  NOLAN  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  John  Hay), 
which  was  to  the  following  effect : — 

**  That  the  detention  of  large  numbers  of  Her 
Majesty's  Bubiects  in  solitary  confinement,  with- 
out cause  assigned,  and  without  trial,  is  repug- 
nant to  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  and  that,  to 
enable  them  to  be  brought  to  trial,  jury  trials 
should,  for  a  limited  time  (in  IrelsLud),  and  in 
regard  to  crimes  of  a  well-defined  character,  be 
replaced  by  some  form  of  trial  less  liable  to 
abuse/' 

did  not  contain  two  distinct  proposi- 
tions; and,  if  so,  whether  they  should 
not  be  put  separately  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  is  consistent  on  the  whole ; 
and  if  he  proposes  that  Eesolution  to  the 
House,  I  shall  think  it  my  duty  so  to 
put  it  to  the  House. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MR.  P. 
L.  WHITE. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  consideration  that  Mr.  P.  L. 
White,  now  a  suspect  in  Armagh  Gaol, 
has  ten  of  a  family,  his  wife  being  an 
inmate  of  the  County  Infirmary  of  Mayo, 
he  will  grant  his  release  ? 


Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  this  case 
had  been  recently  considered,  but  it  was 
decided  that  Mr.  White  could  not  be  re- 
leased. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  AMERICAN  MAILS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  arrangements  can  be 
made  by  which  the  American  mails  may 
be  sent  by  the  fastest  steamers  leaving 
Liverpool ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  "Batavia,"  a  Cunard  steamer, 
which  carried  the  mails  from  Liverpool, 
on  a  recent  occasion,  was  distancea  by 
three  days  by  the  **  Alaska,"  of  the  Guion 
Line,  which  had  no  mails  on  board,  but 
which  left  Liverpool  on  the  same  day  as 
the  **Batavia?" 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  Sir,  presuming 
that  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the 
voyage  of  the  Cunard  packet  Bata/via 
which  left  Liverpool  on  the  8th  of  April, 
and  called  at  Queenstown  on  the  follow- 
ing day  for  the  mails,  I  find  that  she 
made  a  rather  long  voyage  as  compared 
with  that  of  the  Ataeka.  The  Post  Office 
has  an  agreement  with  the  Cunard,  In- 
man,  and  White  Star  Companies  to 
carry  the  mails  to  New  York  on  regular 
days  of  the  week,  and  on  the  whole  the 
service  is  satisfactorily  performed.  The 
average  voyages  on  two  of  these  lines 
are  superior  to  those  of  the  Guion,  and 
on  the  third  are  about  equal.  Indepen- 
dently of  these  mail  packets,  the  public 
have  the  option  of  sending  any  letters 
they  wish  by  the  Guion  or  any  other 
vessels ;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  a  ship 
letter  mail  was  forwarded  by  the  Alaska^ 
containing  letters  specially  addressed  to 
be  forwarded  by  that  ship. 

MOTION, 

PARLIAMENT— WIGAN  NEW  WRIT. 
BESOLUTION. 

Mb.  lewis,  in  rising  to  move — 

**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  make 
out  a  new  Writ  for  the  election  of  a  Member  to 
serye  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough 
of  Wigan,  in  the  room  of  Francis  Sharp  Powell, 
esquire,  whose  election  has  been  declared  to  be 
void," 

said,  that,  in  the  absence  of  any  infor- 
mation from  the  Attorney  General  as  to 
his  being  willing  to  assent  to  this  Mo- 
tion, he  assumed  that  it  would  be  op- 
posed by  the  Government;  and,  there- 
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fore,  he  should  give  as  shortly  as  he 
could  the  reasons  upon  which  he  moved 
it.  Before  he  did  so  it  would  be  advis- 
able for  him  to  refer  to  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cheltenham  (Baron  De  Ferrieres) — 

''That  no  Writ  ba  issued  to  fill  up  any 
vacancy  occasioned  by  corrupt  practices  untU 
this  House  has  disposed  of  the  Corrupt  Practices 
(Disfranchisement)  Bill.** 

He  did  not  understand  what  connection 
there  was  between  the  Motion  and  the 
Amendment.  If  the  hon.  Member  looked 
at  the  Disfranchisement  Bill,  he  would 
find  that  it  dealt  with  particular  con- 
stituencies, of  which  Wigan  was  not 
one.  There  was  no  direct  or  collateral 
result  of  that  Bill  which  could  in  any 
way  affect  Wigan,  and,  therefore,  the 
Amendment  was  clearly  beside  the  ques- 
tion. The  Motion  he  presented  to  the 
House  contained  a  question  of  Constitu- 
tional importance.  What  he  suggested 
was  founded  upon  precedent.  It  was  con- 
sidered a  matter  of  g^eat  importance  that 
no  constituency  entitled  to  return  Mem- 
bers to  that  House  should  be  prevented 
from  exercising  that  Constitutional  right 
except  in  due  course  of  law.  Wliat  was 
the  case  in  reference  to  Wigan?  A 
year  ago,  when  the  Election  Petition 
was  tried,  it  resulted  in  the  Member 
being  unseated,  and  the  Judges  reported 
that  there  was  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed. 
In  the  expiring  days  of  last  Session  the 
Attorney  General  moved  for  the  issue  of 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  corrupt 
practices  at  Wigan  ;  but  the  House  de- 
cided that  the  Commission  should  not 
issue.  Nothing  further  was  done  until 
the  present  Session,  and  on  being  ques- 
tioned on  the  subject  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral intimated  that  the  Government  had 
no  intention  whatever  to  repeat  the  Mo- 
tion to  issue  a  Commission.  He  had  no 
doubt  a  great  many  Members  would 
agree  that  the  Government  exercised  a 
wise  discretion  upon  that  subject.  He 
had  no  intention  to  detain  the  House  at 
any  length  with  regard  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Election  Judges ;  but  he  ventured  to 
say  that  if  anyone  looked  at  the  evi- 
dence they  would  see  that  very  few 
pounds  indeed  were  proved  to  have  been 
corruptly  spent.  If  they  turned  to  the 
decision  itself,  they  found  that  the  deci- 
sion had  been  made  upon  the  pajrment 
of  five  sums  of  10«.  each,  under  circum- 
stances which  made  the  sitting  Member 
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responsible  for  the  acts  of  his  agents* 
He  admitted  that  there  was  some  evi- 
dence  given  of  considerable  treating, 
which  had  an  effect  upon  the  minds  of 
the  Judges ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  arith- 
metical calculation,  it  would  be  found 
that  a  very  small  sum  indeed  was  in- 
volved in  the  alleged  corrupt  practices 
upon  which  the  Judges  proceeded.  But 
had  the  House  ever  exercised  indirectly 
that  punishment  for  the  iniquities  of 
constituencies  which  it  had  the  power  to 
punish  directly  after  a  Beport  had  been 
made  by  Election  Judges?  He  had 
precedents  which  were  of  considerable 
value.  In  1874  the  then  sitting  Member 
for  Wakefield  was  unseated,  and  there 
was  a  specific  case  of  bribery  reported 
against  the  constituency ;  but  in  conse- 
quence of  there  being  no  statement  of 
general  corrupt  practices  prevailing  the 
House  did  not  think  fit  to  stop  the  issue 
of  the  Writ.  In  the  Stroud  Election  case 
it  was  reported  that  corrupt  practices  ex- 
tensively prevailed.  In  those  circum- 
stances, the  Motion  for  a  new  Writ  came 
before  the  House  in  the  month  of  May. 
On  that  occasion  he  (Mr.  Lewis)  drew 
attention  to  the  Heport  of  the  Judges,  and 
it  was  then  objected  by  the  present  Attor- 
ney General  himself  that,  there  being  no 
opportunity  of  issuing  a  Commission  and 
no  occ€ision  for  issuing  a  Commission 
legally,  there  was  no  reason  to  retain 
the  Writ,  and  the  constituency  had  a 
right  to  have  the  Writ  issued.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  on  that 
occasion,  resisted  the  Motion  that  he 
(Mr.  Lewis)  made,  and  he  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  as  no  step  was  taken  by  the 
House  for  a  Commission,  it  was  im- 
proper and  useless  to  suspend  the  Writ, 
and  that  the  constituency  had  a  right  to 
it.  Was  not  the  present  a  much  stronger 
case  ?  The  case  they  now  had  was  this 
— that  the  House  had  deliberately  de- 
cided that  it  would  not  issue  a  Com- 
mission, and  following  upon  that  the 
Government  had  decided  they  would 
not  ask  the  House  to  re-consider  the 
election.  Then  how  did  they  stand? 
Why,  in  the  words  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral in  the  Stroud  case,  it  was  notpos- 
sible  to  take  any  further  steps.  What 
steps  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  mean  to  take?  After  all  the 
action  of  the  House  and  the  action  of 
the  Government,  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
could  not  now  be  moved.  He  did  not 
understand  such  a  step  to  be  intended. 
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The  House  remained  face  to  faee  with 
this — it  did  not  please  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  issue  a  Writ.  Why  not  ? 
In  the  existing  state  of  the  House  a 
matter  of  this  kind  was  of  no  great  im- 
portance; but  they  must  consider  the 
rights  of  the  constituencies.  There  were 
great  matters  daily  and  almost  hourly 
coming  before  the  House,  and  the  con- 
stituency of  Wigan  had  as  clear  a  right 
to  representation,  whether  the  Repre- 
sentative belonged  to  the  majority  or 
the  minority,  as  any  other  constituency 
represented  in  the  House.  What  would 
be  the  effect  if  this  were  to  be  carried 
on  ?  It  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  suspend  the  rights  of 
many  a  constituency.  Let  them  see  how 
the  matter  stood.    Last  Session  the  sub- 

i'ect  came  before  the  House,  and  the 
Resolution  which  was  proposed  by  the 
Attorney  General  was  rejected,  not  by  a 
Party  majority.  He  would  read  what 
was  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Cross).  That  hon.  Member 
said — 

"  I  must  say  that  in  the  sense  of  Southern 
corraption,  the  borough  of  Wigan  is  perfectly 
pure.  I  live  within  seven  miles  of  the  place, 
and  I  know  it  perfectly  well.  The  people  are 
rou^h  and  ready,  and  a  gpreat  many  of  them  are 
colhen,  who  are  certainly  a  dog-running,pigeon- 
flying,  cock-fighting,  Church-and>King  lot, who 
always  vote  Tory." — [3  Hansardf  cclxv.  608] 

Well,  no  doubt,  in  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  that  was 
the  chief  fault — that  they  were  a  doe- 
fighting,  pigeon  -  flying.  Church  -  and- 
]£ng-loying  lot.  What  he  asked  the 
House  to  consider  was  what  grounds 
were  presented  for  depriving  the  con- 
stituency of  Wigan  of  the  right  to  be 
represented  by  two  Members  in  the 
House.  He  supposed  they  would  draw 
from  the  Attorney  General  whether  he 
had  made  up  his  mind  on  the  subject  of 
an  Address  to  the  Crown  for  a  Com- 
mission. Most  likely  he  had  not  changed 
his  mind,  and  the  House  had  not  changed 
its  mind.  That  being  so,  the  House  had 
no  proper  function  to  discharge  in  con- 
nection with  the  suspension  of  the  Writ. 
He  quite  admitted  that  before  the  Cor- 
rupt Practices  Act  was  passed,  when  it 
became  competent  to  the  Crown  to  issue 
a  Commission,  it  was  customary  for  the 
House  to  exercise  a  kind  of  peremptory 
action  on  the  constituency  by  suspending 
the  Writ;  but  he  challenged  tne  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  to  find  a 
aingle  case  since  the  Corrupt  Practices 


Act  where  a  Commission  was  refused 
analogous  to  the  case  before  the  House. 
He  would  have  to  go  back  to  a  time 
before  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  when 
there  was  no  power  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  or  conduct  of  a  constituency  to 
find  a  case  where  the  House  had  refused 
to  issue  a  Writ.  When  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  was  passed,  the  right  of  a 
constituency  was  not  placed  at  the 
caprice  of  a  Party.  It  was  taken  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  remitted 
in  the  first  instance  to  an  authorized  tri- 
bunal. He  would  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  where  was 
his  precedent  since  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Act  was  passed,  after  a  Commission  had 
been  refused  for  a  detention  of  a  Writ 
for  over  12  months,  as  in  this  case  ?  He 
asked  him,  further,  how  was  it  possible 
for  him  to  escape  from  the  precedent  he 
himself  set  in  the  Stroud  case,  where 
the  House  refused  to  suspend  the  Writ 
for  three  or  four  days  even  for  the  evi- 
denoe  to  be  placed  on  the  Table  ?  The 
Attorney  General  then  said  it  was  per- 
fectly useless,  and  that  no  further  step 
should  be  taken;  and,  therefore,  they 
ought  not  to  do  any  indirect  injustice  to 
the  constituency,  and  he  would  be  no 
party  to  it.  The  Attorney  General  by 
his  own  act,  and  the  House  by  its  own 
act,  had  renounced  the  intention  of 
issuing  a  Commission,  and  they  had  now 
only  the  will  of  the  Government  and 
the  will  of  the  Attorney  General,  who 
thought,  probably,  that  Wigan  had  not 
been  punished  enough.  No  doubt  that 
was  his  opinion  ;  probably  many  others 
might  think  it  was  so.  This  case  was  a 
miserable  case.  Learned  Judges  could 
make  mistakes,  and  they  did  so  in  the 
case  of  Knaresborough.  The  Judges  in 
that  case  made  a  grievous  mistake,  for 
there  was  not  the  smallest  ground  for 
the  slur  on  the  constituency  contained  in 
their  Beport ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
allowed  to  go  scot  -  free.  He  would 
appeal  to  independent  Members  oppo- 
site, and  ask  them  if  they  were  going  to 
vote  against  this  Writ  because  it  might 
produce  an  increase  in  the  Party  minority 
of  one?  He  did  not  know  how  the 
result  might  be  ;  but  this  he  would 
say,  that  there  existed  the  gravest 
reason  why  Members  of  the  House 
should  not  vote  in  a  Party  sense  in 
a  matter  like  this.  He  thought  Elec- 
tion Petitions  were  given  up  in  order  to 
extract  altogether  &om  the  domain  of 
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opinion  the  action  of  the  Home  in  elec- 
tion matters ;  but  now  he  supposed  they 
were '  going  to  be  appealed  to  by  the 
Attorney  General  to  punish  this  borough. 
If  that  was  the  appeal  he  made,  that  12 
months'  privation  was  not  sufficient,  he 
(Mr.  Lewis)  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
case  provided.  He  challenged  the  At- 
torney General  to  show  that  there  was 
anything  more  than  a  few  pounds  proved 
to  have  been  received.  When  the 
House  was  asked  to  issue  a  Commission, 
there  was  a  majority  against  it.  If  it 
was  said  that  the  House  exceeded  its 
right  last  year,  he  was  unable  to  under- 
stand how  it  was  the  Act  of  Parliament 
did  not  call  upon  the  Attorney  General 
to  do,  as  an  Executive  Officer,  a  par- 
ticular thing  outside  the  Office,  but  re- 
quired that  he  should  appeal  to  the 
deliberate  action  of  the  House  as  to 
whether  it  should  or  should  not  appoint 
a  Commission.  He  contended  that  the 
action  of  the  House  was  more  Judicial 
than  Ministerial.  There  must  be  some- 
thing meant  in  the  deliberate  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords  and  House  of  Com- 
mons being  called  into  operation  under 
the  Statute.  If  that  was  not  so,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  was 
placed  in  this  difficulty,  that  the  House 
of  Commons  had  refused  to  do  that 
which  by  law  it  ought  to  have  done. 
If  that  were  so,  surely  the  power  of  the 
Attorney  General  was  sufficient  to  point 
out  to  the  House  what  it  should  do  now. 
Whatever  the  case  might  be  in  reference 
to  that,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  was  wholly  unable  to  point  out 
to  the  House  any  precedent  or  usage  for 
refusing  to  issue  a  Writ  for  Wigan,  and 
the  House  had  no  legitimate  right 
whatever  for  interfering  with  the  right 
of  the  constituency.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  the  Besolu- 
tion  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  to  make  out 
a  new  Writ  for  the  election  of  a  Member  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough 
of  Wigan,  in  the  room  of  Francis  Sharp  Powell, 
esquire,  whose  election  has  been  declared  to  be 
void." — (Jfr.  Lewif,) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis)  would  not  have  taken  up  the 
time  of  the  House  as  he  had  done  for  any 
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Party  reasons,  and  he  regretted  that  he 
should  have  suggested  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  opposed  to  the  issuing  of  the 
Writ  because  it  might  give  one  vote 
against  them  in  the  House.  He  would, 
however,  suggest  to  the  House  this  consi- 
deration— that  he  believed  that  the  House 
made  a  mistake  last  Session  in  refusing 
a  Commission  ;  and  all  they  could  do 
now  was  to  remedy  as  far  as  possible 
the  mistake  that  had  been  made.  The 
House  would  allow  him  to  remind  them 
of  the  position  in  which  they  stood. 
When  the  Act  of  1868  gave  power  to 
the  Judg^  to  determine  Election  Peti- 
tions, it  also  gave  them  power  to  say 
whether  corrupt  practices  extensively 
prevailed ;  and  it  would  be  at  once  seen 
by  the  House  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  House  to  go  beyond  the  de- 
cision of  the  Judges,  and  inquire  into 
the  correctness  of  their  decision.  In 
the  year  1869  it  was  suggested  by  Mr. 
Gathome  Hardy  that  it  would  be  for 
the  general  good  that  where  the  de- 
cision of  the  Judges  showed  that  cor- 
rupt practices  extensively  prevailed,  a 
Oommission  should  issue  in  consequence 
of  that  Report.  That  rule  was  accepted 
by  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  it  had 
been  followed  ever  since ;  and  it  was 
never  deviated  from  until  the  unfortunate 
vote  of  last  Session.  He  must  say  he 
felt  some  little  blame  attached  to  him  in 
the  matter;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  pointed  it  out  at  the 
time.  He  did  not  go  very  fully  into  the 
facts  of  the  case.  He  referred  to  the 
general  rule ;  and  he  thought  that  wrong 
arguments  were  brought  to  bear  on  the 
House,  in  order  to  set  aside  the  rule 
which  had  been  so  long  acted  on. 
One  was  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross),  who  argued 
that  as  the  constituency  was  one  of 
very  peculiar  habits  it  should  be  ex- 
em  ptecl  from  the  ordinary  practice.  He 
presumed  that  the  argument  prevailed. 
At  any  rate,  the  House,  by  a  narrow 
majority,  refused  the  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mission ;  and  the  question  now  was, 
what  were  they  to  do  in  consequence  of 
that  decision  ?  The  Report  of  the  Judges 
was  that  corrupt  practices  extensively 
prevailed. 

Mb.  lewis  begged  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  pardon  ;  that  was 
not  the  Report. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsN&7  James)  said,  that  a  Report  that 
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oorrapt  praotioes  prevailed,  or  that  the 
Judges  had  reason  to  believe  that  they 
prevailed,  had  exactly  the  same  effect. 
There  was  no  difference  between  the 
two,  except  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
view,  in  the  spirit  in  which  he  was  dis- 
cussing the  matter.  The  learned  Judge 
gave  his  judgment,  not,  as  had  been 
said,  that  there  was  a  small  amount  of 
treating,  but  that  there  was  a  deplor- 
able condition  of  things  in  the  borough 
of  Wigan,  one  witness  proving  exten- 
sive bribery  of  150  voters  in  one  room 
alone  in  one  public-house.  Another  wit- 
ness spoke  of  20  persons  being  bribed ; 
and  the  result  was  that  the  learned 
Judge,  at  page  220  of  the  Eeport,  pro- 
ceeded to  deal  with  this  as  one  of  the 
gravest  cases  of  corruption,  and  thought 
it  to  be  a  rare  thing  if  the  electors  did 
not  receive  money  for  their  votes.  The 
House  had  now  to  deal  with  such  a  Ee- 
port in  such  a  state  of  things.  The 
House  thought  it  wise  in  August  last 
that  there  should  not  be  a  Commission. 
If  they  were  now  to  grant  a  Writ  they 
would  be  giving  great  encouragement 
to  corruption.  He  confessed  that  it  was 
an  inconvenient  position  to  be  placed  in, 
because  he  admitted  that  the  conse- 
quence of  the  Beport  should  have  been 
the  issuing  of  a  Commission  ;  but  they 
had  deviated  from  the  rule  laid  down. 
Ought  they  to  make  two  mistakes  in- 
stead of  one  ;  or  ought  they  rather  to 
do  the  best  they  could  in  order  to  re- 
medy the  mistake  already  made  ?  The 
hon.  Member  challenged  him  to  give  a 
precedent  for  the  course  he  (the  Attor- 
ney General)  had  taken  in  suspending 
the  Writ.  The  hon.  Member  knew  there 
was  no  precedent.  And  why  ?  Because 
the  House  had  never  before  arrived  at 
such  a  vote  as  that  of  August  last.  It 
always  issued  a  Commission  till  that 
time ;  and  this  was  a  case  in  which  a 
Commission  ought  to  have  been  issued. 
He  submitted  to  the  House  that  the 
House  ought  to  exercise  its  judgment. 
He  was  sorry  to  see  the  House  placed 
in  this  position ;  but,  being  placed  in 
that  position,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  treat  cases  as  they  arose. 
It  would  have  been  far  better  to  let  the 
Judges'  Report  have  its  proper  result. 
The  House  had  sufficient  before  them 
on  which  to  act.  If  there  had  been  a 
Commission,  they  would  have  been  able 
to  treat  all  the  constituencies  alike. 
Although  a  Commission  had  not  issued, 
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the  House  knew  this  was  a  case  of  con- 
siderable gravity.  He  had  not  thought 
it  right  to  include  Wigan  in  the  Dis- 
franchisement Bill,  as  he  considered 
that  disfranchisement  ought  only  to  be 
proposed  upon  such  certain  information 
as  could  be  supplied  by  a  Commission. 
What  course  ought  the  House  to  take  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  pro- 
fessed to  be  very  anxious  on  behalf  of 
the  electors  of  Wigan  that  a  Writ  should 
issue ;  but  the  electors  themselves  had 
made  no  such  demand  to  the  House. 
Wigan  was  represented  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  sitting  Member  for  Wigan, 
and  it  had  able  Kepresentatives  in  the 
Members  for  the  county  of  Lancaster. 
These  Members  had  made  no  such  de- 
mand. He  could  not  help  feeling  that, 
considering  the  Eeport  of  the  learned 
Judge,  the  suspension  of  the  Writ  should 
continue  for  some  time  longe'r,  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  the  House  en- 
tirely disapproved  of  the  electoral  cor- 
ruption of  Wigan.  For  this  there  was 
a  precedent  in  the  case  of  Gloucester  in 
1859.  At  the  election  which  took  place 
there  that  year  it  was  reported  that  cor- 
ruption extensively  prevailed;  but  no 
step  was  taken  for  the  issue  of  a  new 
Writ  for  Gloucester  till  1862,  when  Mr. 
Disraeli  pointed  out  that  the  time  had 
come  when  the  Writ  should  be  no  longer 
delayed.  A  Writ  was  then  moved  for. 
He  was  acting  within  that  period  now. 
With  reference  to  the  borough  of  Stroud, 
he  certainly  did  say  the  Writ  ought  to 
go  in  that  case,  because  there  was  no 
corrupt  practice  but  treating  suggested, 
and  he  felt  there  could  be  no  disfranchise- 
ment for  that  offence  alone.  There  was  no 
evidence  that  there  had  been  bribery  in 
Stroud.  In  reference  to  Wigan,  how- 
ever, when  the  Disfranchisement  Bill 
came  on  it  would  be  open  to  any  Mem- 
ber to  move  to  insert  Wigan  in  the 
Schedule.  But  he  did  not  recommend 
that  course.  It  was  not  for  him  to  de- 
termine the  matter ;  but  he  would  sug- 
gest that  the  House  should  not  pass  over 
the  matter  lightly  or  hastily,  and  the 
House  .should  show  that  it  disapproved 
of  what  had  taken  place.  He  could  not 
fix  one  time  more  than  another  when 
the  House  should  express  its  views;  but 
if  the  House  asked  him  he  should  say 
that  as  in  Gloucester  the  Writ  was  sus- 
pended for  three  years,  in  the  case  of 
Wigan  it  might  be  for  two  years,  and  at 
the  end  of  the  present  Session  a  Motion 
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miglit  be  made  for  a  new  Writ.  By 
taking  that  coarse  the  HooBe  would 
show  that  they  had  done  something  to 
mark  their  disapproyal  of  the  oonduot 
of  the  electors,  without  acting  with  seve- 
rity towards  the  constituency. 

Bakon  DE  FEERIERE8  said,  he 
thought  it  was  not  only  undesirable,  but 
unfair,  that  any  Member  of  the  House 
should  go  on  moving  for  new  Writs  for 
different  boroughs  in  which  he  had  no 
particular  interest.  He  did  not  think 
that  a  place  like  Wigan  could  complain 
if  its  case  were  hung  up  till  the  whole 
question  of  corrupt  boroughs  had  been 
considered  by  the  House,  though  that 
Bill  ought  not  to  be  delayed  any  longer 
than  was  necessary.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out-  from  the  'word  "  That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  no  Writ  be  issued  to  fiU  up  any  vacancy  oc- 
casioned by  corrupt  practices  until  this  House 
has  disposed  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  fDisfran- 
chisbment)  Bill," — (Baron  de  Ferriereff) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
was  anxious  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  singular  position  in  which 
it  would  be  placed  if  it  adopted  the  un- 
constitutional and  arbitrary  course  sug- 
gested by  the  Attorney  General.  The 
precedent  which  the  Attorney  General 
had  given  for  the  course  he  proposed 
was  that  of  the  City  of  Gloucester.  It 
was  true  that  that  unhappy  City  was 
found  out  in  1859,  and  the  Government 
repeatedly  resisted  any  proposal  for  a 
Writ.  In  1861  Sir  George  Grey  stated 
that  the  Government  had  resolved  to  ask 
the  House  to  withhold  the  issue  of  a 
Writ  for  the  City  ;  but  in  1862  the  Go- 
vernment changed  its  mind,  and  a  Writ 
was  issued.  It  was  alleged  by  the  At- 
torney General  that  in  the  debate  on  the 
Writ  Mr.  Disraeli  alluded  to  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Writ  for  three  years  as  a 
sufficient  punishment.  That  was  not  a 
correct  statement  of  his  views.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  thsee  years  which  had 
elapsed  might  be  taken  as  a  sufficient 
punishment  upon  Gloucester.  On  the 
contrary,  alluding  to  the  suspension  of 
the  Writs  for  Wakefield  and  Gloucester, 
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Mr.  Disraeli  said,  **  that  the  suspension 
of  those  two  Writs  had  been  continu- 
ously arbitrary  and  unconstitutional." 
He  further  observed— "  In  1861  the  Go- 
vernment refused  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
the  suspension  of  the  Writ  for  three 
years,  and  that,  neither  the  Gk>vemment 
nor  any  Member  making  such  a  propo- 
sition, another  year  had  passed,  the  arbi- 
trary and  unconstitutional  suspension 
still  remained."  No  language  could  more 
clearly  show  that  it  was  not  accurate  to  re- 
present Mr.  Disraeli  as  saying  that,  three 
years  having  elapsed,  sufficient  punish- 
ment had  been  inflicted,  but  that,  on  the 
contrary,  from  beginning  to  end,  he  spoke 
of  the  suspension  of  the  Writ,  unless  it 
was  with  the  intention  of  bringing  in 
any  measure  for  disfranchisement,  as 
arbitrary  and  unconstitutional.  There 
was  also  the  authority  of  Sir  George 
Grey,  who,  in  the  same  debate,  in  con- 
senting to  the  issue  of  the  Writ,  never 
said  that  Gloucester  had  been  sufficiently 
punished,  but  put  it  upon  Constitutional 
grounds.  He  stated  that,  while  adher- 
ing to  the  opinion  he  had  previously  ex- 
pressed, there  were  serious  objections  to 
the  suspension  of  a  Writ  for  a  protracted 
period,  without  reference  to  any  pro- 
ceedings or  any  impending  measure. 
He  (Mr.  E.  Clarke)  would  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  act,  not  upon  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Attorney  General,  but  upon 
the  principle  laid  down  by  Sir  George 
Grey,  that  the  suspension  of  a  Writ  was 
only  to  be  justified  when  the  Govern- 
ment was  prepared  to  introduce,  or  the 
House  was  considering  a  Bill  to  dis- 
franchise the  borough.  It  would  be  a 
most  serious  innovation  upon  the  Con- 
stitutional rights  of  constituencies,  which 
had  recently  been  so  loudly  and  rightly 
proclaimed,  that  the  majority  for  the 
movement  should  ask  the  House  not  to 
re-try  a  case,  but  to  deprive  constituen- 
cies of  their  representation,  even  when 
the  Government  was  not  prepared  to 
legislate.  Then,  the  Attorney  General 
based  his  suggestion  upon  the  fact  that 
the  House  had  refused  to  issue  a  Royal 
Commission.  Through  that  refusal,  he 
said,  the  matter  was  in  the  same  form  as 
it  would  have  been  before  the  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  had  passed.  That  he  en- 
tirely challenged.  It  was  clear  that 
upon  receiving  the  Report  of  an  Election 
Judge  the  House,  if  it  chose,  could 
vote  for  the  issue  of  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion, and,  if  that  Commission  reported 
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against  the  boroueb,  oonld  proceed  to 
deal  with  the  subject  by  legislation. 
But  if  the  House  did  not  think  sufficient 
ground  had  been  shown  for  the  issue  of 
a  Koyal  Commission,  how  could  it  be 
contended  that  its  refusal  to  impose  that 
penalty  upon  the  borough  enabled  the 
majority  of  the  House  to  inflict  punish- 
ment as  if  that  inquiry  had  taken  place  ? 
Although  the  House  had  refused  to  try 
the  people,  it  was  contended  that  the 
House  was  entitled  to  punish  them. 
Anything  more  monstrous  could  not  be 
conceived.  The  Attorney  General  not 
only  asked  the  House  to  punish  where 
it  had  refused  to  try,  but  he  asked  it  to 
form  an  opinion  upon  materials  which 
he  did  not  take  the  trouble  to  lay  before 
it,  and  which  he  did  not  indicate  in  his 
speech.  It  was  quite  as  arbitrary  and 
unconstitutional  to  ask  for  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Writ,  under  the  circum- 
stances, for  the  Session  as  for  any  length 
of  time.  Immense  mischief  would  be 
inflicted  upon  the  unhappy  borough  of 
Wigan  by  the  course  proposed.  Till  the 
month  of  August  Wigan  would  be  in 
the  middle  of  a  contested  election,  which 
would  probably  delight  those  who  wished 
to  see  that  borough  disfranchised,  as  it 
would  then  have  plenty  of  time  in  which 
to  gratify  any  propensity  for  corruption 
it  happened  to  possess,  and  so  to  render 
itself  disqualified  for  the  franchise. 
There  was  no  proposal,  either  firom  the 
Government  or  from  a  private  Member, 
for  dealing  with  the  matter  in  a  Consti- 
tutional way;  and  the  refusal  of  the 
Writ  had  become  a  matter  to  be  dealt 
with  simply  by  the  arbitrary  majority 
for  the  moment. 

Mr.  THOMAS  COLLINS  said,  he 
very  much  regpretted  the  course  the 
House  took  last  Session  on  this  matter. 
The  position  seemed  to  be  that  every 
borough  must  wait,  if  it  had  been 
guilty  of  any  isolated  act  of  corruption, 
till  the  Attorney  General's  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Bill  passed.  He  did  not  think  that 
that  was  a  fair  thing  to  do,  especially  as 
many  of  the  charges  made  were  based 
upon  the  ipse  dixit  of  one  or  two  indivi- 
duals. As  a  Eepresentative  of  a  borough, 
he  recently  had  to  pay  a  rate  of  5s.  in  the 
pound,  owing  to  the  erroneous  finding  of 
the  Judges,  because  they  had  no  witness 
of  truth.  In  1859  there  were  no  Royal 
Commissions  issued  for  Wakefield  and 
Stroud,  and  they  were  worse  cases  of 
corruption  than  some  of  those  which  had 


recently  deprived  boroughs  of  their  re- 
presentation. The  question  the  House 
had  to  deal  with  was  whether  the 
Writ  for  Wigan  should  issue  now,  or  at 
some  future  period.  He  thought  the 
House  came  to  an  unfortunate  decision 
last  year,  for  the  object  of  legislation  of 
late  years  had  been  to  remove  these 
questions  out  of  the  hands  of  the  House 
and  treat  them  in  a  ^tta«t-judicial  man- 
ner. If,  in  these  cases,  the  House  were 
to  pass  over  the  Beport  of  the  Judges, 
it  would  revert  to  the  vices  of  the  old 
system,  and  the  question  would  lapse 
into  a  contest  between  those  Members  of 
the  House  who  wished  a  new  Writ  to 
issue,  and  to  negative  the  decision  of  the 
Judges,  and  those  who  wished  to  sup- 
port the  decision.  With  regard  to  a 
Boyal  Commission,  that  could  not  be 
issued  unless  the  statutory  enactments 
were  complied  with  ;  otherwise,  it  would 
be  an  illegal  trial  from  beginning  to 
end.  The  decision  of  last  year  was  ar- 
rived at  at  the  fag-end  of  the  Session, 
and  in  a  very  thin  House ;  and  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  have, 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  raising  the 
discussion  again.  The  main  object  of  a 
Parliamentary  Commission  was  not  to 
punish  individuals,  but  to  eradicate  cor- 
ruption from  boroughs.  The  House  hav- 
ing committed  one  blunder  last  year, 
should  be  careful  not  to  make  another 
this  year.  Upon  the  whole,  he  thought 
the  House  was  bound  to  issue  the  Writ ; 
and  he  should,  therefore,  vote  for  its 

being  issued. 

Mr.  KNOWLES  said,  he  wished  to 
refer  to  one  or  two  points  raised  in  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke). 
One  was  that  very  few  Members  of  the 
House  had  read  the  Judge's  Eeport.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  the  Attorney  General 
had  read  it  carefully  and  thoroughly, 
as  he  had  acted  wisely  in  not  press- 
ing for  a  Commission.  It  would  have 
been  found  a  very  weak  case  in- 
deed. Wigan  had  undoubtedly  erred; 
but  it  was  not  so  bad  as  Gloucester, 
Chester,  and  other  places.  No  doubt,  as 
the  sitting  Member  was  unseated,  the 
constituency  was  to  some  extent  guilty ; 
but  the  Judges  exonerated  him  from 
blame,  and  said  he  did  all  he  could  to 
avoid  corruption.  With  reference  to  the 
second  point,  as  to  the  issuing  of  a  new 
Writ,  he  trusted  that  the  Attorney 
General  would  reconsider  his  decision, 
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wliioli  would  be  likely  to  plonee  Wigan 
into  a  state  of  turmoil  until  tne  end  of 
the  Session.  The  House  had  not  thought 
it  necessary  to  act  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Election  Judges  to  issue  a 
Commission,  and,  in  doing  so,  had  acted 
wisely.  He  himself  knew  something  of 
Wigan  people,  and  he  knew  that  a  Com- 
mission would  have  been  unnecessary, 
expensive,  and  not  worth  the  trouble. 
And  who  were  the  people  said  to  be 
guilty  of  corrupt  action  ?  Generally  they 
were  enthusiastic  and  indiscreet  shop- 
keepers, who  were  giving  free  brealc- 
fasts  right  and  left  to  everybody,  both 
electors  and  non-electors,  and,  to  some 
extent  also,  because  they  had  an  idea 
that  it  would  afterwards  assist  their 
business.  There  had  been  a  strike 
amongst  the  colliers  for  a  long  time, 
and  they  were  then  in  the  middle  of  it. 
There  was  great  distress.  The  weather 
was  very  inclement  and  severe  —  the 
worst  they  had  had,  perhaps,  for  50 
years ;  and  nearly  all  the  railways  in 
the  Kingdom  were  snowed  up,  and  what 
was  done  was  more  as  an  act  of  kind- 
ness than  with  intent  to  bribe.  With  re- 
ference to  the  observations  which  had 
been  made  last  Session  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  as 
to  the  habits  of  the  people  of  Wigan, 
and  that  they  were  a  **  Church  and  King 
loving'*  people,  that  was  quite  true. 
He  (Mr.  Knowles)  was  glad  to  say  that 
they  were.  As  to  his  description  of  their 
being  a  cock-fighting  people,  that  was  a 
mistake ;  and  he  (Mr.  Knowles)  did  not 
believe  there  was  any  truth  in  the  state- 
ment. He  had  been  at  some  trouble  to 
make  inquiries  as  to  this  matter,  and 
found  it  was  not  so.  He  had  been 
brought  up  amongst  the  people  and 
knew  them  well ;  and  he  thought  they 
would  compare  favourably  with  the  in- 
habitants of  any  similar  manufacturing 
and  mining  district.  The  borough,  how- 
ever, was,  to  some  extent,  under  a 
cloud ;  and,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
did  not  blame  the  Attorney  General  for 
objecting  to  grant  the  Writ  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  He  hoped  that  the  Motion 
would  be  withdrawn.  He  himself  had 
not  moved  for  the  issue  of  a  Writ,  and 
would  not  have  thought  of  doing  so 
until  nearer  the  end  of  the  Session,  be- 
cause he  considered  that  the  borough 
deserved  some  punishment.  He  would 
be  very  glad,  however,  if  the  Attorney 
General  would,  without  any  long  inter- 


val  of  time,  again  agree  to  issue  the 
Writ,  and  so  put  the  borough  out  of 
suspense,  and  prevent  the  turmoil  and 
agitation  of  an  impending  election  being 
spread  over  a  long  perioa. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
they  found  themselves  in  an  unfortunate 
position.  The  Judges  found  there  was 
bribery  and  treating :  but  the  House  re- 
fused to  issue  a  Commission,  and  then 
arose  the  question,  what  was  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  to  do?  They,  no  doubt,  acted  wisely 
in  not  renewing  the  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mission, and  they  were  equally  well-ad- 
vised in  not  including  Wigan  in  their 
Bill  as  a  place  to  be  punished  by  dis- 
franchisement. The  Attorney  General, 
he  thought,  had  acted  very  fairly.  The 
question  was — What  was  to  be  done  in 
the  present  circumstances  ?  Personally, 
he  would  not  have  moved  in  the  matter 
at  present,  and  he  was  very  sorry  the 
Writ  had  been  moved  for.  He  should 
have  been  content  if  the  Writ  had  been 
moved  for  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session  ;  but  they  were  placed  in  a  dif- 
ferent position  now  that  the  Constitutional 
question  had  been  raised  and  argued.  It 
was  a  great  stretch  of  power  in  the  House 
to  say,  without  the  consent  of  the  other 
House  in  an  Act  of  Parliament,  that 
they  would  punish  a  constituency  by  de- 
priving it  of  representation.  He  was 
sorry  the  question  was  raised.  He  would 
not  have  raised  it ;  but  as  it  was  raised, 
unless  it  was  answered  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  some  form,  they  would  be  en- 
tering upon  a  dangerous  precedent,  for 
the  House  would  appear  to  be  assuming, 
of  its  own  authority  and  without  a  Bil!, 
to  deprive  a  constituency  of  a  Member. 
It  would  have  been  better  that  the  Con- 
stitutional question  should  have  been 
avoided  by  acquiescence  in  the  issue  of 
the  Writ  in  two  or  three  months'  time. 
But,  the  question  having  been  raised,  he 
could  have  no  doubt  as  to  the  course 
that  he  ought  to  take. 

Mr.  mac  IY£R  said,  he  charged 
the  Government  with  doing  that  in  a 
political  capacity  which  they  would  have 
been  ashamed  to  do  as  private  Members. 
The  Government  were  not  in  earnest  last 
year  in  moving  for  the  issue  of  a  Com- 
mission. If  they  had  been  in  earnest 
they  would  easily  have  obtained  the  in- 
quiry. He  happened  to  know  some- 
thing about  the  borough  of  Wigan ;  and 
the  sole  reason  why  the  Government  re- 
fused to  issue  a  Writ  at  the  present  mo« 
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ment  was  because  the  Consenratives  had 
prematurely  announced  the  name  of  the 
candidate  they  intended  to  run  at  the 
next  election.  The  object  of  postponing 
the  issue  of  a  Writ  until  the  end  of 
the  Session  was  obvious.  They  were 
prolonging  the  period  over  which  the 
election  agitation  extended,  in  order 
that  some  injudicious  agent  might  do 
something  sufficiently  technicaUy  il- 
legal as  to  unseat  the  newly-elected 
Member.  They  knew,  too,  that  if  the 
election  were  to  take  place  now  they 
would  lose  the  seat;  and,  like  Mr. 
Micawber,  they  were  waiting  for  some- 
thing to  turn  up.  The  reasons  given  by 
the  Attorney  General  for  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  issue  of  the  Writ  were  not 
the  real  reasons;  and  they  were  those 
which  he  (Mr.  Mac  Ivor)  had  described 
to  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  debate  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
close  without  a  further  statement  of  the 
views  and  intentions  of  the  Government. 
Last  year  the  Government  made  a  specific 
proposal  to  the  House.  The  House,  in 
its  wisdom  or  its  folly — he  did  not  say 
which — declined  to  accede  to  the  pro- 
posals. The  speech  of  the  Attorney 
General  consisted  mainly  of  the  allega- 
tion that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
last  year  made  a  mistake ;  and,  no  doubt, 
the  House  had  made  many  mistakes; 
but  if  it  had  made  one,  that  would  be  no 
reason  why  it  should  continue  to  make 
another.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke)  had 
pointed  out  that  there  was  an  essential 
oifference  between  the  case  of  Gloucester 
and  the  proposal  now  made  by  the  At- 
torney General.  The  contention  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
apparently  was  that  the  penalty  of  tem- 
porary disfranchisement  might  be  im- 
posed by  its  own  fiat,  instead  of  by 
Statute.  He  proposed  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  Wigan  for  a  certain  definite 
number  of  weeks ;  but  what  distinction 
was  there  in  theory  between  the  suspen- 
sion of  a  Writ  for  a  few  weeks  and  for 
a  few  years?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  suggested  that  the  Writ  in 
question  should  issue  at  the  end  of  the 
present  Session  ;  but  could  he  guarantee 
that  his  Colleagues  would  be  in  favour  of 
the  proposal  when  the  time  came  ?  The 
House  ought  seriously  to  consider  the 
position  in  which  it  was  placed.  Two 
courses  were  open  to  the  Government  in 


dealing  with  this  question ;  but  they  had 
adopted  neither  of  them.  They  might 
have  asked  the  House  to  rescind  the 
Eesolution  to  which  it  came  last  year, 
but  they  did  nothing  of  the  sort ;  they 
might  have  scheduled  Wigan  with  the 
other  boroughs  in  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill ;  but  they  preferred  to  leave  it  to  be 
dealt  with  separately.  The  result,  there- 
fore, was  the  proposal  of  the  Attorney 
General  that  the  borough  should  be 
punishdd  on  its  own  ipse  dixit.  With 
respect  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cheltenham  (Baron  De 
Ferrieres),  he  confessed  that  he  could 
not  understand  it.  The  hon.  Member 
asked  the  House  not  to  issue  the  Writ 
for  Wigan  until  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  had  been  disposed  of.  It  seemed  to 
him,  as  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill  in  no 
way  affected  Wigan,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  with  equal  relevancy  have  re- 
ferred to  the  Boiler  Explosions  Bill, 
or  the  Churchwardens'  Admission  Bill. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  had  said  that  the  borough 
might,  perhaps,  be  included  in  the  Sche- 
dule of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill.  Ho 
had  heard  of  Governments  fishing  for  a 
policy ;  but  for  the  Government  to  invite 
other  Members  to  insert  Wigan  in  the 
Bill  when  they  themselves  had  not  tho 
courage  to  include  it  was  without  pa- 
rallel in  the  history  of  Parliament.  The 
Bill  had  more  relation  to  the  larger 
Corrupt  Practices  Bill,  which  had  been 
called  a  Bill  for  the  prevention  of  Minis- 
terial defeats  at  bye-elections.  The 
course  followed  seemed  to  be  adopted 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  consti- 
tuencies from  expressing  their  opinion 
of  the  Government  of  the  day.  He  was 
convinced  it  was  not  guided  by  the  calm 
and  judicial  mind  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, but  would  more  appropriately  have 
emanated  from  the  guiding  spirit  of  the 
Caucuses.  He  trusted  that  before  the 
debate  closed  some  responsible  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  would  announce  some 
definite  course  which  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  submit  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  that  the  right 
tone  had  been  given  to  the  discussion 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South- West  Lancashire  (Sir  R. 
Assheton  Cross),  who  would  not  have 
brought  forward  the  matter, but  held  that 
it  had  now  become  a  grave  Constitutional 
question.  After  what  the  Attorney  Gene-* 
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ral  had  said,  it  would  be  well,  perhaps,  if 
on  another  occasion  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  simply  announced,  without 
giving  reasons,  the  decision  to  which 
the  despotic  Government  had  come.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  men- 
tioned the  case  of  Gloucester  as  a  prece- 
dent ;  but  he  held  that  if  Wigan  was  to 
be  punished  at  aU,  it  could  not  possibly 
be  punished  in  a  more  undesirable  man- 
ner. It  was  not  necessary  to  punish 
Wigan,  because  they  had  no  power  to 
punish  Wigan.  They  were  living  now 
m  times  when  they  had  a  despotic  Prime 
Minister  and  a  despotic  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ;  and  he  would  ask  the  latter  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  view  of  the 
small  allowance  for  election  expenses 
provided  in  his  Bill,  whether  it  would 
be  wrong  for  the  popular  candidate  at 
Wigan  to  hire  a  single  committee-room, 
or  appoint  a  single  agent,  or  to  issue  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  he  intended 
to  come  forward  ? 

Sib  EARDLEY  WILMOT  cordiaUy 
supported  the  Motion,  observing  that 
the  Motion  for  issuing  a  Koyal  Com- 
mission had  been  defeated  last  year, 
almost  at  the  close  of  the  Session,  on  a 
Saturday  afternoon,  by  a  majority  of 
only  6,  in  a  House  of  no  more  than  80 
Members ;  and  its  decision  on  that  occa- 
sion, therefore,  did  not  carry  with  it 
very  great  weight.     Since  then  nothing 
had  been  done  by  the  Government,  al- 
though eight  months  had  elapsed  since 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  Oounty 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  moved  to 
issue  the  Writ  last  August.    The  con- 
stituency of  Wigan  had,  consequently, 
had  no  opportunity  of  defending  itself 
against  the  charges  of  corruption  made 
against  it;  and  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) 
considered  it  unjust,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, to  deprive  it  of  the  privilege 
of  returning  a  Member.     It  looked  as 
if  the    Government  were    applying    a 
Coercion  Act  to  Wigan ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, while  he  considered  that  a  Boyal 
Commission  ought  to  have  been  again 
moved  for  at  the  beginning  of  the  pre- 
sent Session,   should  cordially  support 
the   Motion   of  the  hon.   Member   for 
Londonderry. 

Mb.  LEWIS,  in  reply,  observed,  that 
surprise  had  been  expressed  that  he 
should  have  moved  the  issue  of  this 
Writ.  The  despotism  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  which  had  been  displayed  on  so 
many  occasions,  now  came  to  this — that 

Mr,  Warion 


a  Member  of  that  House  was  to  be 
told  by  Members  on  the  other  side  in 
bringing  forward  a  grave  Constitutional 
question — **  Oh,  you  are  only  Member  for 
so-and-so."  He  was  aware  that  certain 
Members  of  the  House  usuaUy  moved  the 
issue  of  new  Writs ;  but  there  never  was 
a  Kule  which  prevented  any  Member  of 
that  House,  if  he  thought  a  particular 
constituency  was  being  ul-treated  by  the 
manner  in  which  its  rights  were  being 
disregarded  by  the  House,  or  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  from  presenting  him- 
self as  a  supporter  and  upholder,  not  of 
a  constituency,  but  of  Constitutional 
Law.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cheltenham 
thouffht  it  quite  right  that  Cheltenham 
should  interfere,  but  not  Londonderry, 
though  Wigan  was  on  the  way  to  Lon- 
dondeny.  The  hon.  Gentleman  inter- 
fered, it  would  seem,  because  he  (Mr. 
Lewis)  had  postponed  his  Motion  from 
Monday  week ;  but  he  did  that  be- 
cause he  did  not  want  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  the  Budget ;  and  yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  his  opening  statement,  while  min- 
ing pointed  reference  to  the  courtesy 
of  another,  took  no  notice  of  what  he 
had  done.  He  would  tell  the  House 
very  frankly  why  he  had  taken  up 
these  election  oases;  and  he  should 
take  them  up  until  he  drove  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  forward  the  Corrupt 
Practices  (Disfranchisement)  Bill.  It  was 
this,  and  he  would  say  it  in  the  face  of 
the  House.  The  Attorney  Generid  had 
deliberately  kept  that  Bill  back.  Instead 
of  producing  that  Bill,  he  had  brought 
forward  a  general  one  relating  to  the 
future.  The  truth  was,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  like  to  pro- 
duce the  Bill ;  but,  until  the  (Government 
did  so,  he  should  avail  himself  of  every 
possible  opportunity  of  challenging  their 
conduct.  The  whole  subject-matter  of 
the  Attorney  General's  speech  amounted 
to  this — that  he  quoted  one  precedent,  a 
precedent  which  was  totally  inapplicable 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  for  which 
he  was  obliged  to  go  to  a  time  anterior 
to  the  period  when  Commissions  proved 
to  be  no  precedent  at  aU.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  what  they  had  to  consider  on 
the  present  occasion  were  the  rights  of 
the  Wigan  constituency  and  the  ques- 
tion of  Constitutional  representation;  and 
consequently,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  should  consider  it  his  duty  to  go  to  a 
division. 
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Question  put. 

The  HouBe  divided: — 


The  Tellers  being  come  to  the  Table, 
Lord  Kensington,  one  of  the  Tellers  for 
the  Noes,  informed  Mr.  Speaker  that  an 
honourable  Member  had  remained  in  the 
Kight  Lobby  without  voting. 

Mr.  Arthur  Vivian  thereupon  came  to 
the  Table,  and  said  that  not  having 
heard  the  Question  put,  he  had  not 
voted. 

Whereupon  Mr.  Speaker  stated  to  him 
the  Question,  and  he  declared  that  he 
voted  with  the  Noes. 

The  Tellers  accordingly  declared  the 
numbers  Ayes  142 ;  Noes  220 :  Ma- 
jority 78.— (Div.  List,  No.  76.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped,  now  that  the  views  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  had  been  made  known,  the 
Amendment  would  be  withdrawn. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnry  James)  joined  in  this  appeal. 
The  moment  was  inopportune  for  press- 
ing the  subject. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that,  by  leave 
of  the  House,  the  Amendment  might  be 
withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


STATE  OF  PUBLIC  AFFAIRS  —  THE 
IRISH  POLICY  OF  THE  GOVERN- 
MENT.—MINISTERIAL  STATEMENT. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Mr.  Speaker,  it 
had  been  my  intention,  on  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  oppo- 
site (Sir  John  Hay),  and  as  most  con- 
formable to  the  liberty  and  practice  of 
the  House,  to  advert,  during  the  debate 
which  I  believe  to  be  impending,  to 
several  matters  of  importance  connected 
with  the  condition  of  Ireland,  rather 
than  to  touch  them  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion, or  still  less  to  seek  an  opportunity 
of  making  a  short  explanation.  Li  con- 
sequence, however,  of  the  difference  of 
the  Rules  in  **  another  place,"  and  of 
proceedings  which  I  understand  are  likely 
to  take  place  there,  it  has  appeared  to 
me  it  would  be  most  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  especially  in  view  of  the 
Notice  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  that  I 
should  ask  permission  of  the  House  to 


make  a  very  short  statement,  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  to  it,  I  think,  in  brief 
compass,  all  the  information  which  is  in 
my  power.  Sir,  I  do  not,  I  may  say, 
on  this  occasion  intend  to  make  any 
reference  to  changes  in  the  Land  Act, 
because  I  have  sdready  partially  and 
generally  opened  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  one  of  the  most  important 
points  which  we  think  it  our  duty  to 
open — namely,  the  question  of  arrears, 
a  point,  I  may  say,  of  the  most  pressing 
and  immediate  importance ;  and  I  also 
stated  that  an  early  opportunity  would 
arise  for  touching  on  another  point  of 
great  importance  and  interest — the  ques- 
tion of  the  Purchase  Clauses.  With 
regard  to  other  matters,  although  they 
are  important  also,  I  need  not  say  any- 
thing of  them.  Other  opportunities  will 
offer  for  dealing  with  them  more  properly. 
But  the  three  questions  upon  which  I 
wish  to  give  some  information  to  the 
House  are,  the  resignation  of  the  Vice- 
roy, the  course  which  the  Government 
have  taken  with  respect  to  certain  per- 
sons imprisoned  in  Ireland — particularly 
and  primarily  the  three  Menabers  of  this 
House — and  the  consequence  it  has  en- 
tailed upon  us  (the  Government) ;  and, 
lastly,  the  intentions  we  entertain,  so 
far  as  time  permits  us  at  present,  to 
declare  and  exhibit  those  intentions  in 
respect  to  legislation  in  Lreland.  The 
House  already  is  aware  that  my  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Oowper),  the  loss  of  whose 
services  we  greatly  regret,  has  resigned 
the  Office  of  Viceroy  of  Ireland.  I  was 
asked  yesterday  whether  he  had  resigned 
on  political  or  on  personal  grounds ;  and 
I  could  not  adopt  with  accuracy,  or  at 
least  without  fear  of  misapprehension, 
either  of  those  grounds,  for  if  I  had  said 
that  my  noble  Friend  had  resigned  on 
political  grounds,  I  should  have  been 
understood  to  imply  that  he  had  resigned 
on  the  ground  of  policy,  and  because  he 
differed  in  view  from  the  Government 
and  his  Colleagues  on  public  questions. 
That  is  not  so,  and  neither  has  he  re- 
signed, I  may  say,  upon  personal  grounds. 
It  was  his  desire  to  give  up  his  Office  ; 
but  that  desire  did  not  take  effect  with- 
out reference  to  other  considerations, 
and  the  consideration  which  induced 
the  Government  to  recommend  to  Her 
Majesty  that  my  noble  Friend's  resigna- 
tion should  be  accepted  was  the  desire 
they  felt  to  have  the  advantage  of  carry- 
ing on  the  operations  of  the  Executive 
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Government  in  Ireland,  in  the  present 
critical    circumstances   of  the   country, 
with   the  highest  degree  of  authority 
that  could  possibly  be  made  to  attach  to 
them — namely,  under  the  direct  action 
and  the  full  responsibility  of  a  Member 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.     That,  I 
think,  is  all  that  I  need  say  on  the  sub- 
ject   of   the  resignation  of  my   noble 
Friend.     I  proceed  to  another  subject 
— indeed,  to  two  subjects,  both  of  which 
are  embraced  by  the  Notice  which  stands 
on  the  Paper  for  to-night.     I  have  to 
state  that  directions  have  been  sent  to 
Ireland  for  the  release  forthwith  of  the 
three  Members  of  this  House  who  have 
been  imprisoned  since  October  last,  under 
the  powers  given  by  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  Act.     The  list  of 
persons    similarly    imprisoned   will  be 
carefully  examined  further,  with  a  view 
to  the  release,  in  accordance  with  like 
principles  and  considerations,  of  all  per- 
sons who  are  not  believed  to  be  asso- 
ciated  with   the  commission  of  crime. 
This  measure  has  been   taken  by  the 
Government  on  its  own  responsibility — 
{^Laughter  from  the    Opposition   Benches'] 
— after    gathering   all  the  information 
which  it  was  in  their  power  to  extract, 
either  through  the  medium  of  debate  in 
this  House,  or  by  availing  themselves  of 
such  communications  as  were  tendered 
to  them  by  Irish  Kepresentatives,  and 
this  without  the  slightest  reference  to 
their  previous  relations  to  those  Irish 
Bepresentatives,  but  simply  with  relation 
to  what  they  believed  to  be  the  public 
interest.     But  they  deemed  it  to  be  a 
part  of  their  duty  to  ascertain,  so  far  as 
might  be  in  their  power,  the  views  and 
intentions  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
are  chosen  to  represent  Ireland  in  this 
House  with    reference    to  the  present 
position  of  public  affairs  in  that  country. 
1  observed  that  when  I  said  that  this 
action  was  taken  upon  the  responsibility 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  there  ap- 
peared to  be  Gentlemen  in  this  House 
who  thouglit  that  to  be  an  announcement 
of  very  trivial  importance.     In  my  view, 
it  is  far  otherwise.     The  responsibility 
is  serious,  and  the  responsibility  is  un- 
divided.     Were  that  release  a  release 
determined  upon  in  concert  with,  or  in 
negotiation  with,  others,  I  should  not 
have  been  able  to  use,  in  the  full  and 
plenary  sense  of  the  view  which  I  have 
used,  the  phrase  that  I  have  employed 
and  employ  again,  when  I  say,  Sir,  that 
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this  is  an  act  taken  on  our  own  responsi- 
bility alone,  and  done  in  the  strict  pur- 
suance of  the  principles  on  which  our 
folicy  has  been  founded    all  along — 
Renewed  laughter] — with  reference,  and 
with  paramount  reference,  to  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  in  Ireland, 
which  we    believe  it  will  promote — a 
belief  in  which  I  can  assure  hon.  Gentle- 
men we  are  not  likely  to  be   shaken. 
And,  finally,  it  is,  as  I  have  already  said, 
an  act  done  without  any  negotiation, 
promise,    or    engagement    whatsoever. 
This  act,  Sir,  has  entailed  upon  us  a 
lamentable  consequence  —  namely,  the 
resignation  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  who  declines  to  share 
our  responsibility  in  this  matter,  and  who, 
in  consequence,  has  tendered  his  resig- 
nation of  the  high  Office  which  he  has 
held  and  discharged  with  such  unwearied 
diligence,  and  marked  ability,  and  such 
unfailing  patriotism.     It  is  not  for  me 
to  explain,  before  my  right  hon.  Fiiend 
does  so  himself,  the  view  by  which  he 
has  been  actuated ;  and  he  will  not  be 
in  a  position  to  explain  that  view  until 
he  obtains  the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty 
to  his  resignation ;  but  he  hopes  to  be 
able  to  offer  his  personal  explanation  not 
later  than  upon  Thursday  next.     Sir,  in 
conjunction  with  this  subject,  I  think  it 
is  right  that  I  should  advert  to  the  legis- 
lative intentions  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment entertain — in  few  words,  but, 
I  hope,  in  words  which  will  not  be  found 
deficient  in  clearness,  having  regard  to 
the  time  at  which,  and  the  circumstances 
under  which,  they  are  spoken.     In  the 
first  place,  we  do  not  at  present  contem- 
plate asking  Parliament  to  renew  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act ; 
but  it  is  my  duty  to  point  out  that  no 
final  judgment  can  be  formed  at  the 
present  date  upon  a  question  of   this 
paramount  character,  with    regard    to 
which  the  contingency  immediately  em- 
braced in  it  is  still  placed  at  a  consider- 
able distance.    The  second  statement  I 
have  to  make  is  that,  so  soon  as  the  neces- 
sary Business  of  the  House  of  Commons 
will  permit,  we  shall  ask  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  strengthen  the  ordinary 
law,  and  to  meet  difficulties  such  as  have 
been  experienced  in  the  administration 
of  justice,  and  in  defending  and  securing 
private  rights  in  Ireland.     By  the  neces- 
sary Business  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
perhaps  I  ought  to  say  that  I  mean  the 
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Resolutions  upon  Procedure,  which,  in 
our  view,  lie  at  the  very  root  and  thresh- 
old of  the  whole  performance  by  the 
House  of  Commons  of  its  duty,  and  the 
transaction  of  Business  in  relation  to 
money,  with  regard  to  which/  as  the 
House  well  knows,  legal  necessities  are 
laid  upon  us.  Anything,  in  fact,  which 
could  not  fairly  be  called  of  that  excejp- 
tional  character,  I  do  not  include  m 
necessary  Business.  But  what  I  meant 
to  convey  to  the  House  is  this — that  of 
all  the  legislation  which  we  have  hoped 
and  desired  to  undertake,  and  which  we 
have  engaged,  as  far  as  it  is  in  our 
power,  to  undertake,  by  the  Speech 
delivered  from  the  Throne  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session,  no  part  will 
be  allowed  to  interfere  with  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  purpose  which  I  have  just 
described — namely,  to  satisfy  what  we 
conceive  to  be  the  demands  of  the  neces- 
sity with  regard  to  future  legal  prQvision 
for  peace  and  tranquillity,  and  the  en- 
forcement of  law  in  Ireland.  I  may 
add  that  we  are  now  engaged  in  con- 
sidering the  details  of  the  measure  ;  and 
it  should  be  clearly  understood,  after 
what  I  have  said,  that  the  Business  of 
optional  legislation  will  not  be  allowed 
to  interfere  with  our  proceedings  in  this 
respect.  I  ought,  perhaps,  to  say,  after 
the  expectation  that  I  have  expressed — 
the  sanguine  expectation,  or,  at  any  rate, 
the  very  anxious  expectation,  with  regard 
to  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act — I  ought,  perhaps,  to  make  one 
special  reservation,  not  in  contradiction, 
nor  even,  perhaps,  in  limitation  of  what 
I  have  said.  It  has  relation  to  secret 
societies ;  and  should  it  unhappily  appear 
to  us  that  the  peace  and  security  or  Ire- 
land are  put  in  jeopardy  by  the  members 
of  secret  societies,  in  that  case,  whatever 
might  be  our  view  as  to  the  Protection 
of  i^erson  and  Property  Act  in  general, 
we  should  think  it  our  duty  to  propose, 
as  against  their  members,  either  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  present  powers,  or  the 
enactment  of  any  other  powers  which  we 
might  believe  to  be  more  effectual  for 
the  securing  of  life  and  property.  I 
have  only,  I  think,  one  word  more  to 
say.  In  expressing  the  hope  and  expec- 
tation that  we  may  not  be  called  upon  to 
ask  the  House  to  re-enact  the  Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  Act,  I  do  not 
intend  to  suggest,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  retrospectively,  any  change 
in  their  view.    We  have  no  authority, 


more  than  others,  to  speak  upon  this 
subject,  and  many  hon.  Members  in  that 
qua^r  of  the  House  (the  Home  Bule 
Benches) — perhaps  some  on  this  side  of 
the  House — may  differ  from  us  in  the 
opinion  we  entertain;  but  we  do  not 
agpree  with  those  who  hold  that  the  Act 
has  failed,  for  we  think  that  it  has 
served  a  most  important  purpose,  in  en- 
abling us  to  confront  a  great  crisis, 
which,  without  that  Act,  we  do  not 
see  in  what  way  we  could  have  had 
adequate  opportunities  of  meeting.  That, 
I  think,  is  all  it  is  my  purpose  at  present 
to  say,  and  I  hope  I  have  clearly  con- 
veyed to  the  House  the  intentions  we 
entertain,  and  I  thank  the  House  for  the 
great  and  kind  attention  which  I  have 
received  during  this  statement  from  the 
great  body  of  the  House. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  well  aware  that  it  is  most 
irregular  to  address  any  observations  to 
the  House  upon  the  statement  we  have 
just  heard,  yet  I  think  the  House  will, 
under  the  circumstances,  extend  its  in- 
dulgence to  me  for  a  very  short  time. 
The  Prime  Minister  has,  in  the  closing 
words  of  his  very  important  statement, 
expressed  his  acknowledgment  to  the 
House  for  the  patience  and  the  manner 
with  which  it  has  listened  to  him,  and  I 
can  hardly  imagine  that  any  statement 
could  have  been  possibly  made  that 
would  have  more  thoroughly  have  ar- 
rested the  attention,  the  breathless  atten- 
tion, of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  From  word  to  word,  and 
from  passage  to  passage  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  speech  we  necessarily  hung 
upon  his  words,  absolutely  ignorant  of 
what  might  be  coming  next,  and  feeling 
that  his  communication  had  reference  to 
one  of  the  most  important  subjects  that 
could  possibly  be  brought  before  us.  I 
must  frankly  say  that,  having  listened 
to  the  statement  that  has  just  been 
made,  I  am  still  more  surprised  than  I 
was  before  that  that  statement  was  not 
previously  made,  and  made  in  a  manner 
independently  of  the  Motion  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given.  Surely  the  rea- 
sons which  have  led  to  that  statement 
being  made  to-night  might  have  been 
foreseen,  and  might  have  led  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  this  into  its  considera- 
tion in  a  more  direct  manner  than  they 
proposed  to  do,  but  not,  I  admit,  more 
frankly  than  they  have  now  done.  There 
are  several  parts  of  that  statement  on 
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which  it  would  be  premature  at  present 
for  anyone  to  offer  an  opinion.  We  re- 
quire more  information.  We  require  to 
know  the  reasons  upon  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  proceeded  in  some  of  the 
very  important  steps  upon  which  they 
have  decided,  as  they  tell  us,  on  their 
own  responsibility.  The  Prime  Minister 
seemed  to  wonder  that  there  should  have 
been  any  sensation  in  the  House  on  his 
making  use  of  the  expression  that  the 
Government  had  taken  upon  themselves 
to  release  certain  hon.  Members  of  this 
HousOi  and  to  consider  the  case  of  cer- 
tain other  persons  who  are  at  present 
imprisoned  under  the  Protection  of  Per- 
son and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  and 
that  they  had  made  that  decision  on 
their  own  responsibility.  The  House,  I 
think,  would  have  been  puzzled  to  know 
upon  what  other  shoulders  to  lay  the 
responsibility.  However  that  may  be, 
the  feeling  of  the  House  now,  I  think, 
is  that  we  should  know  the  grounds  on 
which  the  decision  was  arrived  at.  But 
there  was  a  very  strange  light,  or  rather 
a  very  important  light,  thrown  upon  the 
expression  used  by  the  Prime  Minister 
by  almost  the  next  following  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  were 
to  the  effect  that  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  as  I  am  sorry  to  say 
we  must  now  call  him,  had  refused  to 
share  that  responsibility  ;  and  that  cir- 
cumstance, I  need  not  say,  intensifies  in 
the  most  remarkable  manner  the  im- 
portance of  the  step  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  decided.  Under  any 
circumstances,  to  be  told,  and  told  with- 
out reasons  given  for  the  decision,  that 
the  Government  have  decided  to  make 
so  vital  a  change,  so  important  a  change, 
in  the  policy  which  they  have  been  pur- 
suing for  a  considerable  time,  and  upon 
which  they  have  from  time  to  time  ap- 
pealed for  the  support  of  the  House, 
would  have  been  startling,  and  would 
have  required  consideration  ;  but  when 
they  tell  us  that  a  Minister — not  only 
one  of  their  Colleagues,  but  the  special 
Colleague  who  has  been  responsible  for 
the  administration  of  the  Act  in  Ireland, 
who  has  had  the  most  intimate  know- 
ledge of  the  state  of  the  country,  and 
who  knows  not  only  what  the  state  of 
the  country  has  been  hitherto,  but  what 
it  is  at  the  uresent  moment — when  they 
tell  us  that  he  declines  to  share  that  re- 
sponsubility*  they  really  present  to  us  a 
condition  of  affairs  so  grave  that  it  is 
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quite  impossible  to  exaggerate  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  with 
perfect  truth,  that  it  would  but  be  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  Parliamentaiy 
practice,  and  the  proper  courtesies  of 
official  life  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  now  resigned  his  Office  an 
opportunity  of  stating  to  the  House  the 
reasons  which  have  led  him  to  separate 
himself  from  his  Colleagues ;  and  he  has 
also  mentioned,  what  is  perfectly  well 
known  to  all,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man cannot  make  such  a  statement  until 
he  has  obtained  Her  Majesty's  permis- 
sion, and  we  are  promised  that  such 
statement  shall  be  made  on  Thursday. 
At  present,  therefore,  it  would  be  clearly 
premature  for  us  to  come  to  any  final 
decision  or  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  this  matter  until  we  have  heard  the 
promised  statement  on  Thursday,  that 
will  then  be  made,  and  which  we  shall 
await  with  the  greatest  interest  and 
anxiety ;  but  even  now  there  are  one  or 
two  points  upon  which,  in  the  absence 
of  that  statement,  I  think,  perhaps,  I 
may  be  allowed  to  make  one  or  two  re- 
marks. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
told  us  that  it  is  intended  not  only  to 
release  the  three  imprisoned  Members 
of  this  House,  but  to  consider  the  other 
cases  of  persons  who  are  imprisoned 
under  the  Act,  and  who  are  not  asso- 
ciated in  the  commission  of  crime.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  :  Not  believed  to  be.]  Well, 
not  believed  to  be.  I  suppose  that  is 
intended  to  point  to  the  disdnction  that 
is  to  be  drawn  between  a  number  of 
persons  who  are  imprisoned  on  oharees 
of  being  reasonably  suspected  of  murder, 
or  inciting  to  murder,  or  other  outrages, 
and  those  who  are  guilty  of  intimidation 
or  inciting  others  to  desist  from  the  pay- 
ment of  rent.  But  I  should  like  to  now 
another  point  with  reg^ard  to  that.  There 
are  certain  persons  in  prison  on  a  charge 
of  being  suspected  of  treasonable  prac- 
tices, and  I  should  like  to  know  what 
category  they  come  under?  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  that  is  a  charge 
that  is  to  be  treated  lightly,  or  is  to  be 
treated  seriously?  Is  it  to  be  treated 
like  a  charge  of  using  violent  language, 
or  is  it  to  be  treated  as  one  of  a  very 
serious  character?  I  cannot  help  ob- 
serving that  that  charge  is  made  against 
two  of  the  Members  of  this  House  who 
are  to  be  liberated;  and,  therefore,  I 
presume  that  the  mere  fact  of  being 
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reasonably    suspected    of    treasonable 
praotioes  is  not  to  be  held  as  a  ground 
for  retaining  those  persons  in  prison ; 
but  I  shall  be  glad  to  know  whetner  the 
serious  charge  is  to  be  passed  over,  or 
whether  any   especial  notice  is  to  be 
taken  of  persons  who  are  so  charged ; 
because,  when  considering  the  question 
of    law  and  order,    we    should   know 
whether  that  is  to  be  regarded  as  a 
serious  charge.   It  is  all  very  well  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  that  the  Gbvern- 
xnent  are  proceeding  on  the  principles 
which    they    have    always    proceeded. 
In  respect  to  a  great  many  matters, 
I  haye  no    doubt    but   it  will    strike 
many  persons  as  most  probable  that  the 
Government  are  making  a  very  serious 
and  extraordinary  change — they  are,  to 
use  an  expression  that  has  become  fami- 
liar to  us,  swapping  horses  while  cross- 
ing the  stream  in  a  very  strange  and  in- 
convenient manner ;  still,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  I  do  admit 
they  are  proceeding  on  the  principles  on 
which  it  seems  to  me  they  have  all  along 
proceeded.     Those  principles  are  some- 
what those  of  a  pendulum  which  swings 
sometimes  to  the  one  side  and  sometimes 
to  the  other.     I  can  conceive  nothing 
more  likely  to  weaken  the  authority  of 
the   Government,  in  the  very   difficult 
and  important  task  on  which  they  have 
entered  in  dealing  with  the  state   of 
things  in  Ireland,  than  the  impression 
whidi  is  likely  to  be  conveyed  that  they 
are  hesitating  and  uncertain  in  their 
policy — that  they  are  pursuing  a  policy 
which  they  have  not  themselves  thought 
out  to   its  ultimate  issues.     Even   the 
manner  in  which  the  announcement  is 
made  to-day  all  tends  in  the  same  direc- 
tion.    They  would  not  announce  it  until 
they   had   an  opportunity — until  some 
independent  Member  of  the  Opposition 
brings  forward  a  proposal  to  serve  as  a 
convenient  peg  on  which    they  might 
make  their  statement.     Thoy  would  not 
state  all  their  proposals  on  the  Land 
Act  until   they  had   an  opportunity  of 
which  they  could  take  advantage,  and 
BO  forth.   They  are,  apparently,  without 
a  policy  which   they  have  themselves 
sought  and  decided  od,  and  which  they 
are  prepared  to  recommend  on  their  own 
responsibility  to  the  House.      They  are 
casting  about  for  opportunities  which 
are  offered  to  them  from  one  quarter 
and  another.     I  am  sorry  that  is  the 
line  they  take,  for  I  do  not  think  it 


is  to  the  advantage  of  the  country.  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  some  further 
information  from  the  Government.  I 
should  like  to  impress  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, and  I  think  we  ought  all  to  press 
upon  them,  that  they  should  lose  no  time 
in  this  matter,  and  that  they  should  take 
up  a  decided  attitude,  and  not  aUow  the 
grass  to  grow  under  their  feet.  The  Go- 
vernment, I  believe,  have  been  weak- 
ened, as  I  believe  we  have  weakened 
ourselves,  by  making  demonstrations, 
and  by  holding  out  expectations,  and 
even  using  threats,  and  then  hanging 
the  matter  up  for  a  considerable  time 
until  the  force  of  the  thing  had  worn 
itself  out.  If  the  policy  is  to  release 
not  only  the  large  number  of  persons  who 
are  imprisoned  under  the  Coercion  Act 
without  any  statement  to  justify  it,  but 
with  such  authority  against  it  as  their 
own  Chief  Secretary,  I  say  they  ought  to 
come  forward  and  make  their  statement 
as  a  whole,  and  not  in  piecemeal  fashion, 
pressing  it  forward  in  the  most  vigorous 
and  rapid  manner,  and  in  a  manner 
which  would  give  the  House  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it  fully  while  they 
have  time  and  opportunity.  Undoubtedly 
I  make  that  observation  with  reference 
to  the  extraordinary  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when,  after  he 
told  us  he  would  take  the  measure  to 
which  he  refers  as  the  very  first  mea- 
sure after  those  which  were  of  a  neces- 
sary character,  he  tells  us  that  among 
these  necessary  measures  he  includes 
the  Resolutions  for  altering  the  Proce- 
dure of  the  House.  Of  course,  if  that 
is  intended  to  be  a  mode  of  putting  pres- 
sure upon  the  House  with  regard  to 
forcing  through  the  Rules  on  Proce- 
dure, it  is  very  clever.  If  it  is  the  idea 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  is 
a  Business  which  it  is  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed with  and  to  get  through  with  before 
he  can  make  this  statement  of  the  full 
intentions  of  the  Government,  I  think 
the  prospect  before  us  is  of  a  very  un- 
satisfactory kind.  I  apologize  to  the 
House  for  speaking  at  all.  I  am  sorry 
to  trespass  on  its  time;  but  I  do  feel 
that  we  require  further  information  on 
this  subject,  and  I  hope  that  on  Thurs- 
day an  opportunity  will  be  given  us  of 
very  fully  considering  the  statements 
which  have  been  made.  There  is  one 
question  which  I  do  not  know  if  I  have 
the  right  to  ask ;  but  which,  if  I  am  not 
wrong  in  asking  it,  I  should  be  glad  to 
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be  informed  upon.  I  was  struck  with 
the  statement  which  was  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  reference  to 
Lord  Cowper.  Lord  Cowper  is  a  Noble- 
man for  whom  everyone  has  the  highest 
respect,  and  of  whom,  as  a  man  wno  is 
patriotic  and  thoroughly  conscientious, 
we  should  all  speak  with  respect  and  ad- 
miration. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  us  that  Lord  Cowper  had  resigned 
the  high  Office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  upon 
this  ground — that  he  wished  that  opera- 
tions in  Ireland  should  be  carried  on 
under 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No,  no. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  :  Be- 
cause  he  wished  that  the  Government 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing  

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No,  no. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE: 
Well,  I  have  no  right  to  ask  on  what 
grounds  Lord  Cowper  gives  up  his  Office, 
imless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  volun- 
teers some  statement  on  the  subject.  I 
am  not  questioning  Lord  Cowper's  con- 
duct; but  the  point  to  which  I  am 
coming  is  this — that  either  Lord  Cowper 
desired,  or  the  Government  accepted,  his 
resignation  of  Office,  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  desirable  they  should  carry  on 
their  operations  in  Ireland  with  the 
highest  degree  of  authority  that  could 
be  attached  to  them,  by  having  them 
under  the  direct  control  of  the  Members 
of  the  Cabinet.  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  some  share  in  the  deliberations 
of  the  Cabinet.  The  point  I  wished 
to  remark  upon  was  this — Was  Lord 
Cowper's  resignation  sent  in,  or  ac- 
cepted, before  or  after  the  resignation 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ?  As 
long  as  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
held  Office  he  was  a  man  in  the  highest 
authority,  holding  a  Cabinet  Office  in 
connection  with  the  discharge  of  his 
duties.  Are  we  to  understand  that  the 
object  of  Lord  Cowper's  resignation  was 
to  supply  the  way  for  a  Cabinet  Minis- 
ter, consequent  upon  the  loss  of  one  by 
the  intended  resignation  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  ?  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  No.]  I 
should  think  not.  Then,  is  it  thought 
desirable — really  I  do  not  like  to  ask 
many  questions  about  it ;  but  we  really 
ought  to  know  whether  it  is  thought 
necessary  that  there  should  be  two  Mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet — is  it  thought  ne- 
cessary, for  the  future  administration  of 
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Ireland,  there  should  be  both  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant in  the  Cabinet  ?  I  need  not  say 
that  it  is  a  very  novel  arrangement ;  but 
it  is  so  important  that  we  ought  to  have 
some  explanation  on  the  subject,  and  I 
should  really  be  glad  to  know  whether 
it  is  intended  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's (Mr.  Forster's)  place  should 
be  filled  by  the  appointment  of  some 
other  Cabinet  Minister,  or  whether  it 
is  intended  to  dispense  with  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  the  Cabinet,  or  dispense 
with  the  Chief  Secretary  altogether? 
These  are  matters  that  I  ask  about,  and 
I  should  think  they  are  matters  that  the 
House,  interested  as  it  is  in  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order  in  Ireland, 
ought  to  be  informed  upon. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  well  aware  that  the  Forms  of  the 
House  did  not  permit  them  to  discuss  the 
important  statement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister ;  but  even  if  those  Forms  had 
aUowed  discussion  now,  it  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  that  there  was  anything  in 
that  statement  calling  for  immediate  de- 
bate— at  least,  so  far  as  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  concerned.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staffgrd 
Northcote)  had  gone  either  a  little  too 
far,  or  not  quite  far  enough,  in  the  dis- 
cussion. It  seemed  to  him  quite  plain 
that  if  a  full  and  satisfactory  debate 
on  the  statement  of  the  Prime  Mini- 
ster could  not  be  entered  upon  now, 
it  would  be  better  to  leave  the  ques- 
tion undebated  altogether  for  the 
present.  They  had  had  from  the 
Prime  Minister  what  were  merely  sug- 
gestions of  legislation — ^they  had  no 
material  upon  which  to  form  any  opi- 
nion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
them  he  intended  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  arrears,  and  with  the  Pur- 
chase Clauses  of  the  Land  Act ;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  imtil  they  knew  what 
his  propositions  were,  it  would  be  idle 
to  anticipate  and  discuss  them.  Then, 
as  regarded  his  dealings  with  Coercion, 
they  only  knew  that,  under  certain  condi- 
tions, he  would  propose  certain  measures. 
They  did  not  know  whether  these  mea- 
sures were  to  be  more  sharp  or  less  sharp 
than  those  now  in  existence.  Under  such 
circumstances,  it  would  be  vain  to  dis- 
cuss the  subject.  But  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  asking  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man three  questions.     One  was  in  re- 
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ference  to  the  resignation  of  the  late 
Chief  Seoretarj  for  Ireland.  He  might 
say  for  himself  and  for  those  around  him 
that  they  were  not  disposed  to  indulge 
in  any  unseemly  exultation  over  the  fall 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he 
would  like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  a  successor  had  yet  been  nomi- 
nated ?  He  would  like  to  ask,  also,  as 
the  second  question,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  attempt  the  complete 
re-organization  of  what  he  might  caU  the 
mechanism  of  administration  in  Ireland, 
beginning  with  Dublin  Castle,  and  going 
down  through  all  the  hierarchy  of  the 
magistracy  and  police?  In  the  third 
place,  he  should  like  to  ask,  in  reference 
to  the  announcement  which  had  just 
been  made  of  that  act  of  mere  jus- 
tice, propriety,  and  prudence— namely, 
the  release  of  the  State  prisoners — he 
should  like  to  ask  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Govemment  would  not  extend  the 
same  release  to  Michael  Davitt  ? 

Earl  Percy  rose  to  address  the  House, 
when 

Mb.  SPEAKEB,  interposing,  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  made  a  Ministerial 
Statement ;  but,  there  being  no  Motion 
before  the  House,  a  debate  upon  that 
statement  could  hardly  be  allowed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  beg  to 
notice  very  briefly  the  questions  that 
have  been  put  to  me  by  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side.  I 
think  it  is  part  of  my  duty  to  answer  the 
questions  which  have  been  put  on  behalf 
of  a  Party  or  section  of  this  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote)  asks  me  whether  the 
date  of  Lord  Cowper's  resignation  was 
anterior  or  posterior  to  the  resignation 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  It  was 
anterior  to  that  resignation,  and  the  two 
resignations  are  totally  disconnected  the 
one  from  the  other.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  think,  also  asked  whether 
we  had  any  reasons  to  give  for  the 
release  of  the  **  suspects."  Defined  as 
it  was  defined  in  my  statement,  we  have 
given  the  reason  which,  we  think,  is  the 
only  and  the  sufficient  reason — namely, 
that,  in  our  belief,  it  is  conducive  to  the 
interests  of  law,  order,  and  security  in 
Ireland.  When  that  proposition  is  chal- 
lenged, I  shall  be  prepared  to  defend  it. 
With  respect  to  the  questions  of  the 
boUp  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 


McCarthy),  I  may  state  that  no  Chief 
Secretary  has  yet  been  named  as  suc- 
cessor to  my  right  hon.  Friend.  With 
respect  to  the  release  of  Michael  Davitt, 
that  is  a  question  totally  distinct  from  the 
release  of  the  ''  suspects ;"  and  it  is  one 
which  it  may  be  right  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  consider;  but  it  is  one 
which  they  have  not  taken  into  con- 
sideration as  a  portion  of  the  same  sub- 
ject. In  respect  to  the  total  and  com- 
plete re-organization  of  the  Government 
of  Ireland,  beginning  with  Dublin  Castle 
and  going  down  to  the  magistrates  and 
police,  I  must  confess  that  when  I  heard 
that  question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  I 
blessed  the  simplicity  of  mind  which 
could  suppose,  as  I  have  no  doubt  he  did, 
in  perfect  good  faith,  that  the  total  re- 
organization of  the  Government  in  Ire- 
land is  a  thing  that  can  be  dealt  with  by 
the  stroke  of  a  pen,  or  by  a  particular 
Kesolution.  In  my  opinion,  and  I  think 
I  may  say  in  the  opinion  of  my  Col- 
leagues, there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  done 
in  regard  to  the  re-organization  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland  ;  and  I  feel  that, 
without  working  in  that  direction  and  in 
that  sense,  we  shall  not  permanently 
attain  the  object  we  have  in  view ;  but 
I  cannot  state  the  degree  and  the  time 
any  operation  can  be  made  in  a  matter 
so  difficult  and  multiform,  and  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Member  will  not  press 
me  upon  it. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  the  Question  which  I  put  to  him,  as  to 
whether  there  was  to  be  a  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  the  Cabinet  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  make  the 
announcement  about  the  Chief  Secretary 
as  soon  as  possible.  I  have  made  the 
announcement  of  the  resignation  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  but  that  is  a  very 
recent  and  extraordinary  event  indeed. 
The  directions  that  went  to  Ireland  on 
this  subject  only  went  to-day;  and,  of 
course,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  it  will  be 
our  duty,  in  the  present  situation  of  Irish 
affairs,  if  on  no  other  account,  to  proceed 
with  all  expedition  that  the  state  of 
Business  will  allow,  and  to  make  what 
may  be  deemed  to  be,  on  the  whole,  the 
best  arrangements. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  begged  leave  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  in  order 
that  he  might  put  a  few  questions  to  the 
Prime  Minister.  Substantially,  the  an- 
nouncement of  policy  just  made  was  to 
a  certain  effect,  and  he  could  well  fancy 
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Ilow  that  new  hope  would  be  raised  in 
Ireland,  and  the  people  would  most  ap- 
propriately sing — 

"Sound  the  loud  timbrel  o'er  Ireland's  blue 
sea; 
The  Land  League  has  triumphed,  the  'sus- 
pects' are  free." 

Such  information  would  be  astounding  if 
it  came  from  any  Government  except 
the  present  Government  of  never-ending 
vacillation.  The  question  he  wished  to 
ask  was,  if  the  "suspects"  were  to  be  re- 
leased now,  why  were  they  imprisoned 
at  all  ?  He  thought  he  could  throw  some 
light  upon  the  question  by  referring  to 
the  authority  of  the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self. The  Prime  Minister,  speaking  at 
the  Guildhall  on  October  14,  1881,  said, 
in  reference  to  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Par- 
nell— 

**  Within  these  few  moments  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  towards  the  yindication  of  law,  of 
order,  of  the  rights  of  property,  of  the  freedom 
of  the  land,  of  the  first  elements  of  political  life 
and  civilization,  the  first  step  has  been  taken  in 
the  arrest  of  the  man  who  has  made  himself 
beyond  all  others  promineut  in  the  attempt  to 
destroy  the  authority  of  the  law,  and  to  sub- 
stitute what  would  end  in  being  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  anarchical  oppression  exercised 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland." 

He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
consider  this  question.  Had  law  and 
order,  had  the  rights  of  property,  was 
the  freedom  of  the  land,  had  the  first 
elements  of  political  life  and  civilization 
been  vindicated,  or  had  they  not  ?  Had 
the  purpose  of  that  arrest  been  fulfilled 
or  not  ?  Was  the  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land better  or  worse  than  when  that 
arrest  received  the  commendation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman?  If  not,  then, 
why  were  the  **  suspects  "  to  be  released  ? 
He  did  not  wish  to  enter  upon  a  debate 
now  ;  but  he  pressed  the  Government — 
and  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
assertion  that  there  was  other  necessary 
Business  standing  in  the  way  he  had  a 
right  to  press  the  Government — for  an 
explicit  and  early  reply  to  those  ques- 
tions. That  answer  could  not  be,  and 
must  not  bo,  long  delayed,  because  the 
Government  must  remember  that,  as 
must  be  apparent  to  every  section  of  the 
House,  their  policy  of  to-day  was  an 
absolute  condemnation  of  their  policy  in 
October,  and  their  policy  in  October  was 
no  less  an  absolute  condemnation  of 
their  policy  of  to-day.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  reconsider  his  decision.  And, 
really,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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talked  of  other  neoeasary  Business,  he 
(Mr.  Ohaplin)  asked  what  Business 
could  be  more  necessary  than  the  pre- 
servation of  life  in  Ireland  ?  To  talk  of 
proceeding  with  those  Procedore  Beao- 
lutions  of  the  Gt>vernment,  when  such 
issues  of  life  and  death  were  at  stake  in 
Ireland,  was  like  Nero  fiddling  when 
Rome  was  burning.  He  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  before  they  sepa- 
rated that  evening,  would  give  them 
a  distinct  assurance  that,  on  the  earliest 
possible  opportunity,  that  complete  and 
absolute  reversal  of  the  whole  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government  would  be  sub- 
mitted,  as  submitted  it  ought  to  be  and 
must  be,  to  the  judgment  of  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Mb.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  g^lant 
Member  for  the  Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John 
Hay)  whether,  after  the  statement  which 
had  been  made  to  the  House  by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  afternoon,  he  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  the  Motion  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name  with  re- 
gard to  the  administration  of  Ireland  ? 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  that,  so  far  as 
he  was  at  present  advised,  his  intention 
was  to  proceed  with  the  Motion  at  9 
o'clock,  if  he  found  a  House  there  at  the 
Eveniug  Sitting  willing  to  listen  to  him. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  he  could  not  share 
in  any  attempt  which  might  be  made  to 
draw  from  the  Government,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  a  more  explicit  explana- 
tion than  the  Premier  had  made.  The 
Government  had  had,  in  a  very  difficult 
crisis,  to  consider  a  subject  embracing 
many  branches,  and  one  of  extreme  deli- 
cacy and  importance ;  and  he  could  not 
help  declaring  his  personal  conviction 
that  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  in 
his  statement  made  that  day,  had  been 
as  explicit  as  could  fairly  be  expected, 
considering  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  It  might  be  true,  as  had  been 
said,  that  the  present  policy  of  the  Gk>- 
vemment  was  one  which  was  in  con- 
demnation of  that  which  they  pursued 
in  October  last.  He  was  not  concerned 
to  drive  the  comparison  home.  It  was 
enough  for  him  if  the  policy  which  they 
now  foreshadowed  was  a  better  policy 
for  his  country  than  that  which  they  had 
adopted  before,  and  he  most  certainly 
believed  it  was  so ;  and,  while  following 
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the  example  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Jjeader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  he  left  in  reserve 
and  undiscussed  the  various  branches  of 
the  Irish  Question  that  would  presently 
come  up  for  discussion  and  settlement, 
he  said  with  all  the  emphasis  in  his 
power  that  he  believed  that  the  one  act 
which  had  been  specifically  announced 
— the  release  of  the  three  Members  of 
that  House  who  had  been  kept  for  six 
months  in  gaol — was  an  act  well  calcu- 
lated, in  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  to  advance  the  interests  of 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.  The  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
subject  had  been  received  with  marked 
demonstrations  of  approval  in  that  part 
of  the  House ;  but  it  had  been  received 
with  demonstrations  of  another  kind  by 
those  whose  policy  in  regard  to  Ireland 
was  coercion  alone.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  his  long  life,  and  in  the 
many  and  varied  scenes  and  achieve- 
ments in  which  he  had  taken  part,  had 
never  spoken  truer  words  than  when  he 
said  that  the  release  of  those  three  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  tend  to  the  advance- 
ment of  law  and  order  in  Ireland.  He 
(Mr.  Sexton)  invited  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  look .  forward  with  confidence 
to  the  future  consequences  of  that  act ; 
he  invited  him  to  consider  what  would 
be  its  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  invited  him  to  consider  that 
every  day  that  they  detained  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  prison  was  a  day  added 
to  the  inflamed  passions  and  deepening 
hatred  towards  the  British  Government 
which  existed  in  the  breasts  of  the  Irish 
people ;  and  he  asked  any  man,  with  the 
mind  of  a  statesman,  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  keeping  in  force  such  an  in- 
fluence ?  Unquestionably,  the  effect  of 
that  announcement  —  though  it  was  a 
limited  and  partial  one — which  had  been 
made  that  afternoon  would,  he  believed, 
be  immediate  and  salutary.  And  he 
would  further  say  that,  for  his  part,  he 
believed,  if  the  Government  only  cou- 
rageously continued  in  the  path  in  which 
they  had  taken  the  first  step  that  day — 
if,  instead  of  relying  upon  repressive 
laws,  opposed  to  the  sympathies  of  the 
people,  they  followed  up  the  axiom  long 
since  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  this  was  an  Empire  which 
did  not  rest  on  repression,  but  on  free 
opinion ;  if  they  applied  that  axiom  to 
Ireland,  if  they  advanced  boldly  in  re- 


gard to  the  matter  of  arrears,  in  regard 
to  the  Land  Question,  and  also  in  the 
recognition  of  the  national  claims  of  the 
Irish  people,  the  Government  would  find 
that  they  had  taken  the  first  step  in  a 
policy  that  would  crown  the  Ministry 
which  had  begun  in  disgrace  with  glory, 
and  that  would  create  ties  of  affection  and 
mutual  interest  between  nations  which 
had  been  long  separated  in  feeling. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  whether  the  Busi- 
ness referred  to  in  his  statement  included 
the  whole  of  the  Hesolutions,  or  only  the 
ist  Hesolution  ;  and  whether  the  Cor- 
rupt Practices  Bill  was  one  of  the  mea- 
sures ? 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  also 
wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  whe- 
ther the  release  of  the  three  Members 
of  the  House  who  had  been  confined  as 
''suspects"  was  entirely  unconditional, 
or  whether  any  condition  had  been  made 
for  the  withdrawal  of  the  **  no  rent 
circular  ?  " 

Mr.  NEWDEG ATE  wished  to  warn 
the  House  of  the  possibility  of  the  released 
Irish  Members  renewing  their  system  of 
Obstruction  to  the  Resolutions  as  to  Pro- 
cedure now  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  bound  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Resolutions  in  regard  to  Procedure  are 
not  now  under  consideration.  They  are 
appointed  for  consideration  by-and-bye ; 
but  they  are  not  now  under  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  proceeding,  said, 
he  hoped  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  would  take  care  that  they 
were  not  involved  in  the  penal  conse- 
quences of  Obstruction,  in  which  two  of 
the  hon.  Members,  who  were  to  be 
released,  rendered  themselves  particu- 
larly conspicuous.  He  trusted  that  they 
would  see  such  a  change  in  the  manipu- 
lation of  the  Rules  for  insuring  Order 
as  would  secure  the  House  from  the 
annoyance  which  compelled  it  to  appoint 
the  Committee  of  1878.  While  guard- 
ing against  the  perpetual  Obstruction  of 
a  smaJl  minority,  they  ought  to  be  care- 
ful that  they  did  not  involve  in  the 
penal  consequences  of  that  Obstruction 
Members  who  had  no  responsibility 
for  it. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hossey 
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Vidian)  had,  a  Bhort  time  before^ot 
a  qaoBtion  to  him  (Sir  John  Hay) 
which  he  was  unable  to  answer  fuUy 
at  the  time.  After  consideration,  how- 
ever, asd  looking  to  the  fact  of  the 
Teei^ation  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  be  believed  it  would  not  be 
occupying  usefully  the  time  of  tbe  House 
were  he  to  proceed  with  the  Motion  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice.  He  thought 
it  would  be  more  convenient  for  the 
House  to  wait  until  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  could  make  his  statement  on 
Thursday ;  and,  recognizing,  as  he  did, 
the  integrity  and  honour  of  that  right 
hon.  tientleman,  he  thought  it  fair  to 
allow  him  to  make  that  statement  to  the 
House,  and  not  call  attention  to  facts 
which  it  would  be  his  duty  otherwise  to 
have  replied  to.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  thought  it  would  be  con- 
venient to  the  House  that  he  did  not 
Sroceed  at  9  o'clock  to  the  Notice  of 
[otion  on  the  Paper. 
Ma.  J.  LOWTHEE  eaid,  that  perhaps 
the  right  hon..  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  would  state  in  what  form  this 
queetioa  would  come  up  for  considera- 
tion on  Thursday  ?  Of  course,  he  quite 
agreed  it  would  be  undesirable  that  any 
debate  should  occur  at  the  present  time. 
On  the  announcement  tbat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made,  he  (Mr.  J.  Ix>w- 
ther)  did  not  care  to  aay  anything,  for 
he  had  thought  that  was  not  the  oppor- 
tunity on  which  it  could  be  done.  He 
would  only  say  that,  altogether  apart 
from  the  substance  of  his  announcement 
wilh  regard  to  the  release  of  certain 
persons  now  in  custody,  he  thought  the 
conditions  under  which  that  release  had 
taken  place  must  be  viewed  apart  from 
the  release.  He  believed  the  general  im- 
pression that  would  be  produced  through- 
out tbe  country,  when  the  two  simul- 
taneous announcements  of  the  throwing 
overboard  by  HerMajesty'sGovemment 
of  one  of  their  Colleagues,  the  release 
of  these  men,  and  of  those  other  acts  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  were  put  together,  would  be 
that  there  had  been  an  abdication  of 
the  Government  d«  jure  in  favour  of  the 
Government  d«  faeto  in  Ireland.  The 
mattor  would  be  regarded  as  nothing 
less  than  an  ignominious  surrender  to 
the  forces  of  disorder  and  crime. 

Me.    GLADSTONE:    Sir,  certain 
questions  have  been  put  to  me,  and  I 
think  it  due  to  these  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
Sir  John  Bay 


make  an  aura 
Earl  the  Hemb 
land  (Earl  Pe 
I  spoke  of  Pr 
Sesolntion  onh 
Besolutions. 
the  Corrupt  Pn 
included  in  the 
think  I  have  a1 
question  by  si 
measures  to  T 
the  commenoen 
which  belong  t 
legislation  in 
important  and 
would  be  alloi 
consideration  o 
relating  to  Irel 
firm  tbat  anewi 
the  Member  for 
Newdegato)  as 
tbe  Govemmen 
more  immediat 
announcement 
mediate  as  we 
announcement, 
The  hon.  Oei 
Portsmouth  (t: 
asks  me,  whetl 
been  directed  if 
and  I  thought 
swered  tbat  ar 
stated  that  it  ^ 
tioQ,  promise,  < 
The  hot).  Geo 
Mid  Lincolnshi 
right  hon.  Gi 
sat  down  (Mr 
proBched  the 

tions  they  have 
to  what  and  wl 
posed  to  take 
We  have  stated 
before  the  Ho 
this  release  u 
claiming  the  sti 

Having  done  tl 
done  it  for  tbe 
cially  for  the 
and  security  u 
that  is  a  fair  ct 
hon.  Gentlema 
sitting  oppositi 
glove,  if  tney  c 
proceeding  is  a 
we  will  defen 
taken  np.  Wi 
of   the   hon.  ] 


1985 


State  of 


(Mat?,  1882} 


Puhlte  Affairs, 


1986 


Bezton),  we  shall  certainly  contend  that 
this  is  no  new  departure  on  our  part ; 
f  but  that  is  a  question  infinitely  unim- 
portant, and  we  shall  contend  that  in- 
stead of  being  an  ignominious  surrender 
of  the  authority  of  the  law,  it  is  the 
true,  wise,  and  effectual  way  for  its  vin- 
dication. If  the  House  of  Commons 
does  not  think  so,  let  it  pronounce  upon 
us  the  condemnation  which,  in  its  judg- 
ment, it  has  a  perfect  right  to  do. 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  Sir,  I  should  not 
have  troubled  the  House  at  the  present 
time,  if  it  were  only  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  thrown  down  to  us  this 
challenge.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  he  can  safely  indulge  in  such 
g^ant  and  valorous  words  with  his 
great  majority  at  his  back,  swelled,  as 
it  will  be,  for  the  moment,  by  an 
accession  of  Irish  Members  from  below 
the  Gangway.  [Sir  William  Har- 
couRT :  Hear,  hear  !]  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
loudly  cheers  that  observation — he  who, 
amongst  others  around  him,  has  spent 
so  many  moments  and  hours  in  this 
House,  during  the  present  Session  and 
the  last,  in  denouncing  those  very  men 
whom  they  now  propose  to  conciliate 
and  to  release  from  prison ;  but  I 
think  the  Prime  Minister  will  find  by- 
and-bye  some  difficulty — not,  perhaps, 
in  bringing  forward  a  majority  to  sup- 
port what  he  has  challenged  us  to  make 
a  question  in  this  House,  but  in  explain- 
ing to  the  country  the  consistency  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Government.  But  I 
desire  to  ask  one  question  of  the  Go- 
vernment— a  very  serious  one  for  one 
who  is  a  Bepresentative  in  this  House 
of  those  loyal  men  in  Ireland  whose  lives 
and  property  have  been  so  long  endan- 
gered. It  is  a  question  which  will 
not  bear  delay.  It  is  not  a  question 
with  regard  to  the  **  suspects"  who 
are  now  to  be  released.  They  were  im- 
prisoned on  very  solemn  grounds,  that 
were  stated  to  this  House  and  the  coun- 
try. They  were  kept  in  prison  in  spite 
of  very  solemn  appeals  that  were  made 
to  the  Government  by  those  Members 
who  call  themselves  the  Irish  Party  in 
the  House,  whose  advice  was  not  then 
taken  ;  but  whose  advice,  apparently,  is 
now  alone  to  be  considered.  And  why 
are  the  **  suspects ''  to  be  released  now  ? 
No  explanation  is  given.     The  Prime 
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Minister  is  asked — '^What  about  the 
charge  of  treason  ?"  And  no  answer  is 
given.  There  is  one  answer  that  might 
be  given  in  the  words  of  an  old  and  well- 
known  couplet — 

"  Treason  ne'er  prospers :  what's  the  reason? 
That  when  it  prospers,  none  dare  call  it 
treason." 

I  shall  say  but  one  word  upon  any  other 
topic.  As  regards  the  resignation  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  the  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  on  behalf  of  his 
Irish  Colleagues  (Mr.  Sexton) — on  be- 
half of  those  who  are  called  the  Irish 
Party — showed,  I  must  say,  the  gene- 
rosity to  abstain  from  glorying  in  the 
triumph  they  have  succeeded  in  achiev- 
ing by  the  sacrifice  of  the  Minister  who 
has  borne  the  brunt  of  the  day  in  ad- 
ministering the  Act  and  the  policy  by 
which  the  Prime  Minister  has  admitted 
that  he  was  alone  able  to  confront — and 
to  what  extent  he  has  confronted  it  we 
know — the  tremendous  crisis  of  affairs 
with  which  he  had  to  deal  in  Ireland. 
But  there  was  one  admission  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo,  which  sank  into  my 
heart  with  feelings  of  the  gravest  alarm. 
He  has  made  many  sudden  and  won- 
derful statements  to-day ;  great  surprises 
have  been  urged  upon  us,  one  after  an- 
other, until  we  can  hardly  say  in  what 
position  we  now  really  stand  as  regards 
those  great  questions ;  but  on  one  sub- 
ject he  did  exhibit,  to  an  extreme  degree, 
that  characteristic  of  his  speeches  we 
have  so  often  before  seen  proving  dan- 
gerous to  the  best  interests  of  the 
country,  in  being  at  once  encouraging 
and  indistinct.  A  question  was  put  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  for 
those  who  are  now  to  be  the  main  ad- 
visers of  the  Ministry  with  regard  to 
Ireland — namely — "  What  are  you  pre- 
pared to  do  with  regard  to  the  re-organi- 
zation of  Irish  Administration,  beginning 
with  Dublin  Castle,  and  going  down 
through  the  whole  hierarchy  of  magis- 
trates and  Constabulary  and  other  au- 
thorities in  Ireland?"  And  what  was 
the  answer  of  the  Prime  Minister  ?  One 
would  have  thought,  knowing  the  dan- 
gers to  life  and  all  that  is  dear  to  the 
dignity  of  Government  and  the  well- 
being  of  the  country  which  had  so  long 
existed  in  Ireland,  that  on  that  subject, 
at  least,  there  would  have  been  no  pal- 
tering and  no  hopes  held  out.  For  what 
is  it  that  maintains  law  and  order  at  this 
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moment  in  Ireland  ?  Is  it  not  that  very 
*<  hierarchy  of  magistrates  and  Constabu- 
lary" to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred? I  say  that  those  magistrates  and 
Constabulfury  are  entitled  to  the  strongest 
support  of  the  Government  in  the  posi- 
tion that  they  are  placed.  But  the  Prime 
Minister  passed  it  off  as  a  joke,  saying, 
in  effect — '^He  wondered  at  the  sim- 
plicity of  mind  that  could  imagine  that 
all  this  could  be  done  by  a  stroke  of  the 
Eesolution,"  and  holding  out  the  hope 
that  the  time  would  come  when  it  would 
be  necessary  to  deal  with  this  question. 
But  I  want  to  know  what  is  the  present 
opinion  of  the  Prime  Minister,  whateyer 
may  be  his  ultimate  intentions,  with 
regEurd  to  the  so-called  ''  Irish  Adminis- 
tration, beg^nninc:  with  Dublin  Castle, 
and  going  down  through  the  whole  hier- 
archy of  magistrates  and  Constabulary." 

Me.  GLAJ)ST0NE  :  I  have  heard  no 
such  words,  and  I  do  not  believe  they 
were  spoken. 

'  Mb.  PLUNKET  :  My  recollection  is 
different.  I  distinctly  heard  them.  The 
meaning  of  those  words,  '*  hierarchy  of 
magistrates  and  police,"  is  well  known. 
What  I  want  to  ask  now  is  not  as  to  the 
particular  manner  in  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister may  by-and-bye  propose  to  deal 
with  the  question,  but  in  the  interest  of 
those  whom  I  represent — my  constituents 
— I  have  a  right  to  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  in  the  meantime 
this  hierarchy — call  it  what  you  please 
— those  who  represent  the  powers  of 
the  Government  shall  remain  until  you 
have  invented  something  that  you  can 
substitute  in  their  place,  and  shall  be 
maintained,  vindicated,  and  justified  in 
their  efforts  to  maintain  law  and  order 
in  Ireland. 

Mb.  MACAETNEY  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  asserting  that  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  would  not 
satisfy  the  people  of  Ireland.  Every 
movement  made  by  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  in  the  administration  of 
Irish  affairs  was  supported  by  the  other 
Members  of  the  Cabinet,  and  now  he 
was  allowed  to  retire  because  his  policy 
was  disapproved.  He  (Mr.  Macartney) 
had  been  a  long  time  a  Member  of  the 
House ;  and  he  must  say  he  never  heard 
an  announcement  that  made  him  tremble 
more  for  his  country  than  the  announce- 
ment of  the  agreement  into  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  entered  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  at 
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to  the  principle  upon  which  Ireland  was 
to  be  governed.  If  that  was  to  be  the 
principle  upon  which  Ireland  was  to  be 
governed,  the  sooner  the  Government 
made  up  their  minds  to  provide  for  the 
departure  of  the  loyal  inhabitants  of 
Ireland  to  some  other  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Dominions  the  better.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  late  Chief  Secretary  ever 
acted  with  the  best  and  most  honest  in- 
tentions ;  and  he  was  sorry  to  see  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  behind  him  join  in 
the  hue  and  cry  against  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  ''  baited  " — most  unmercifully 
he  had  been  ''  baited  " — a  short  time 
ago,  and  not  one  single  Member  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  stood  up  and  said  a  word 
in  his  favour.  He  (Mr.  Macartney)  had 
heard  men  in  that  House  use  words 
which  he  would  not  repeat  He  did  not 
wish  to  use  an  un-Parliamentary  expres- 
sion ;  but  he  could  not  help  saying  that 
it  was  not  courageous,  ana  that  it  was 
an  un-English  proceeding  for  a  Gt}vem- 
ment  to  allow  their  Colleague  to  be 
treated  as  the  late  Chief  Secretary  had 
been.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
believed,  would  carry  into  his  retirement 
the  respect  of  every  right-minded  man 
in  Ireland.  He  meant  of  every  right- 
minded  man  who  feared  Gt>d,  who  re- 
spected the  law,  who  honoured  the  King, 
and  who  supported  the  Constitution. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  carry 
into  his  retirement  the  respect  of  every 
right-minded  man,  although  they  did 
not  agree  with  the  policy  of  the  GK>vem- 
ment  which  he  carried  out.  During  the 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
Office  he  (Mr.  Macartney)  believed  he 
had  two  foes  to  fight,  one  in  front  and 
the  other  behind — one  the  rebellious 
people  of  Ireland,  and  the  other  his 
Badical  Colleagues  in  the  Government. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  had 
listened  to  no  statement  in  the  House  of 
Commons  for  many  years  which  had 
given  him  so  much  pleasure  as  that  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  Uiat  that 
announcement  would  do  more  to  restore 
order  in  Ireland  than  a  dozen  Coercion 
Acts.  He  had  often  said  that  coercion 
might  repress  crime  in  a  temporary 
manner ;  but  he  thought,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  was  a  power  that  begot  crime. 
He  represented  as  many  loyfd  men  in 
Ulster  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Macartney) ;  and  he  would 
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say  that  the  men  of  Tyrone  and  Ulster 
would  receive  the  news  with  the  utmost 
satisfaction.  In  September  last,  in  con- 
junction with  the  hon.  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan  (Mr.  Giyan),  he  waited  on  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  representing  the 
loyal  farmers  of  Ulster,  to  urge  the  re- 
lease of  the ''  suspects ;  "  and  he  thought 
it  would  have  been  better  if  that  advice 
had  then  been  taken.  If  that  advice  had 
been  taken,  he  believed  the  best  results 
would  have  followed.  He  rejoiced  that 
at  last  the  Government  were  ''  clothed 
and  in  their  right  mind  ;  "  and  he  could 
say  that  he  hoped  it  was  the  last  time 
that  ever  a  Liberal  Government  would 
be  identified  with  a  coercion  policy  in 
Ireland.  He  believed  they  had  burnt 
their  lingers  with  it  that  time ;  and  he 
would  ten  times  rather  see  the  Liberals 
go  to  the  other  side  of  the  House  and 
sit  in  Opposition,  than  see  them  again 
identify  themselves  with  coercion  in  Ire- 
land. He  had  no  fear  of  challenging 
the  loyal  men  of  Ulster,  and  he  could 
only  say  that  he  could  await  with  confi- 
dence their  verdict  upon  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  just 
announced. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN:  Sir,  I  think  the 
House  is  drifting  into  a  most  unsatis- 
factory position,  seeing  that  we  are  now 
having  a  debate  which  is  no  debate. 
We  have  not  sufficient  information  be- 
fore us  to  pronounce  any  opinion,  and 
yet  some  hon.  Members  have  risen  and 
expressed  their  satisfaction  at  the  an- 
nouncement ;  while  others  have  pro- 
nounced their  disapprobation  at  the 
course  which  the  Government  proposed 
to  pursue.  But  what  will  be  the  effect 
of  the  silence  of  those  who  think,  like 
myself,  that  without  sufficient  informa- 
tion it  is  impossible  that  we  can  judge 
of  the  scheme  of  the  Government  ?  We 
have  much  to  think  over.  Till  yester- 
day it  was  our  duty,  as  it  was  our  plea- 
sure, to  deal  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
who  represented,  not  his  own  policy,  but 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  Time 
after  time  it  was  our  duty  to  maintain 
the  policy  pursued  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — a  policy  which,  so  far  as 
we  are  aware,  may  be  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  present 
moment.  He  was  in  communication 
with  tho  police  all  over  Ireland,  and  he 
was  in  communication  with  the  magis- 
tirates  of  Ireland  ;and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman has  not  yet  had  any  opportunity 
of  stating  in  the  Houde  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  thinks  the  release  of  the  ''  sus- 
pects ''  is  impolitic.  I  think,  in  justice 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  we  ought 
to  restrain  the  expression  of  our  opinion 
on  the  course  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thought  fit  to  pursue.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  has  stated  his  reason  for  the 
adoption  of  that  course — namely,  that 
he  believes  it  to  be  for  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  order  in  Ireland,  a  reason 
which  will  be  established  in  debate. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  :  When  challenged.]  I 
do  not  know  whether  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  think  he  is  challenged  by  the 
statements  which  will  be  made  by  his 
late  Colleague.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  intend 
the  Gentleman  who  has  been  charged 
with  the  administration  of  Ireland  in 
concert  with  his  Colleagues  to  state 
his  reasons  against  the  course,  and  to 
accept  them  as  a  challenge,  or  to  let 
those  reasons  pass  in  silence.  For 
myself,  I  may  say  this — that,  to  my 
mind,  the  effect  of  the  release  of  the 
*'  suspects  "  will  depend,  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, upon  the  fuller  arguments  which 
the  Government  may  advance  or  sustain 
in  defence  of  that  course.  ['*  No,  no ! "] 
I  do  not  know  whether  hon.  Members 
who  say  **No,  no!"  are  prepared  to 
think  that,  under  all  circumstances,  and 
whatever  explanations  are  given,  the 
release  of  the  '* suspects"  has  been  de- 
sirable. I  do  not  think  that  there  are 
many  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
would  agree  that  the  release  of  the 
''  suspects  "  would  be  advantageous  and 
expedient,  if  it  had  been  a  surrender 
prompted  by  the  fear  of  the  Party  in 
Ireland  to  whom  the  *' suspects"  be- 
long. I  think  a  release  upon  such 
grounds  would  clearly  be  unsatisfactory 
to  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House  \ 
and,  to  my  mind,  it  is  clear  that  the  lan- 
guage that  may  be  held  with  regard  to 
the  reasons  for  the  release  of  the  '^  sus- 
pects "  is  an  element  in  the  case  which 
we  are  bound  to  consider  and  cannot 
overlook.  We  shall  hope,  in  any  case,  that 
the  anticipations  of  the  Government  may 
be  realized,  and  that  the  course  taken 
will,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hopes, 
tend  to  increase  the  prospects  of  law 
and  order  in  Ireland.  We  know  that  he 
believes  that  a  social  revolution  exists 
in  Ireland ;  and  it  will  have  to  be  proved 
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to  118  how  the  release  of  social  lerolu- 
tionists  will  increase  the  prospects  of 
saccessful  resistance  to  social  revolation. 
It  may  be  so ;  but  that  must  depend,  in  a 
great  part,  upon  the  legislation  by  which 
the  release  of  the  ''suspects"  is  to  be 
accompanied.  Will  it  be  thought  in 
Ireland  that  this  is  a  new  departure, 
in  the  sense  that  there  will  be  less 
security — legal  security — taken  for  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  and  the 

r'otection  of  life  and  property  ?  It  will, 
say,  depend  upon  those  measures  what 
will  be  the  effect  of  the  release  of  the 
'*  suspects."  I  am  speaking  hypotheti- 
cally  when  I  say  that  it  is  possible  that 
the  release  of  the  **  suspects"  will  haye 
a  beneficial  effect  in  Ireland ;  but  it  can- 
not have  a  beneficial  effect  on  the  for- 
tunes of  the  Empire,  unless  all  parts  of 
the  Empire  are  convinced  that  the  Exe- 
cutive is  strong  enough  to  be  able  to 
govern  Ireland  notwithstanding  such 
concessions.  My  hon.  Friend  below  me 
(Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  has  said  that  he 
hoped  the  Liberal  Party  would  never 
again  bum  its  fingers  with  a  policy  of 
coercion.  But  if  there  be  in  Ireland 
revolution,  agitation,  and  disorder,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  any  Party,  Liberal 
or  Conservative,  again  to  introduce  a 
policy  of  coercion.  The  Liberal  Party 
cannot  exist  if  the  idea  is  to  be  fostered 
that  we  are  not  powerful  enough  and 
not  strong  enough  for  the  suppression 
of  disorder,  and  for  grappling  with  these 
disturbances,  and  that  it  is  only  by  re- 
treating, and  by  concession  after  conces- 
sion, that  we  can  govern.  Sir,  I  have 
occupied  the  House  too  long,  after  what 
I  have  stated — that  we  have  not  the 
whole  facts  before  us,  and  I  may  have 
been  too  warm;  but  as  my  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment spoke  in  warm  language  when  he 
felt  that  a  challenge  had  been  thrown 
out  to  him  by  the  other  side,  so  I  may 
be  pardoned  if  in  the  face  of  events  as 
stirring  as  any  that  for  many  days  have 
happened — if  in  view  of  the  fact  that  in 
the  midst  of  the  troubles  in  Ireland,  the 
resignation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  been  charged  with  the  mainte- 
naDce  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  should 
take  place,  and  the  release  of  the  **  sus- 
pects" be  announced — ^I  may  be  par- 
doned, I  hope,  if  I  also  speak  with  some 
warmth.  I  need  not  assure  the  House 
that  in  what  I  have  said  I  am  not  ani- 
mated  by   the   slightest  disregard  for 
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Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  think 
they  will  do  me  the  credit  of  believing 
that  it  is  not  my  motive  to  attack  them, 
and  that  if  I  have  spoken  with  feeling, 
it  is  because  we  are  in  the  middle  of  an 
important  crisis,  when  we  must  not  mince 
our  words.  My  hon.  Friends  around  me 
will  not,  I  am  sure,  mince  theirs,  when  we 
all  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  of 
stating,  at  the  proper  time,  our  opinions 
upon  events  wluch  must  have  most  grave 
and  important  consequences  to  the  coun- 
try at  large. 

Mr.  OHABLES  BUSSELL  said,  it 
might  be  quite  right  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr. 
Goschen),  who  had  been  a  consistent 
supporter  of  what  he  would  call  the 
coercive  policy  of  the  (jK>vemment,  to 
assume  a  j uncial  frame  of  mind,  and 
say  he  would  prefer  to  postpone  utter- 
ing a  final  expression  of  opinion  upon 
the  announcement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  until  further  information  was 
before  the  House;  but,  for  his  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell's)  own  part,  believing, 
as  he  and  those  who  acted  with  him 
did,  that  the  policy  of  coercion  in  Ire- 
land was  not  an  aid  to  law  and  order — 
was  not  in  reality  suppressive  of  crime, 
but  really  provocative  of  crime — he  did 
not  require  to  wait,  and  would  not  hesi- 
tate at  once  to  express  his  satisfaction  at 
the  announcement  that  the  Gt>vemment 
did  not  intend  to  continue  that  policy  of 
coercion.  He  agreed  with  tne  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dick- 
son) that  the  Prime  Minister's  state- 
ment would  be  hailed  with  satisfaction 
in  Ireland ;  and  he  believed  it  would  do 
more  to  render  the  task  of  governing 
Ireland  easy  to  the  Executive  than  whole 
regiments  of  soldiers  and  troops  of  Con- 
stabulary. He  also  cordially  agreed  with 
the  senior  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr. 
Macartney)  in  what  he  had  said  with 
reference  to  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  He  fully  believed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  to  Ireland  with  the 
best  intentions,  and  that  he  spared  no 
effort  to  discharge  his  duty  according  to 
his  sense  of  what  that  duty  was ;  but  he 
felt  bound  emphatically  to  say  that  in  a 
material  part  of  his  policy  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  acting  on  a  mistaken 
view,  though  he  was  also  bound  to  say 
that  his  policy  was  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  who  had  made  no  attempt 
to  shelve  it  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.    He  was  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
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understand  what  was  the  oanse  of  the 
exceeding  vehemence  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket). 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  asked  a  question  of 
importance,  he  (Mr.  Eussell)  admitted, 
and  of  significance ;  but  what  was  it  ?  It 
was — whether  there  was  to  be  a  change 
in  what  the  hon.  Member  called  the 
mechanism  of  the  government  of  Ire- 
land? Did  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  TJniversity  of  Dublin 
desire  to  say  that  the  existing  form  of 
government  in  Ireland  in  its  adminis- 
tration was  satisfactory  ?  Did  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  if  he  was  in  Office  he  would  not 
admit  that  there  were  grave  and  serious 
questions  as  to  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland?  Was  it  not  a  con- 
fessed fact  that  there  was  not  on  the 
face  of  the  world  such  a  centralized  and 
bureaucratic  form  of  Government  as  that 
which  existed  in  Ireland,  and  that  there 
was  no  country  whefe  things  were  so  or- 
dered as  to  cast  so  little  responsibility  on 
the  people  ?  He  (Mr.  Bussell)  recognized 
as  an  important  and  necessary  principle 
that  the  government  of  Ireland  must  rest 
mainly  with  the  Irish  people,  and  that  be- 
fore the  Irish  people  could  be  expected 
in  their  utterances  or  their  public  acts  to 
show  a  due  sense  of  responsibility,  they 
must  have  the  power  which  brought  with 
it  a  sense  of  responsibility.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made  an- 
other complaint — forsooth,  that  the  Irish 
Bepresentatives  had  been  consulted  in 
this  matter.  Who  were  to  be  listened 
to,  he  (Mr.  Charles  Bussell)  would  like  to 
know,  unless  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
people?  Irish  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way might  not  represent  the  opinions  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Plunket), or,  indeed,  what  he  (Mr. Charles 
Bussell)  himself  in  all  respects  wished  ; 
but  those  Gentlemen  were,  de  facto^  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  Was  the  government 
of  Ireland  to  be  carried  on  by  the  shut- 
ting of  eyes  and  ears  to  facts,  and  to  the 
opinions,  statements,  and  information 
of  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people  ? 
That  did  not  seem  to  him  to  be  states- 
manship. There  were  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers besides  those  opposite ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell)  would  say  it  was  a 
happy  augury  if  it  was  the  fact  that 
they  were  consulted — which  he  did  not 
know.     It  was  a  happy  augury  if  the 


Government  were  to  take  into  consulta- 
tion the  Members  sitting  upon  all  sides 
of  the  House,  representing  all  shades  of 
opinion  in  Ireland — not,  indeed,  neces- 
sarily for  the  purpose  of  acting  on  the 
opinions  of  particular  Members,  but  of 
gathering  the  sense  of  those  who  occupied 
the  responsible  position  of  the  Bepresen- 
tatives of  the  people.  He  believed  that 
it  would  be  found  that  the  announce- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister,  if  carried 
out  in  its  spirit,  and  in  the  meaning 
which  the  House  had  attributed  to  it, 
would  work  truly  for  the  pacification  of 
Ireland. 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  Sir,  it  is  not  my  inten- 
tion at  all  to  criticize  the  remarkable 
statement  which  has  been  made  to  the 
House  this  afternoon  by  the  Prime 
Minister  at  any  great  length.  The  proper 
time  for  doing  that  will  be  when  we 
shall  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  the  grave 
announcement  that  has  been  made — 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  no  longer  be 
answerable  for  the  peace  and  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  under  the  altered  con- 
dition of  affairs.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Bus- 
sell)  has  introduced  an  element  which  will 
be  jealously  scanned — namely,  how  far 
and  what  Irish  Members  were  consulted  so 
as  to  arrive  at  an  understanding  upon  this 
matter.  My  object  in  rising  now  is  to 
elicit  a  few  words  from  the  Government 
which  will  enable  loyal  people  in  Ire- 
land to  feel  some  sentiment  of  safety. 
In  the  remarkable  utterances  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  to  which  I  have  listened 
with  a  pain^  interest  and  close  anxiety, 
I  failed  to  hear  one  solitary  word  which 
would  indicate  that  the  Government, 
although  they  were  about  to  make  a 
remarkable  change  in  their  procedure, 
would  steadily,  firmly,  and  courageously 
protect  the  magistrates  of  Ireland  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties.  I  fculed  to 
hear  anything  in  that  direction  even, 
when  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Col- 
league (Mr.  Plunket),  in  warm  and 
generous  words,  drew  the  attention  of 
the  Prime  Minister  to  the  matter,  and 
asked  that  he  would  support  the  Irish 
Constabulary  in  the  discharge  of  their 
difficult  duties,  rendered  all  the  more 
difficult  in  consequence  of  the  action  of 
the  Government.  I  am  entitled  to  de- 
maud  from  the  Prime  Minister,  before 
this  Sitting  closes,  that  he  will,  in  a  few 
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strong,  plain  words,  indicate  to  the  loyal 
classes  in  Ireland  that  they  will  still  be 
supported  by  the  efforts  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  law  will  be  preserved,  that 
terrorism  will  be  struggled  with,  and 
that  by  what  has  been  announced  to-day 
it  is  not  meant  that  the  efforts  of  the 
Government  to  secure  the  first  ends  of 
government  will  be  weakened  or  aban- 
doned. 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETmQTON: 
Sir,  I  absolutely  deny  that  there  is  any 
occasion  for  the  assurance  which  has 
just  been  demanded  from  my  right  hon. 
Friend ;  but  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  two  or  three  words  in  reply  to  the 
challenge  which  has  been  thrown  out 
by  the  two  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tlemen who  represent  the  University  of 
Dublin.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  complained  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  the  important  statement 
which  he  has  made,  said  nothing  about 
the  intention  of  the  Gt>vemment  to  sup- 
port the  magistrates  and  Constabulary  in 
the  discharge  of  the  arduous  duties 
which  fell  to  their  lot.  Sir,  why  was  it 
necessary  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
should  make  any  statement  upon  a  sub- 
ject which  is  absolutely  obvious  ?  Who 
denies — who  has  ever  doubted — that  the 
support  of  the  magistracy  and  Constabu- 
lary in  the  discharge  of  their  duties  is 
the  first  duty  of  the  Government  ?  And 
what  is  there  in  what  fell  from  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to-night  which  can  make 
any  Member  of  this  House  doubt  for  one 
moment  that  the  Government  are  alive 
to  the  duty,  and  intend  to  perform  it  ? 
On  the  contrary,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  done  more — he  has  admitted  that 
the  existing  powers  of  the  law  are  not, 
as  they  stand,  sufficient  to  give  to  the 
magistrates,  the  Constabulary,  and  the 
authorities  engaged  in  the  preservation 
of  peace  all  the  power  they  ought  to  have 
in  dealing  with  the  question  of  the  sup- 
pression of  crime.  He  has  announced 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  ap- 
peal, at  the  very  earliest  opportunity,  to 
this  House  to  strengthen  the  law  in 
these  respects.  Sir,  can  it  be  supposed 
by  anyone  who  is  not  animated — I  do 
not  want  to  use  strong  language — 
but  who  is  not  animated  by  a  strong 
Party  feeling,  that  the  Government,  in 
coming  forward  and  announcing  their 
intention  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Constabulary  and  the  mag^trates 
in  the   discharge    of  their   duty,  are, 

Mr.  Qibson 


in   the  meanwhile,  going  to   omit  the 
primary  and  Constitutional  duty  of  giv- 
ing them  every  support  which  the  ex- 
isting powers   of  the  law  will  enable 
them  to  do  ?    I  am  not  goinff  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  as  to  the  policy  which 
has  been  announced  to  the  House  to- 
night.   Some  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken,  including,  I  think,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the    Member  for    Bipon   (Mr. 
Goschen),  seem  to  consider  that  a  duty 
iell  upon  the  Gt>vemment  not  only  to 
make  a  statement  of  their  policy,  but 
also  to  defend  it.    I  venture  to  think  it 
is  not  the  duly  of  the  Gt>vemment  to 
defend  its  policy  until  it  is  attacked. 
[''  Oh,  oh ! '']    I  may  hold  an  erroneous 
opinion  in  that  respect,  but  that  is  the 
opinion  I  hold.     Some  hon.  Members 
seem  to  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment first  to  formulate  an  attack 
upon  themselves,  and  then  to  state  the 
reasons  which   may  be  urged  against 
their  defence.     I  can  hardly  doubt  that, 
after  the  gallant  words  which  we  have 
heard  from  hon.  Members  on  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches  this  afternoon,  we  shall 
have  that  opportunity.    The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket)  seemed  to  make  it  a  matter  of 
some  complaint  that  we  challenged  him 
and  his  Party  to  attack  and  impeach  our 
policy  if  they  thought  it  worth  impeach- 
ment.    I  cannot  imagine  that  such  an 
attack  will  be  presented  on  the  part  of 
the    right  hon.    and    learned    Gentle- 
man,   because    the    circumstances    are 
such  that  he  is  no  longer  to  be  sup- 
ported  by   hon.  Members    below    the 
Gangway,  who  have,  on  previous   oc- 
casions, connected  themselves  with  the 
Party  opposite  so  constantly.     I  do  not 
suppose    that  it  is   only    an    occasion 
when  a  majority  is  expected,  or,  at  all 
events,  a  large  minority,  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  may  be  im- 
peached by  the  Opposition.    I  conceive 
that  the  decision  of  whether  a  Motion 
of  Censure  is  to  be  brought  forward  or 
not  would  not  depend  on  the  number  of 
Members  by  which  such  a  Motion  would 
be  supported,  so  much  as  by  the  justice 
of  the  cause.     Therefore,  I  conceive  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Col- 
leagues think  what  we  have  announced 
to-night  worthy  of  the  censure  of  the 
House  and  the  country,  they  will  not 
shrink    from  the  obvious    duty  of  an 
Opposition,  and  challenge  our  policy.     I 
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will  only  say  further  that  I  venture  to 
think  it  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Govem- 
ment  to  formulate  excuses  which  would 
throw  any  doubt  on  the  wisdom  of  the 
course  they  have  adopted. 

Mb.  AETHUJR  ARNOLD  said,  that 
he  should  be  sorry  if  the  tepid  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  should  go  forth  as 
representing  in  any  manner  the  general 
feeling  of  Members  on  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
said  that  the  course  they  had  taken  would 
promote  law  and  order.  He  (Mr.  Arnold) 
felt  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  estab- 
lished a  new  claim  to  their  confidence 
by  the  policy  he  had  now  announced. 

Mb.  oPEAKEE  announced  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  Eules  of  the  House,  only 
one  minute  remained  in  which  to  dis- 
pose of  the  Question  before  the  Chair. 
If  it  were  not  withdrawn  a  difficulty 
would  arise. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

MOTIOIf. 

OXFORD  UNIVERSITY  (JESUS  COLLEGE 

STATUTES). 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDBESS. 

Mb.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN,  in  rising  to 
move — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  Her  Maiesty  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  withhold  her  consent  from 
tibe  Statutes  proposed  by  the  University  of 
Oxford  Commissioners  for  Jesus  College,  which 
Statutes  were  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House 
on  the  7th  of  February  last,*' 

said,  that  Jesus  College  had  always  been 
an  essentially  Welsh  College;  and  the 
Government,  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  had  announced  their  intention 
of  dealing  with  the  question  of  Inter- 
mediate and  Higher  Education  in  Wales. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  that  was  an 
inopportune  moment  for  disposing  of 
the  revenues  of  that  College,  because 
they  ought  to  be  dealt  with  as  a  portion 
of  the  scheme  which  the  Government 
was  going  to  bring  for  ward.  The  large 
endowment  of  the  College  would  form 
an  important  element  in  the  question  of 


Higher  Education  in  Wales.  It  was 
not  easy  to  state  what  the  income  of  the 
College  was.  But  from  the  Beport  of 
1873  it  would  appear  to  fall  little  short 
of  £15,000.  The  Statute  as  it  now  stood 
proposed  that  some  of  the  Fellowships 
should  be  exclusively  Welsh ;  but  with 
the  Scholarships  it  was  different.  For- 
merly there  were  20  Welsh  and  2  open 
Scholarships.  The  Statute  proposed  that 
there  should  be  only  12  Welsh  Scholar- 
ships and  8  open  Scholarships,  thus 
40  per  cent  were  to  be  open,  and  no 
longer  Welsh.  But  there  was  a  pro- 
vision that,  when  the  funds  would  admit 
of  it,  there  should  be  24  Scholarships,  so 
that  Wales  would  then  only  have  half  the 
Scholarships.  Then  there  were  .30  Exhi- 
bitions, which  were  formerly  confined 
to  Wales.  Those  Exhibitions  were  now 
to  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  Principal 
and  Fellows,  and  were  in  no  way  con- 
fined to  Wales.  No  doubt,  it  would  be 
said  that  most  of  the  Colleges  in  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  were  originally  confined 
to  particular  counties,  and  that  it  had 
been  found  beneficial  to  throw  them 
open.  But  the  case  was  not  parallel; 
for  the  same  language  was  spoken  in  all 
the  counties  of  England,  whereas  in 
Wales  a  language  prevailed  more  dif- 
ferent from  EngHsh  than  any  European 
language,  except,  perhaps,  Sclavonian. 
It  was,  therefore,  unjust  to  deprive 
young  Welshmen  of  the  advantage  of 
competing  only  among  themselves  for 
prizes,  founded  exclusively  for  their 
benefit.  Jesus  College  was  founded  in 
Queen  Elizabeth's  Eeign  on  the  petition 
of  Dr.  Hugh  at  Hhys,  for  the  benefit  of 
Wales.  It  was  largely  endowed  by  Sir 
Leoline  Jenkins,  a  great  lawyer  and  a 
Welshman,  born  near  Cowbridge,  in  the 
county  of  Glamorgan.  Sir  Leoline  Jen- 
kins, who  at  one  time  was  Principal 
of  Jesus  College,  endowed  Cowbridge 
School,  where  he  had  been  educated, 
and  at  his  death,  in  1685,  left  his  pro- 
perty to  Jesus  College,  subject  to  a  large 
provision  for  Cowbridge  School.  By  his 
will  Sir  Leoline  Jenkins  had  given  prio- 
rity among  his  bequests  to  those  which 
referred  exclusively  to  Cowbridge  School. 
Although,  in  consequence  of  a  decree  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  Jesus  College  had 
legally  taken  the  whole  of  the  surplus 
money  bequeathed  under  that  will, 
there  could  be  no  duubt  that  morally 
Cowbridge  School  was  entitled  to  its 
fair  share;  the  College  had  no  moral 
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right  to  deprive  the  School  of  its  fair 
proportion  of  the  bequests.     The  income 
of  the  estate  of  Sir  Leoline  Jenkins  was 
at  the  time  of  his  death  £407,  and  of 
that  amount  the  School  was  entitled  to 
21  per  cent.    The  income  was  now,  how- 
ever, £6,600  a-year,  and  the  estate  itself 
was  a  largely  increasing  one.  There  were 
minerals  under*the  land  of  considerable 
value,  and  there  was  also  land  in  London 
increasing  in  value.     After  paying  the 
charges    created  by    the  testator,    the 
School  ought  to  receive  £1,260  a-year  ; 
but  it  was  at   present    only  receiving 
£100  a-year.    It  was  proposed  by  the 
Statutes  to  empower  the  Principal  and 
Fellows  of  Jesus  College  to  give  £200  a- 
year  more  to  Cowbridge  School — £100 
to  the  Master,  and  £100  to  deserving 
boys.   This  was  only  a  permissive  power. 
The  Statutes  inflicted  a  great  hardship 
on  the  School,  for  they  proposed  to  per- 
petuate the  injustice  of  the  last  200 
years.    The  Home  Secretary  would,  no 
doubt,  say  the  School  was  only  entitled 
to  the  sum  originally  left  to  it.     That 
might  be  law,  but  it  was  not  justice ; 
and  it  was  not  the  testator's  intention. 
He  appealed  to  the  House  of  Commons 
as  a  Court  of  Justice,  and  not  of  law. 
It   was  from   that    House    alone  that 
redress   could   be  sought.    It  was  as 
great  a  case  of  hardship  as  had  ever 
come  before  the  House,  and  if  the  Sta- 
tutes were  allowed  to  pass  they  would  be 
continuing  a  great  injustice.    Nothing 
would  benefit   Wales,    and    especially 
South  Wales,  more  than  the  erection  of 
this  School  into  a  first-class  Grammar 
School  in  the  county  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.     The  Welsh  de- 
sired  not    to    confine    their   education 
to  technical  subjects,  but  to  have  the 
benefit  of  a  sound  classical  education, 
which  was  a  matter  the   Government 
would  have  to  deal  with  before  long, 
and  it  would  be  advisable  to  weld  this 
Institution  into  any  measure  they  pro- 
posed.    The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Eesolution  of  which  he 
had  g^ven  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  prajring  Her  Majesty  that  She  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  withnold  her  consent  from 
the  Statutes  proposed  by  the  University  of 
Oxford  Commissioners  for  Jesus  College,  which 
Statutes  were  laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House 
on  the  7th  of  February  last."— (Ifr  Htutey 
Vivian.) 


Mr.  jSussey  Vivian 


Sib  WILLIAM    HARCOURT   was 

understood  to  say  that  upon  the  general 
question  of  Welsh  Education  he  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  behind  kim,  though 
upon  the  question  before  the  House  he 
had  expressed  opinions  at  which,  if  they 
had  proceeded  from  the  Benches  oppo- 
site, now  rather  empty,  he  should  have 
felt  no  surprise.  In  these  cases  a  good 
deal  was  often  said  about  the  intentions 
of  the  pious  Founder ;  and  no  doubt  Sir 
Leoline  Jenkins,  the  Founder  of  this 
School,  was  a  man  of  note,  for  he  was 
the  greatest  international  lawyer  of  his 
day.  He  thought,  however,  his  hon. 
Friend  had  g^ven  undue  development  to 
the  wishes  of  the  pious  Founder.  The 
Liberal  Party  had  proceeded  on  the 
principle  of  abolishing  close  Colleges 
and  close  Fellowships ;  but  they  were 
now  asked,  practically,  to  adopt  an  oppo- 
site course.  He  asked  on  what  ground 
they  could  keep  the  Fellowships  of  this 
College  for  a  particular  part  of  the  coun- 
try ?  He  was  not  a  particular  admirer 
of  the  work  of  the  Commission  ;  but  it 
was  not  possible  to  review  it  without 
destroying  it  altogether.  It  was  to  be 
deplored  that  such  was  the  case.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  in  this  matter  he  did 
not  think  the  Commissioners  were  to  be 
blamed.  Jesus  College  was  only  a  con- 
stituent part  of  the  Colleges  of  Oxford  ; 
and  if  one  College  was  thrown  out  of 
the  whole  contributory  machine,  it  would 
be  exempt  from  any  scheme  of  Uni- 
versity reform,  and  that  was  not  a  rea- 
sonable proposition.  He  hoped  the 
House,  therefore,  would  reject  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that 
something,  after  all,  was  to  be  said  for 
local  Scholarships,  &o.,  in  connection 
with  the  Universities.  The  system  ought 
to  be  judged  by  its  results ;  and  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  Welsh  en- 
dowments in  Jesus  College  had  been  of 
considerable  advantage  both  to  the  Col- 
lege and  the  University.  It  not  unfre- 
quently  happened  that  persons  of  humble 
origin,  who  would  otherwise  have  been 
unable  to  obtain  an  academical  educa- 
tion, were  enabled,  by  means  of  those 
endowments,  to  achieve  a  distinguished 
University  career ;  and  at  present  there 
were  two  striking  instances  of  the  ser- 
vice which  the  endowments  of  Jusus 
College  had  done.  Of  course,  the  pre- 
sent question  was  only  the  prelude  to  a 
more  important  one.    As  a  matter  of 
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fact,  Parliament  passed  an  excellent  Bill 
in   1877,   by  which  at  least  £250,000 
a-year  was  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Oommissioners.    How  the  Commission- 
ers discharged  their  office  would  not 
then  be  proper  to  mention;  but  of  all 
the  Colleges  which    had  come    under 
their    notice,    Jesus   College   was    the 
greatest  sinner  in  the  whole  University. 
That  College  proposed  to  establish  one 
Tutorial  Fellow  to  every  seven  under- 
graduates.   Each  was  to  have,  at  least, 
£600   a-year;   in   addition  to  that  he 
was  to  have,  under  certain  conditions,  a 
capitation  fee  of  £5  per  head  on  under- 
graduates, which  was  to  come  out  of 
the  funds  for  the  advancement  of  Higher 
Education,  so  that  £4,300  a-year  would 
be  absorbed  by  the  Tutorial  Fellows. 
These  gentlemen  would  be  engaged  in 
delivering  more  or  less  vapid  lectures, 
more  vapid  as  they  got  older.     The 
Oommissioners  had  established  131  of 
these  abominations,  and  there  was  every 
prospect  of  the  whole  University  in  time 
becoming  absorbed  by  them.    But,  to 
turn  to  the  particular  case  of  Cowbridge 
School,  it  might,  perhaps,  be  hard  for 
the  Fellows  of  Jesus  to  make  any  con- 
tribution to  their  funds,  as  was  usually 
the  case  when  the  Foundation  was  rich ; 
but  that  was  not  the  question.    Parlia- 
ment had  dealt  thus  with  Eton  College 
and  the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westmin- 
ster in  relation  to  Eton  and  Westminster 
Schools.     It  had  been  done  in  the  case 
of   the  Beg^us  Professor  of  Greek  at 
Christ  Church,  and  it  was  for  the  House 
to  say  whether  it  should  not  be  done  in 
the  case  of  Cambridge.  The  present  sys- 
tem inaugurated  by  the  Commissioners, 
who  had  aimed  at  establishing  a  Body 
of  Tutorial  Fellows  and  enlarging  the 
Professoriate,  did  not  work  well.     The 
Tutorial  Fellows  ''  Boycotted  "  the  Pro- 
fessors.    He  had  lately  spoken  to  Mr. 
Stubbs,  a  gentleman  who  had  a  repu- 
tation beyond  the  walls  of  his  College, 
upon  the  subject.    Mr.  Stubbs  told  him 
some  time  ago  that  he  had  prepared  a 
course  of  lectures  on  the  Secidar  and 
Social  Causes  of  the  Hoformation,  and 
that  the  only  audience  he  had  consisted 
of  three  Masters  of  Arts  and  one  lady. 
He  believed  that  the  Statutes  which  the 
Commissioners  had  framed  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  would  involve  the  irre- 
znediable  ruin  of  the  interests  of  Higher 
Education.     He  considered  that  if  his 
hon.    Friend   carried   his  Motion  —  in 


which  he  supported  him — ^they  would 
set  an  example  of  how  they  should  deal 
with  Statutes  like  those  in  which  the 
general  interests  of  local  education  were 
sacrificed,  and  in  which  the  best  future 
of  the  highest  education  was,  as  he  be- 
lieved, not  only  brought  into  peril,  but 
irretrievably  doomed. 

Ma.  BBYCE  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  language  which    the   last 
speaker  had  used  with  regard  to  some 
persons  at  Oxford,  and  more  particularly 
in  regard  to  certain  Heads  of  Colleges. 
Those  Heads  of  Colleges  who  had  been 
masters  of  schools  were  among  the  ablest 
and  most  energetic  of  the  Oxford  resi- 
dents.   No  one  among  them  was  more 
generally  respected  than  the  Head  of 
Jesus  College,  nor  had  any  one  shown  a 
more  sincere  desire  to  do  the  best  he 
could  for  the  education  of  the  Princi- 
pality.     The  real    question,   however, 
now  before  the   House    was   whether 
those  Statutes  should  pass  or  not.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Glamorganshire  (Mr. 
Hussey  Vivian)  had  complained    that 
those  Statutes  did  not  do  as  much  for 
education    in  Wales   as    ought  to   be 
done,   and   that  the    right  of   natives 
of  the  Principality  to  Scholarships  and 
Fellowships  was  not  sufficiently  recog- 
nized.   Now,  he  thought  there  was  a 
very  strong  case  for  attaching  certain 
special  privileges  to  Welsh  schools  and 
Welsh  students,  and  for  making  grants 
of  money  to  a  country  which  had  been 
so  much  neglected,  and  which  was  so 
much  in  want  of   those  endowments. 
But  if  they  looked  at  the  Statutes  of 
Jesus  College  they  would  find  that  a 
good  deal  was  done  for  Wales  and  for 
Welsh  students,  a  considerable  propor- 
tion of  the  Fellowships  and  Scholarships 
being  restricted  to  natives  of  Wales  or 
of  Monmouthshire.    If  it  was  said  that 
more  ought  to  have  been  done,  and  that 
these  Statutes  ought  to  have  reserved 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  Scholarships 
and  Fellowships  for  the  Welsh  schools, 
he  replied  that  that  would  not  be  a  real 
benefit  to  Welsh  students  themselves. 
It  was  far  better  for  them  that  they 
should  mix  in  the  society  of  what,  more 
or  less,  was  an  ordinary  College,  and 
that  they  should  come  into  contact  with 
young  Englishmen,  than  that  they  should 
be  confined  to  a  purely  Welsh  atmo- 
sphere while  their  minds  were  being 
formed.    In  the  interests  of  Wales  it- 
self, then,  he  thought  that  the  Oommis- 


1^003         Oxford  University 


(COMMONS]       {Je$u»  CoUege  StaiuUi).     2004 


sioners  would  have  made  a  mistake  if 
they  had  given  a  larger  share  than  they 
had  done  of  the  College  endowments  to 
the  students  from  Wales.  With  regard 
to  the  share  to  which  Cowbridge  School 
was  entitled  out  of  the  endowments  of 
Jesus  College,  the  hon.  Member  asked 
them  to  disturb  an  arrangement  which 
had  existed  for  200  years.  Under  that 
arrangement,  based  upon  a  decree  in 
Chancery  made  in  the  Beign  of  James  II. 
— a  decree  which  was  evidently  right  in 
law  —  Jesus  College  had  enjoyed  the 
property  given  it  by  Sir  Leoline  Jenkins 
without  interruption  or  adverse  claim. 
When  the  Commissioners  came  to  deal 
with  Jesus  College  they  found  certain 
property;  they  ascertained  that  that  pro- 
perty belonged  to  the  College  in  exactly 
the  same  way  as  any  other  property  held 
by  the  College ;  and  though  they  might 
have  thought  it  would  have  been  a  good 
thing  if  Cowbridge  School  could  get  a 
larger  share  of  them,  they  had  to  carry 
out  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  they  could 
not  legally  do  what  it  did  not  authorize. 
There  was  not  a  single  word  in  the  Act 
of  1877  which  would  justify  the  appro- 
priation of  any  property  belonging  to 
the  College  to  any  external  Body  or  per- 
son. There  was  a  discussion  in  that 
House  in  1877  as  to  whether  the  Com- 
missioners should  have  the  power  to  de- 
vote a  portion  of  the  revenues  of  any 
College  to  purposes  not  directly  con- 
nected with  such  College  or  with  the 
University,  and  it  was  decided  that  they 
should  have  no  such  power.  The  Com- 
missioners had  done  ail  that  they  legally 
could,  and  one  might  almost  be  surprised 
that  they  should  have  been  able  to  go  as 
far  as  they  had  gone  in  favour  of  Cow- 
bridge School. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  KIDLEY, 
as  a  Member  of  the  Commission,  said, 
that  he  should  have  been  content  to 
have  rested  their  defence  upon  the 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  for  what 
had  been  said  appeared  to  him  to  be 
conclusive.  There  was  nothing  that 
would  have  enabled  them  to  give  money 
to  Cowbridge  School  ;  and,  therefore, 
there  was  no  case  to  answer.  It  was 
not  their  fault  that  the  Act  did  not 
enable  them  to  do  more.  If  it  was 
desired  that  more  should  be  done,  as 
in  the  case  of  other  public  schools,  let 
a  Bill  be  brought  in  to  divert  some  of 
the  endowments  of  Jesus  College  to 
practical   education   in  Wales,   and  he 
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would  promise  all  the  assistance  he 
could  in  developing  the  project ;  but  it 
was  not  fair  to  attack  these  Statutes  or 
the  Commissioners  for  that  which  they 
were  unable  to  do.  The  result  of  re- 
jecting these  Statutes  would  be  to  leave 
things  in  the  position  in  which  they 
stood  previous  to  the  Act  of  1877,  and 
to  deprive  Cowbridge  and  other  schools 
of  endowments  they  now  had,  and  to 
restore  the  former  close  and  clerical 
character  of  the  Foundation.  Unques- 
tionably, the  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, so  far  as  regarded  Jesus  Col- 
lege, had  not  been  an  unfriendly  one 
towards  Wales  or  towards  the  School 
at  Cowbridge.  For  his  purpose  it  did 
not  matter  what  the  figures  were ;  the 
Commissioners  had  gone  to  the  full  ex- 
tent of  their  legal  rights  in  doing  what 
they  could  to  improve  and  aid  Higher 
Education  in  Wales.  Not  very  much 
had  been  said  as  to  the  College  Exhibi- 
tions ;  but  he  supposed  .  that  those  to 
which  allusion  had  been  made  were  the 
Leoline  Jenkins  Exhibitions,  which  had 
been  thrown  into  the  general  Exhibition 
fund.  He  believed,  but  was  not  cer- 
tain, that  there  was  a  specific  applica- 
tion of  part  of  that  fund ;  but,  however 
that  might  be,  the  general  policy  of  the 
Commissioners  had  been  to  enable  the 
Governing  Bodies  of  the  Colleges  to 
assist  needy  and  deserving  students. 
Many  hon.  Members  who  took  an  inte- 
rest in  this  question  would,  perhaps, 
have  been  glad  if  some  of  the  money 
which  now  brought  Welsh  students  com- 
pulsorily  to  Jesus  College  had  been 
diverted  so  as  to  help  them  to  enter 
other  Colleges;  but  the  Commissioners 
had  not  the  power  of  making  any  such 
change,  and  were  obliged  to  confine  the 
school  and  College  endowments  to  the 
several  schools  and  Colleges.  If  there 
was  one  set  of  Statutes  which  were  prac- 
tically unassailable,  it  was  the  Statutes 
of  Jesus  College,  with  respect  to  which 
the  Commissioners  had  here  and  there 
stretched  a  point,  in  the  belief  that  the 
circumstances  of  Wales  were  exceptional, 
and  demanded  that  the  Scholarships  and 
Fellowships  should  be  kept  close.  In 
any  case,  however,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian) 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  that  Wales 
would  be  benefited  by  the  rejection  of 
the  new  Statutes.  Not  only  was  there 
no  authority  now  in  existence  which  had 
the  power  of  re-casting  them,  but  no 
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future  CommiBsioners  were  likely  to 
relax  them  in  a  manner  more  favourable 
to  the  claims  of  Wales.  The  Commis- 
sioners had  made  an  honest  attempt, 
supported  by  the  Principal  of  the  Col- 
les^e,  to  satisfy  the  legitimate  wants  of 
Welsh  Education.  If  it  was  alleged  that 
the  Church  of  England  religious  teach- 
ing given  in  the  College  kept  away 
Nonconformist  students,  he  could  only 
say  that  there  was  now  less  teaching  of 
that  kind  than  there  used  to  be ;  that 
attendance  at  chapel  was  voluntary ;  and 
that  nothing  was  done  to  prevent  Non- 
conformists from  being  on  an  equality 
with  the  other  members  of  the  College. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers),  who,  as  was  well 
known,  had  his  own  views  about  the 
University,  bad  made  several  complaints, 
but  had  not  made  sufficient  allowance 
for  the  difficulties  the  Commissioners 
had  had  to  meet.  He  (Sir  Matthew 
Ridley)  held  that,  on  the  whole,  they 
had  done  their  duty  well ;  but  it  was 
not  easy  for  them  to  impress  their  policy 
on  all  the  Colleges ;  and  so,  wherever 
they  had  apparently  failed  to  make  re- 
forms, it  was  to  be  remembered  that  they 
had  not  been  free  to  act  apart  from  the 
general  feeling  of -the  University.  For 
the  sereasons,  he  could  not  support  the 
proposal  to  reject  the  Statutes  of  this 
College. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  said,  that  the 
irpeeoh  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  was  very  unsatis- 
factory; but  a  more  extraordinary  answer 
than  that  of  the  Home  Secretary  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gla- 
morganshire (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian)  he  had 
never  heard.  If  Liberal  principles  were 
what  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man stated  that  night,  Welsh  Members 
had  a  good  deal  to  learn.  He  (Sir 
Edward  Reed)  objected  to  the  aliena- 
tion of  the  revenues  of  Jesus  College 
merely  for  the  sake  of  bringing  the 
English  and  the  Welsh  students  into 
more  intimate  association  with  each  other. 
According  to  the  admitted  facts  of  the 
case,  in  the  original  bequest  in  the 
16th  century  of  certain  properties  in 
Lambeth,  it  was  provided  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  income  thence  derived 
should  go  to  Jesus  College,  and  the  other 
one -third  to  Cowbridge  Grammar  School. 
That  being  the  case,  the  same  ratio  should 
be  now  observed  when  the  property  had 
increased  seventeen-fold  in  value.  If  that 


rule  were  followed,  Cowbridge  School, 
instead  of  being  pushed  aside  with  £400 
per  annum,  would  be  entitled  to  nearly 
£2,000  per  annum.  Within  three  years 
of  the  bequest  coming  into  operation 
a  question  arose  about  a  certain  small 
residue,  and  the  Court  of  Chancery  de- 
cided that  it  should  become  the  property 
of  the  College  to  which  the  whole  had 
been  bequeathed  in  trust,  partly  for  the 
benefit  of  Cowbridge  School,  and  now 
the  College  appropriated  the  larger 
part  of  the  increased  value.  His  con- 
tention and  that  of  his  hon.  Friends  was 
that  Cowbridge  Grammar  School  was  as 
much  before  the  mind  of  the  testator  as 
Jesus  College.  But  because,  200  years 
ago,  the  Court  of  Chancery  decided  that 
the  miserable  residue  then  in  question 
should  go  to  the  College,  they  were  told 
that  it  was  not  only  legally  right  that 
this  College  should  go  on  appropriating 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  property,  but  that 
it  was  absolutely  wrong  for  them  to  ask 
that  the  case  should  be  reconsidered. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  said,  he  could 
not  enter  into  the  controversy  which  had 
arisen  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  (Sir  Edward  Reed)  and  the 
Home  Secretary  as  to  what  were  Liberal 
principles.  Nothing  could  be  more  dif- 
ficult than  for  that  House  to  consider 
the  complicated  legal  question.  The 
was  asked  to  enter  upon  that  inquiry 
upon  an  ex  parte  statement,  and  to  set 
aside  the  decisions  come  to  by  the  Com- 
missioners after  the  most  minute  and 
careful  examination ;  but  there  was  really 
nothing  which  the  House  could  do.  This 
money  could  not  be  touched  without  the 
consent  of  Jesus  College,  inasmuch  as 
the  legal  right  of  the  College  to  the  sur- 
plus of  the  property  had  been  settled  and 
established  by  law  for  two  centuries.  The 
Statutes  could  not  be  altered  in  part,  but 
must  be  accepted  or  rejected  as  a  whole. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr. 
Thorold  Rogers)  had  spoken  in  so  vague 
and  discursive  a  manner  that  it  was 
difficult  to  meet  his  remarks;  but  as 
regarded  his  observations  on  dogmatic 
schoolmasters,  he  (Sir  John  Mowbray) 
could  say  confidently  that  the  present 
Principal  of  Jesus  College  was  an  able 
and  accomplished  scholar,  who  had  been 
a  successful  schoolmaster,  and  was  now 
an  energetic  Head  of  a  College.  He 
was  one  of  the  few  Members  now  in  the 
House  who  recollected  the  prolonged  dis- 
cussion which  took  place  upon  the  Uni- 
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yer8ityBill8inl854  and  1877;  he  remem- 
bered the  difficulty  then  experienced  in 
interesting  the  House,  or  maintaining 
its  attention  to  the  subject;  and  he 
thought  even  a  Select  Committee  would 
experience  the  same  difficulty  now.  If 
he  might  venture  to  make  a  suggestion, 
he  thought  that  the  University  required 
rest.  They  had  had  University  Com- 
missions and  University  Acts  in  1850, 
1854,  and  again  in  1874  and  1877;  and 
it  was  most  important  that  the  new  Sta- 
tutes should  have  a  fair  trial,  after 
which  they  might,  if  necessary,  be  re- 
vised. But,  if  they  were  to  be  revised, 
it  would  be  proper  to  intrust  the  task 
to  some  Body  more  competent  to  deal 
with  the  question  than  that  House — and 
that  Body  was  the  Universities  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  which 
ought  to  be  strengthened  and  made  effi- 
cient for  the  work. 

Mk.  morgan  LLOYD  said,  thattheir 
case  was  that  Jesus  College  was  a  Welsh 
College,  founded  and  endowed forWeloh- 
men ;  and  the  Commissioners,  in  failing 
to  recognize  that  fact,  had  failed  to 
satisfy  any  class  in  Wales.  Jesus  Col- 
lege, though  locally  situated  in  Oxford, 
was  as  much  a  Welsh  College  as  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  was  an  Irish  College ; 
and  as  all  the  endowments  were  intended 
for  the  Welsh  people,  and  were,  in 
justice,  the  property  of  the  Welsh 
people,  the  Commissioners  had  no  right 
to  divert  any  portion  of  those  endow- 
ments towards  any  other  object.  He 
believed  the  Commissioners  had  taken 
pains  to  form  a  fair  scheme;  but  they 
had  adopted  a  wrong  principle,  and  had 
dealt  with  the  College  revenues  as  if 
they  had  not  been  the  special  property 
of  the  people  of  Wales. 

Mr.  rath  bone  said,  he  weU  re- 
membered  that  the  House  was  assured 
they  might  trust  the  Universities  to  deal 
with  the  Commission  in  a  much  more 
liberal  way  than  they  had  done.  The 
practical  question  was  how  they  could 
best  remedy  the  evil.  The  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  had  re- 
ferred them  to  future  legislation  as  the 
only  means  of  gaining  what  was  due. 
They  would  probably  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  dealing  with  the  subject  when  the 
question  of  Welsh  Education  came  on ; 
and  he  would  suggest  that  it  would  be  well 
to  leave  this  matter  to  that  opportunity. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  there  had 
not  been  a  single  opportunity  for   the 

Sir  John  Mawhray 


discussion  of  the  important  Statutes 
connected  with  the  Universities  and  Col- 
leges, which  in  a  very  few  days  would 
become  law.  The  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment, in  providing  that  they  should  lie 
on  the  Table  for  a  certain  time  before 
they  became  law,  would  thus  be  defeated. 
There  was  an  important  Body — the  Uni- 
versities Commit^e  of  the  Privy  Council 
— to  which  alone  hereafter  would  belong 
the  revision  of  any  of  these  University 
Statutes.  Some  proposition  should  be 
made  by  the  Government  for  the  re- 
constitution  of  that  Committee  before 
the  Session  ended.  The  matter  had 
been  brought  before  Parliament  at  the 
end  of  last  Session;  but,  owing  to  a 
disagreement  between  the  two  Houses, 
nothing  was  done.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  not  to  delay  in  that 
matter.  He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glamorganshire  (Mr.  Hussey 
Vivian)  would  be  satisfied  with  the  dis- 
cussion, and  would  not  press  his  Motion 
to  a  division. 

Mb.  hussey  VIVIAN  said,  he 
could  not  avoid  thanking  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  for  his  kind  lecture  upon  libe- 
ralism. His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Fiiend  appeared  to  be  greatly  in  love 
with  any  arrangement,  however  un- 
just, which  had  the  prescription  of 
200  years  in  its  favour.  Now,  certainly, 
he  (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian)  had  learned 
his  Liberalism  in  a  different  school.  He 
had  always  been  under  the  impression 
that  no  prescription  gave  any  right  to 
the  continued  existence  of  an  abuse,  if 
it  were  an  abuse,  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  it  was  an  abuse,  when 
they  had  a  College  which  educated  some 
60  students,  and  which  spent  in  doinff 
so  a  sum  of  £15,000  a-year.  He  did 
not  think  that  Institutions  of  that  kind 
could  be  defended,  or  that  anyone  who 
took  exception  to  Institutions  of  that 
kind  shomd  be  accused  of  a  want  of 
Liberalism.  He  thought  that  true  Libe- 
ral principles  would  rather  lie  in  the 
proper  use  of  ancient  endowments  to 
develop  and  extend,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  benefits  of  education  in  the  present 
day.  His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  said  that  no  pro- 
perty would  be  safe  if  a  prescription 
of  200  years  was  to  be  attacked.  This 
property  was  not  private  property,  but 
a  public  endowment  left  for  the  benefit 
of  the  public.    That  was  a  doctrine  he. 
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was  astonished  to  hear  come  from  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend;  and  it  was 
very  much  in  contrast  with  the  calm 
and  excellent  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Northumberland  (Sir  Matthew  White 
Ridley).  He  (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian)  had 
no  wigQi  whatever  to  attack  the  Com- 
missioners, nor  did  he  think  he  had 
said  anything  which  could  be  construed 
into  an  attack  upon  the  Commission. 
He  had  simply  taken  an  exception  to  a 
Statute  proposed  for  Jesus  College.  He 
did  not  say  that  the  Commissioners  could 
have  proposed  a  larger  provision  for 
Oowbridge  School,  because  he  believed 
that  their  powers  in  that  respect  were 
limited.  He  had  taken  exception  to 
that  one  Statute  becoming  the  law  of  the 
land,  because  he  thought  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  they  should  pro- 
test in  the  strongest  manner  against  the 
perpetuation  of  what  he  still  held  to  be 
one  of  the  grossest  cases  of  injustice 
which  had  ever  come  under  his  notice. 
Certainly,  the  matter  should  not  rest 
where  it  was.  It  was  probable  that  if 
he  went  to  a  division  now,  with  the  com- 
bined opposition  of  the  Government  and 
the  Conservatives,  he  would  be  left  in  a 
small  minority ;  but  he  thought  that  it 
would  not  have  been  consistent  with  his 
duty,  if  he  allowed  this  Statute  to  be- 
come law  without  protesting  in  the 
strongest  manner  against  it,  and  bring- 
ing forward  publicly  the  gross  injustice 
which  had  existed  for  the  last  200  years. 
He  was  sensible  that  it  was  of  no  use 
whatever  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  division  after  the  de- 
claration of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  they  did  not  intend  to  support  him 
in  this  Motion.  But,  at  the  same  time, 
he  wished  to  state  that,  whenever  an 
opportunity  occurred  of  redressing  this 
grievance,  he  should  undoubtedly  en- 
deavour, to  the  best  of  his  ability,  to 
do  so,  and  especially  when  they  were 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  question  of  Higher  and  Intermediate 
Education  in  Wales.  He  begged  distinctly 
to  give  Notice  that  when  that  question 
was  brought  on  he  would  revert  to  this 
subject,  and  that  he  would  do  his  very 
best  to  obtain  for  the  ancient  Grammar 
School  at  Cowbridge  the  full  enjoy- 
ment of  the  endowment  left  to  it  200 
years  ago.  He  begged  now  to  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawnf 


ORDERS    OF   THE   LAY. 

DISTRESS  AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  73.] 

[Sir  Henry  Hollatid,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr, 

Joteph  Fetue,  Mr,  Cropper.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  that 
in  moving  that  the  Speaker  should  leave 
the  Chair,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 
he  wished  to  explain  that,  as  the  whole 
subject  of  distress  was  now  under  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee  upstairs, 
he  did  not  propose  to  ask  for  more 
than  that  the  Speaker  should  leave  the 
Chair.  What  he  proposed  was  that, 
when  the  House  got  into  Committee,  the 
formal  Motion  for  postponing  the  Pre- 
amble should  be  agreed  to,  and  after 
Clause  1  had  been  passed  he  would 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,*' — 
{Sir  Henry  Holland ^ ) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Preamble  postponed. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Sir  Henry 
Holland,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tuesday  next. 

METROPOLIS    MANAGEMENT    AND 

BUILDING    ACTS    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

{Sir  James  M^Garel-Rogg,  Admiral   Sir  John 

JSTay,  Sir  Andrew  Lnsk.) 

[bill    107.]        COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Sir  James  M^Oarel-Hogg,) 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWEENCE 
said,  he  thought  that,  at  that  hour  of  the 
night,  it  was  impossible  for  the  House  to 
discuss  the  BiU  with  any  advantage. 
The  Bill  was  a  very  important  one,  and 
the  second  reading  of  it  was  passed  with- 
out any  statement  having  been  made  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  was  in  charge  of 
it ;  and  who  still,  without  making  any 
statement  with  regard  to  it,  now  pro- 
posed   to    go   into  Committee.    There 
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important  details  at  Buoh  an  hour  of 
the  night,  when  it  was  impossible  to 
examine  them  thoroughly.  Then,  again, 
as  to  the  question  of  making  thorough- 
fares. There  were  many  thoroughfares 
in  the  City  of  London  that  were  simply 
footways,  and  the  Commissioners  were 
constantly  extending  these  footways  and 
opening  up  new  communications;  but 
their  future  action  in  that  respect  would 
bo  prevented  by  one  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  As  the  Bill  stood,  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  authorities  in  the  City 
to  apply  for  permission  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  Such  a  pro- 
vision might  be  all  very  well  where  they 
were  deaCng  with  new  districts — where 
the  land  had  not  been  built  upon  already. 
It  was  essential  that  in  such  a  case  the 
streets  authorized  to  be  constructed 
should  be  wide,  and  laid  out  with  due 
regard  to  all  modem  sanitary  require- 
ments, and  to  the  communication  pro- 
posed to  be  effected  with  existing 
thoroughfares.  But  it  was  impossible 
to  do  that  in  the  City  of  London.  The 
circumstances  of  the  City  were  excep- 
tional ;  and,  therefore,  the  City  ought  to 
be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  Hon.  Members 
might  feel  some  surprise  that  the  City 
should  ask  for  exemption  from  a  mea- 
sure which  was  introduced  for  the  gene- 
ral advantage  of  the  Metropolis;  but 
the  City  already  possessed  Parliamen- 
tary powers  fully  adequate  to  enable 
them  to  carry  out  their  own  improve- 
ments, and  the  authorities  ought  not 
to  have  their  efforts  crippled  by  the 
intervention  of  another  public  Body. 
The  Corporation  of  London  were  not 
backward  in  carrying  out  necessary 
improvements.  Notwithstanding  the 
difficulties  they  had  to  contend  with,  they 
had  not  been  deterred  by  any  question  of 
expense  from  undertaking  any  improve- 
ment that  the  interests  of  the  public 
demanded.  The  present  Bill,  under  the 
circumstances  he  had  pointed  out,  would 
require  careful  consideration,  clause  by 
clause ;  many  of  its  provisions  would  re- 
quire material  alterations,  fresh  clauses 
would  have  to  be  brought  up,  and  the 
whole  framework  of  the  Bill  would  re- 
quire reconsideration  and  considerable 
discussion.  No  statement  was  made  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Truro 
(Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg)  on  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill,  beyond  a  short 
explanation  that  it  was  merely  a  formal 


were  very  important  matters  affecting 
the  City  of  London  raised  in  the  Bill, 
which  he  was  quite  sure  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  consider  when  his  atten- 
tion was  called  to  them.  Therefore,  it 
was  probable  that  they  would  really 
gain  time  by  postponing  the  Committee, 
because  the  opposition  now  raised  to  the 
Bill  might  be  disarmed  if  certain  altera- 
tions were  made  in  it  affecting  the  Me- 
tropolis generally,  but  affecting  also, 
very  materially,  the  City  of  London.  If 
the  Bill  were  carried  in  its  present  shape 
those  who  had  the  direction  of  improve- 
ments in  the  City  would  be  prevented 
from  acting,  and  from  using  the  powers 
already  possessed  by  them  under  special 
Acts  of  Parliament.  The  clauses  of  the 
Bill  certainly  required  more  considera- 
tion than  could  be  devoted  to  them  at 
that  hour  of  the  night.  There  were 
altogether  25  clauses  in  the  Bill,  and 
most  of  them  affected  the  City  of  Lon- 
don. In  the  City  of  London,  a  Body 
called  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  had 
the  management  and  direction  of  the 
laying  out  of  the  streets,  and  the  street 
improvements ;  but  if  the  Bill  passed  as 
it  now  stood  they  would  be  entirely  de- 
prived of  their  authority.  That  autho- 
rity was  conferred  upon  them  by  more 
than  one  Act  of  Parliament,  and  the 
passine  of  this  new  Bill  would  prevent 
them  from  carrying  out  those  Acts  for 
the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
City  and  of  the  Metropolis  generally.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  City  of  Lon- 
don still  retained  many  of  the  pecu- 
liarities of  all  old  cities ;  many  of  its 
streets  were  very  narrow,  and  when  im- 
provements were  being  effected,  it  would 
be  impossible,  in  many  cases,  to  make 
streets  where  streets  were  most  urgently 
required,  because,  under  this  Bill,  no 
street  was  to  be  made  that  should  be 
less  than  40  feet  in  width.  It  was  well 
known  that  in  many  parts  of  the  City, 
where  new  streets  and  thoroughfares  had 
been  most  advantageously  opened  out, 
it  would  have  been  altogether  impossible 
to  provide  that  they  should  be  40  feet 
wide.  Consequently,  if  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Sewers  were  to  be  controlled 
by  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill, 
many  of  the  improvements,  which  it  was 
still  desirable  to  carry  out,  would  be 
prevented.  He  was  afraid  that  the  Bill 
had  been  drawn  up  without  proper 
thought ;  and  it  would  be  improper  to 
call  upon  the  House  to  consider  all  the 

Mr,  Alderman  W,  Zawnncf 
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measure  to  cany  out  an  Order  of  the 
House.      In    moying    that  the  House 
should  go  into  Committee  upon  it,  the 
hon.  Baronet  still  refrained  from  making 
a  full  explanatory  statement,  and  moved 
its  committal  as  a  mere  matter  of  form. 
But  he  (Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence) 
was  satisfied  that  when  the  Bill  got  into 
Committee,  and  the  clauses  came  up  for 
consideration,  they  would  be  found  to  be 
anything  but  a  mere  matter  of  form ;  and 
certainly  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
have  expedited  matters  by  having  ab- 
stained from  making  any  preliminary 
statement.     In  introducing  a  Bill  of  this 
nature,   some  understanding  ought  to 
have  been  come  to  between  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  and  the  authori- 
ties of  the  City  of  London.     There  ought 
to  be  a  mutual  good  understanding  be- 
tween the  two  Bodies.     It  was  the  duty 
of  both  to  carry  out  improvements  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Metropolis ;  but  it  was 
not  necessary  that  either  should  interfere 
with  the  action  of  the  other.     Both  of 
them  had  different  spheres  of  action, 
and  both  possessed  very  large  powers. 
Hitherto  such  powers  had  been  used 
beneficially  for  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Metropolis;  and  this  was  not  the  first 
time  that  the  Metropolitan    Board  of 
Works  had  introduced   clauses  into  a 
Bill  which  would  give  them  the  right  of 
interfering  materially  with  the  powers 
possessed  by  the  City.    But  the  House 
had  always  declined  to  sanction  such 
clauses  ;  and  he  must  say  that  he  looked 
upon  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
in  the  present  instance,  with  some  sur- 
prise and   astonishment.      The  second 
reading  was  obtained  at  the  close  of  the 
Day  Sitting  on  Wednesday  last,  and  it 
was  obtained  rather  as  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise.    There  were  three  Motions  on  the 
Paper  against  it ;  but  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  had  given  Notice  of  such  Mo- 
tions were  not  in  their  places  between 
a  quarter  to  6  and  6  o'clock,  and  the 
second  reading  was  moved  and  carried 
without    opposition,  the  hon.   Baronet 
being  in  his  place  to  watch  the  interests 
of  the  Bill.     But  the  second  reading 
having  been  accomplished  in  that  way, 
surely  it  became  all  the  more  necessary 
that  the  principle  and  objects  of  the  Bill 
should  be  explained  and  oiscussed  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee.     The 
hon.  Baronet,  however,  had  not  considered 
it  his  duty  to  take  such  a  course,  and 
bad  contented  himself  with  moving,  as  a 


matter  of  form,  the  conmiittal  of  the  Bill. 
Some  of  the  provisions  were  admirable 
ones.  It  provided,  very  properly,  that 
no  temporary  or  permanent  erections 
should  be  constructed  within  the  district 
under  the  control  of  the  Metropolitan 
Works  without  an  application,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  the  Board.  But  was  it  right 
that  the  City  of  London  should  be  placed 
in  the  same  position  as  a  private  indi- 
vidual in  regard  to  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  that  the  Board  should  have  power  to 
control  and  regulate  the  proceedings  of 
the  City  in  regard  to  all  questions  affect- 
ing street  improvements?  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  City  of  London  was 
engaged  in  the  erection  of  additional 
Courts  in  connection  with  their  Court  of 
Common  Council,  and  they  were  carrying 
out  other  public  buildings.  Was  it  to 
be  tolerated  that  in  regard  to  similar 
vented  from  carrying  them  out,  unless,  in 
works  in  future  they  were  to  be  pre- 
the  first  instance,  they  applied  to,  and 
obtained  the  sanction  of,  the  Metropolitan 
Board.  Such  an  intention  was  never 
put  forward  when  the  Board  of  Works 
was  established.  He  was  satisfied  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  would  say  that  if 
that  was  the  meaning  of  the  Bill  it  was 
not  his  intention  ;  but,  unfortunately,  the 
House  could  not  take  his  hon.  Friend's 
intentions.  They  could  only  take  the 
provisions  they  found  in  the  Bill,  and  in 
regard  to  those  provisions  it  was  highly 
essential  that  so  important  a  Body  as 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London 
should  be  fully  protected,  and  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  going  thoroughly 
into  the  matter.  The  Bill  consisted  of 
three  parts,  and  it  raised  a  great  variety 
of  questions.  Clause  7  related  to  the 
construction  of  new  streets  ;  and  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  not  made  any  state- 
ment whatever  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  it  was  necessary  that 
he  (Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence)  should 
do  so,  in  order  to  justify  the  course  he 
was  now  taking.  Clause  7  proposed  that 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  any  person 
forming  a  road  passage  or  footway,  which 
did  not  form  a  direct  communication 
between  two  streets,  should  be  required, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  obtain  the  approval 
and  sanction  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.  [^Criee  of  ''  Divide ! "  ]  The 
impatience  displayed  by  the  House  to 
enter  into  the  question  at  all  showed  the 
impropriety  of  the  course  pursued  by  th^ 
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promoters  of  the  Bill,  and  qnite  justified 
his  assertion  that  this  was  not  the  time 
when  the  House  should  be  required  to 
go  into  a  discussion  of  the  Bill  dause  by 
clause.  But  he  wanted  to  know  if  it  was 
more  likely,  when  the  Speaker  was  out 
of  the  Chair,  that  a  Committee  would  feel 
itself  in  any  better  condition  to  go  into 
the  Bill  clause  by  clause  ?  The  clause  to 
which  he  was  now  referring  was  one  of 
the  most  important  parts  of  the  Bill.  It 
stated  that  where  any  road,  passage,  or 
way  would  not  afford  a  direct  communi- 
cation between  two  streets,  the  per- 
sons by  whom  it  was  proposed  to 
be  made  should,  at  least  tiiree  months 
before  such  road,  passage,  or  way  was 
commenced  or  laid  out,  make  an  applica- 
tion to  the  Board  of  Works  giving  no- 
tice of  the  intention,  and  setting  out  a 
plan  of  the  proposed  street,  with  such 
particulars  as  the  Board  might  direct ; 
and  that  the  Board  might,  within  such 
period  of  three  months,  lay  down  any 
conditions  it  considered  necessary,  or 
might  altogether  decline  to  sanction  the 
laying  out  of  such  road,  passage,  or  way. 
The  existence  of  such  a  clause  would  pre- 
vent the  Commissioners  of  Sewers  for  the 
City  of  London  from  carrying  out  any  new 
street  improvements,  or  laying  out  any 
road,  passage,  or  way  between  one  street 
and  another,  without  being  delayed  in 
commencing  their  works  for  a  period  of 
three  months.  If  the  clause  were  car- 
ried, the  City  of  London  would  be  re- 
quired to  pray  the  Board  of  Works  to 
permit  them  to  make  a  new  street ;  and 
if  the  Board  contested  the  matter,  the 
interests  of  the  public  would  suffer,  and 
street  improvements  which,  under  exist- 
ing powers  of  the  City  authorities,  were 
now  making  day  by  day  would  be  en- 
tirely stopped.  The  Commissioners  of 
Sewers  mot  for  this  very  purpose  once  a 
fortnight,  and  their  committees  weekly, 
and  it  was  very  rarely  that  a  sitting  was 
held  without  some  suggestion  being 
made  for  opening  out  a  communication 
between  one  street  and  another,  and  for 
carrying  out  other  improvements  to  faci- 
litate the  traffic  from  one  part  of  the 
City  to  another.  Most  hon.  Members 
would  be  acquainted  with  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Throgmorton  Street  and 
Drapers'  Hall.  Large  improvements  had 
been  carried  out  there  by  certain  of  the 
City  Companies,  who  possessed  the 
whole  of  the  land  between  Throgmorton 
Street  and  London  Wall.  The  new  street 

JKr,  Alderman  W.  Lawrmee 


— Throgmorton  Avenue— was  open  for 
carriages  between  two-thirds  or  three- 
fourths  of  its  length,  and  then  came  an- 
other portion  that  was  not  open  for  car- 
riages, but  only  as  a  footway.  This 
large  improvement,  forming  a  new  com- 
munication between  the  Bank  and 
London  Wall,  and  the  Liverpool  Street 
Bailway  Station,  had  been  effected  with- 
out any  expense  whatever  to  the  City,  at 
the  cost  of  two  of  the  City  Companies 
acting  under  the  direction  and  per- 
mission of  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers. 
This  important  improvement  could  not 
have  been  made  under  the  present  Bill. 
Surely  the  Commissioners  of  Sewers 
were  fully  adequate  to  be  intrusted  with 
the  carrying  out  of  such  improvements, 
which  involved  the  expenditure  of  large 
sums  of  money,  and  the  general  oonve- 
nience  of  the  public,  without  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  Towards  the  cost  of  some  of 
the  improvements  in  the  City  the  Board 
of  Works  had  themselves  contributed, 
because  they  believed  that  they  were 
improvements  not  for  the  advantage  of 
the  City  only,  but  for  that  of  the  whole 
of  the  Metropolis.  The  question,  then, 
was  whether  tne  Commissioners  of  Sewers 
were  to  be  deprived,  by  a  Bill  in  which 
their  names  were  not  even  mentioned, 
of  the  powers  which  they  already  pos- 
sessed under  Parliamentary  sanction, 
and  which  they  had  exercised  for  many 
years  to  the  advantage  of  the  inhabitants 
of  London  ?  Seeing  that  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  was  carried  by  a  surprise 
at  the  close  of  a  Wednesday's  Sitting, 
he  did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Truro  should  persist,  at 
such  a  late  hour  of  the  night,  in  forcing 
it  through  Committee.  He  believed  he 
(Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence)  had  made 
out  a  sufficiently  strong  case,  at  any 
rate,  for  the  postponement  of  the  Mo- 
tion, until  an  opportunity  could  be 
afforded  for  the  fuU  and  complete  dis- 
cussion of  its  provisions.  He  did  not 
deny  that  many  of  the  clauses  contained 
in  the  measure  were  necessary  for  the 
Metropolis  g^enerally  ;  but  what  he  con- 
tended was  that  the  City  of  London  ought 
not  to  be  included  within  them,  as  they 
would  act  most  detrimentally  in  hamper- 
ing the  future  action  of  the  City,  so  far 
as  new  street  improvements  were  con- 
cerned. They  would  necessarily  occa- 
sion great  delay  in  the  execution  of  new 
works,  and  would  assuredly  give  rise  to 


2017  Miiropolu  Managmmi  and    (May  2,  1882)      Building  AeU,  ^e.  Bill    2018 


a  considerable  amount  of  friction  be- 
tween two  important  public  bodies — tbe 
Corporation  of  London  and  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works.  They  had  al- 
ready received  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  an  intima- 
tion tnat  great  changes  with  regard  to 
both  Bodies  were  looming  in  the  dis- 
tance, that  the  Metropolitan  Board  was. 
not  to  be  placed  on  a  permanent  footing, 
and  that  the  Corporation  of  London  was 
to  be  got  rid  of  altogether.  The  Chair- 
man of  the  Metropolitan  Board,  now 
omnipotent,  was  hereafter  to  be  placed 
in  a  subordinate  position.  Was  it  right, 
then,  under  the  guise  of  a  Bill  of  this 
nature,  to  initiate  g^eat  and  important 
changes  in  the  management  of  the 
affairs  of  the  City.  It  would  be  most 
inconvenient  to  pass  a  clause  such  as 
that  which  he  haa  indicated,  and  to  pass 
it,  also,  in  the  absence  of  anything  in  the 
nature  of  explanation.  He  had  no  wish 
to  attribute  motives  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board,  or  to  allege  that  there  was  any 
desire  on  their  part  to  take  advantage  of 
the  City  of  London ;  but  what  he  wished 
to  point  out  in  reference  to  this  clause 
was  that,  in  reference  to  street  and  foot- 
ways within  the  City,  it  would  materially 
cripple  the  future  beneficial  action  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Sewers;  and  he 
would  leave  the  House  to  say  whether 
this  was  the  right  time  for  depriving  the 
Commissioners  of  the  powers  they  pos- 
sessed and  handing  them  over  to  the 
Board  of  Works.  At  the  present  moment, 
when  the  City  contemplated  important  im  - 
provements,  it  was  customary  to  inform 
the  Metropolitan  Board,  and  very  fre- 
quently the  Board  were  asked  to  contri- 
bute towards  the  expense.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  great  harmony  prevailed 
between  the  two  Bodies,  which  would  be 
materially  disturbed,  if  not  entirely  de- 
stroyed, by  a  proposal  to  place  the  Cor- 
poration imder  the  control  and  authority 
of  the  Board.  The  Bill  provided  that 
hereafter  any  proposal  to  form  a  road- 
way should  be  subject  to  such  conditions 
as  the  Metropolitan  Board  might  think 
it  necessary  to  prescribe ;  and  until  the 
sanction  of  the  Board  was  given  no  such 
road,  passage,  or  way  should  be  laid 
out  or  proceeded  with.  It  was  also  pro- 
vided that  any  person  inMnging  the  Act 
should,  for  such  offence,  be  liable  to  a 
penalty  not  exceeding  40«.  He  would 
simply  ask  upon  what  principle  of  justice 
or  propriety  the  House  of  Commons  were 

VOL,  COLXVul.    [TEm>  sbbies.] 


to  be  asked  to  place  the  Commissioners 
of  Sewers  under  the  authority  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board,  and  to  subject  them 
to  penalties,  for  merely  carrying  out 
important  public  improvements  to  their 
own  satisfaction  ?  He  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Truro 
could  be  aware  how  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  would  affect  the  City  of  London, 
because,  if  he  were,  he  would  scarcely 
dream  of  forcing  them  through  Com- 
mittee at  that  hour  of  the  night.  Clause  8 
said 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
appears  to  me  to  be  going  through  the 
Bill  clause  by  clause.  In  so  doing  he  is 
anticipating  the  functions  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  Alderman  W.  LAWEENCE 
said,  he  had  no  wish  to  transgress,  or 
to  go  through  the  Bill  clause  by  clause ; 
but  he  must  say  that  the  Bill,  in  many 
of  its  clauses,  contained  provisions  that 
materially  affected  the  City  of  London ; 
and  he  did  not  think  the  House  ought 
to  allow  it  to  go  into  Committee  until 
some  arrangement  was  arrived  at,  or,  at 
any  rate,  until  the  hon.  Member  for 
Truro  explained  the  objects  of  the  mea- 
sure. {_Crie8  of  **  Divide  !  "]  It  might 
be  wise  to  prevent  persons  from  laying 
out  thoroughfares  in  other  parts  of  the 
Metropolis;  but  regulations  that  were 
adapted  for  the  Metropolis  generally 
would  not  apply  to  the  City. 

Captain  MAXWELL-HERON  rose 
to  Order.  He  wished  to  ask  if  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  trespassing  upon  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  and  really 
wasting  intentionally  the  time  of  the 
House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  already 
pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  it 
IS  irregular,  at  this  stage  of  a  Bill,  to 
go  through  the  measure  clause  by  clause, 
and  I  trust  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
observe  the  intimation  I  have  made  to 
him. 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE 
said,  he  would  certainly  endeavour  to 
comply  with  the  intimation  conveyed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  BiU 
dealt  not  only  with  the  questions  he  had 
pointed  out,  but  with  the  amount  of 
space  to  be  left  in  the  City  when  new 
buildings  were  contemplated.  It  was  not 
a  Bill  to  give  additional  powers  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  those 
which  they  now  possessed ;  but  it  ^^j^ 
an  attempt  to  \>TOi% Va.  ^'^'v^  ^»  Vc^wds^^ 
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with  and  obstaruot  the  action  of  the 
Corporation  of  London,  and  to  prevent 
them  from  carrpng  out  their  own  wishes 
in  instituting  improvements  for  relieving 
the  traffic  of  the  City,  and  to  meet  the 
growing  wants  of  the  public.  It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  City  of  London 
contributed  very  largely  towards  the  cost 
of  the  improvements  made  outside  the 
City  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
For  every  sovereign  expended  the  City 
contributed  half-a-crown ;  but  towards 
the  improvements  effected  in  the  City 
itself,  if  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  considered  them  local  improve- 
ments, they  did  not  contribute  a  far- 
thing. They  were  made  and  completed 
not  out  of  the  income  from  the  estates 
of  the  City,  but  out  of  fundjs  collected 
by  taxes  levied  on  the  inhabitants  living 
within  the  City.  Consequently,  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  were  not 
asking  for  authority  over  funds  which 
they  contributed  themselves,  but  over 
funds  contributed  solely  by  occupiers 
within  the  City.  The  rest  of  the  Me- 
tropolis was  in  a  different  position, 
and  the  two  portions  of  the  Metropolis 
were  on  a  distinct  and  separate  footing. 
All  the  City  demanded  was  that  they 
should  be  allowed  to  carry  out  their 
own  improvements  without  being  inter- 
fered with  by  the  Metropolitan  Board, 
in  the  same  way  as  they  had  carried 
them  out  hitherto,  at  the  expense  of  the 
citizens  themselves.  He  begged  to  move, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Truro,  that  the  House 
should  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on 
that  day  six  months. 

Mb.  booed  said,  that,  after  the 
exhaustive  speech  they  had  just  listened 
to,  he  did  not  propose  to  address  many 
words  to  the  House.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  very  forcibly 
conveyed  his  views  to  the  House.  At 
any  rate,  if  he  had  not  done  so,  it  was 
not  the  hon.  Member's  fault.  He  merely 
rose  now  to  second  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member,  in  order  that,  as  a 
Metropolitan  Member^  he  might  be  able 
to  express  to  the  House  the  really  serious 
objections  that  were  entertained  towards 
the  Bill.  He  believed  that  many  weighty 
objections  would  be  urged  to  it  by  the 
Local  Boards  of  the  Metropolis.  No 
doubt,  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
M^Oarel-Hogg)  would  attempt  to  make 
capital  out  of  the  fact  that  the  Bill  had 
already  passed  a  second  reading,  and, 

Mr,  Ald^man  W.  Laiormc$ 


therefore,  its  principle  had  already  been 
accepted  by  the  House ;  but,  as  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Alderman  Law- 
rence) had  explained,  the  second  reading 
was  obtained  at  a  Wednesday  Sitting, 
between  a  quarter  to  6  and  6  o'clock, 
when,  unfortunately,  he  (Mr.  Boord),  and 
other  hon.  Members  who  had  given 
Notice  of  opposition  to  the  Bill,  were 
accidentally  absent.  The  Local  Boards 
in  his  district  objected  very  strongly  to 
the  Bill,  because  it  altered  the  Metro- 
polis Management  Act  of  1862,  in  a 
sense  injurious  to  them,  and  conferred 
large  additional  powers  upon  the  Metro- 
pohtan  Board  of  Works.  It  enabled 
the  Board,  among  other  things,  to  annex 
conditions  to  the  erection  of  buildings, 
which  were  not  required,  and  which  me 
Local  Boards  entirely  objected  to.  It 
prevented  the  City  of  London  from 
making  a  roadway  under  40  feet  in 
width.  In  the  suburbs  of  London  that, 
no  doubt,  was  a  moderate  restriction ; 
but  it  ought  not  to  apply  to  the  narrow 
streets  and  passages  of  the  Ciiy.  After 
what  had  taken  place,  he  would  not 
weary  the  House  with  any  further  re- 
marks; but  he  would  content  himself 
with  seconding  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  that  the  Bill  be 
committed  on  that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  re- 
solve itself  into  the  said  Committee." — {3fr. 
Alderman  W.  Lawrence.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUETsaid,  the 
discussion,  which  had  occupied  the  last 
hour,  illustrated  two  things — first,  the 
mode  in  which  Public  Business  was  con- 
ducted in  the  House ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  what  chance  the  Metropolis  had 
of  any  improvement  in  its  management. 
In  the  first  place,  they  saw  the  manner 
in  which  a  Bill — not  a  mere  Private  BiU, 
but  a  Bill  introduced  by  an  important 
local  Body — was  dealt  with.  The  House 
might  have  gone  into  Committee  upon 
it,  and  might  have  made  valuable  pro- 
gress with  its  details.  But  Ihe  worthy 
Alderman  had  occupied  the  greater  part 
of  an  hour  in  saying  what  miffht  have 
been  said  in  five  mmutes.  [Mr.  War- 
TOK:  Only  20  minutes.]    It  appeared 
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that  the  City  of  London  were  prepared 
to  object  to  any  Bill  brought  in  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  which  in 
any  way  affected  the  City  of  London; 
and  the  position  was  one  with  which  the 
House  had  long  been  familiar.  His  hon. 
Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  Alderman  Law- 
rence) stated  that  the  Bill  might  be  of 
advantage  to  the  rest  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  that  the  whole  of  the  Metropolis, 
except  the  City,  would  be  benefited  by 
the  adoption  of  the  main  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  AldebmanW.  LAWEENCE 
said,  he  had  stated  that  there  were  cer- 
tain clauses  in  the  Bill  which  might  be 
of  advantage  to  the  Metropolis  gene- 
rally. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  thought  that  was  a  good  reason  why 
the  House  should  go  into  Committee 
upon  it.  He  believed  that  out  of  the 
4,000,000  people  contained  in  the  Me- 
tropolis, the  City  of  London  only  re- 
presented about  50,000 ;  and  for  the 
great  majority  of  the  4,000,000  the  Bill 
was,  in  many  respects,  a  good  Bill. 
Therefore,  if  they  were  to  have  the  time 
of  the  House  occupied  in  resisting  that 
which  was  admitted  to  be  for  the  good 
of  4,000,000  people,  because  it  was  con- 
sidered possible  that  in  some  way  or 
other  it  might  affect  the  prerogatives  of 
50,000,  they  might  as  well  g^ve  up  the 
work  of  legislation  altogether.  This 
was  a  sample  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  Corporation  of  London  were  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  legislation  for  the 
Metropolis,  and  to  take  up  the  time  of 
the  public.  There  might  be  objections 
to  some  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  as 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Boord) 
stated;  but  what  was  the  character  of 
those  objections  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  limit  of  40  feet  was  not  a  limit 
which  ought  to  be  laid  down  for  the 
construction  of  streets  within  the  City. 
But  surely  that  was  a  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  a  Committee.  As  far 
as  he  could  learn,  no  ground  of  objec- 
tion had  been  raised  against  the  Bill 
which  might  not  easily  be  disposed  of 
in  Committee.  He  did  not  intend  to 
follow  the  irregularity  committed  by 
his  hon.  Friend  behind  him,  and  dis- 
cuss the  Bill  clause  by  clause.  Anyone 
could  see  that  the  measure  was  essen- 
tially one  of  details;  and  if  they 
were  to  say  that  at  12  o'clock  at  an 
Evening  Sitting,  upon  a  private  Member's 


night,  they  would  not  ^o  into  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  they  might  just  as  well  nve 
up  doing  any  Business  at  all.  Nothing, 
in  his  opinion,  could  be  more  unreason- 
able than  that  an  hon.  Member  should 
get  up  at  12  o'clock  at  night  and  object 
to  proceeding  with  a  Bill  in  Committee. 
He  expressed  no  opinion  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  Bill  generally,  except  that  it  was 
a  Bill  introduced  into  the  House  and 
promoted  by  a  responsible  authority, 
and  that  it  was  admitted  by  his  hon. 
Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment  to 
be  a  Bill  which  contained  many  clauses 
that  would  be  of  advantage  to  the  Me- 
tropolis generally,  and  to  4,000,000 
people  who  lived  outside  the  City.  No- 
thing could  be  more  unreiasonable  than 
to  say  that  the  measure  could  not  be  dis- 
cussed at  that  hour  because  the  City  was 
affected  by  it.  No  question  whatever 
had  been  raised  upon  the  principle  of 
the  measure ;  and  it  would  be  perfectly 
competent  for  his  hon.  Friend,  when 
they  got  into  Committee,  to  state  his  ob- 
jection to  the  clauses.  His  hon.  Friend 
could,  if  he  chose,  introduce  a  single 
clause,  stating  that  the  Bill  should  not 
in  any  way  affect  the  prerogatives  or 
rights  of  the  City  of  London.  By  that 
means  the  whole  object  for  which  he 
sought  to  throw  out  what  he  admitted 
to  be  a  valuable  measure  would  be  ac- 
complished. That  seemed  to  him  to  be 
the  business-like  way  of  dealing  with 
the  matter,  and  the  whole  object  desired 
by  the  Members  representing  the  City  of 
London  would  be  attained  by  adopting 
it.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the 
Bill  was  introduced  by  an  hon.  Member 
filling  the  responsible  position  of  Chair- 
man of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  He  should,  therefore,  support 
the  hon.  Baronet  in  getting  the  Bill  into 
Committee,  so  that  the  House  might 
proceed  at  once  to  consider  its  details. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CE088  would 
only  say  one  word.  He  had  been  wait- 
ing anxiously  in  the  House  all  night  in 
the  hope  that  he  mi^ht  get  a  chance  of 
proceeding  with  the  Settled  Land  Bill — 
a  much  more  important  measure  than 
that  which  was  now  under  discussion.  If 
he  could  have  obtained  the  opportunity, 
he  should  gladly  have  welcomed  it,  in  the 
hope  that  they  might  have  made  some 
progress.  In  regard  to  the  present  Bill, 
he  agreed  with  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  (^8^x\t^^^\si7aA.x^'Q>xix^^^^ 
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that  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Alderman 
Lawrence)  might  have  been  compressed 
into  very  much  less  space,  and  perhaps 
the  speech  itself  might  have  formed  a 
proper  subject  for  the  cldture.  He  would 
not  say  more  upon  that  subject ;  but  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  was  entitled 
to  go  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill.  The 
measure  was  essentially  one  of  detail,  and 
as  the  only  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence)  was  to  amend 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  he  could  easily 
accomplish  that  object  by  introducing 
fresh  clauses. 

Sir  JAMES  M^QAREL-HOGG  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  assist  him 
in  the  trying  difficulties  of  his  position, 
in  endeavouring  to  bring  in  measures 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Metropolis.  He 
was  most  grateful  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  omosite,  the  present 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
and  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross), 
for  the  assistance  they  had  given  to  him 
on  the  present  occasion.  His  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  the  worthy  Alderman,  who  so 
admirably  defended  the  interests  of  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  Alderman  W.  Law- 
rence) complained  that  he  (Sir  James 
M^Garel-Hogg)  had  not,  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  entered  at  length 
into  any  of  the  details  of  the  measure. 
His  reason  for  that  was  that  the  Bill 
contained  a  number  of  clauses  which  had 
already  been  introduced  in  a  Private  Bill. 
He  had  explained  that  those  clauses 
would  be  withdrawn  and  included  in  a 
Public  Bill.  It  was  to  give  efiEect  to  this 
understanding  that  the  present  measure 
had  been  introduced.  In  point  of  fact, 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  had  been  be- 
fore the  House  for  the  last  six  months, 
because,  having  been  originally  contained 
in  a  Private  Bill,  it  was  necessary  that 
previous  Notice  of  them  should  be  given. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  The  Session  has  not 
yet  lasted  six  months.]  He  was  quite 
aware  of  that  fact ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  forget  that  in  the  case  of  a 
Private  Bill  it  was  necessary  to  give 
Notice  of  what  was  intended  to  be  done. 
The  details  of  the  measure  had,  conse- 
quently, been  a  long  time  before  the 
public,  and  everybody  knew  what  was 
proposed.  He  had  not,  therefore,  felt  it 
necessary  to  enter  into  a  discussion  as  to 
the  details  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  certainly 

^.T  R,  Assheton  Croes 


hoped  that  when  any  person  occupying 
the  position  he  did  came  forward  with 
a  measure  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Metropolis  Management  Act  he  woidd 
receive  the  assistance  of  the  House.  It 
was  not  the  first  time  that  the  question 
had  been  under  discussion,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  go 
into  Committee.  It  was  simply  a  matter 
of  detail,  and  if  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  would  bring  up  a 
clause  it  should  be  fairly  considered. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  cer- 
tainly thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  below  him  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  had  shown  some  ingratitude  to- 
wards the  City  of  London.  He  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
when  he  sat  as  a  Minister  upon  the 
Benches  opposite,  and  appealea  to  the 
country,  the  City  of  London  was  the 
only  place  which  gave  him  a  generous 
and  unwavering  support.  Yet  the  re- 
ward they  now  received  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  now  sitting  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  as  the  Repre- 
sentative of  the  Conservative  Party, 
turned  against  the  only  constituency  that 
gave  him  continued  support  on  that  oc- 
casion. Under  those  circumstances,  he 
thought  he  had  some  reason  to  complain 
of  the  course  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  this  occasion.  It  was 
quite  evident  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cared  nothing  about  the  City 
of  London.  [_Cries  of  "Order!"  and 
"Question!"]  He  would  turn  now  to 
the  remarks  which  had  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Sir  William  Harcourt). 
They  all  knew  that  he  was  going  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  abolish  the  Corporation 
of  the  City  of  London.  Of  course,  he  had 
no  claim  upon  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  The  City  of  London  did  not 
support  the  Government  of  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
so  distinguished  a  Member.  ["  Ques- 
tion!"]  He  believed  that  he  was  speak- 
ing to  the  question.  He  was  speaking 
upon  a  Bill  which  very  much  concerned 
the  interests  of  his  constituents;  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  he  had  a  right  to 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  He 
could  not  appeal  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  support  any  Bill  which  inter- 
fered with  the  ancient  duties  of  the  City 
of  London;  but  he  wished  to  make  a 
remark  on  the  statement  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  made. 
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The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  the  population  of  the  City  of 
London  only  represented  about  50,000 
persons.  That  might  be  perfectly  true 
so  far  as  regarded  those  who  slept  within 
the  City ;  but  he  believed  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  before  he 
filled  the  high  and  distinguished  posi- 
tion he  now  so  worthily  held,  occasionally 
went  into  the  City  of  London,  and  he 
must  be  aware  that  there  was  another 
City  altogether  by  day,  and  that  the 
number  of  those  who  traversed  its  streets 
in  the  day  time  was  very  much  larger 
than  those  who  slept  in  it  by  night. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair 
to  throw  in  the  teeth  of  the  City  of  Lon- 
don the  circumstance  of  the  compara- 
tively small  number  of  persons  who  slept 
there.     They  ought  rather  to  look  at  the 

Suestion  of  the  importance  and  wealth  of 
le  City  of  London,  and  the  large  num- 
ber of  persons  who  entered  it  for  busi- 
ness purposes  during  the  day.  If  the 
right  non.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
only  look  round  the  House — not,  perhaps, 
at  that  particular  moment,  but  when  it 
was  fuller  than  it  was  now — he  would 
see  how  very  much  larger  a  number  of 
Members  of  the  House  were  ratepayers 
of  the  City  of  London  than  of  any  other 
constituency  of  the  country.  He  did  not 
suppose  that  so  large  a  number  of  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  were  represented  by 
any  other  hon.  Members  as  those  who 
were  represented  by  his  hon.  Colleague 
and  himself.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  they  were  entitled  to  com- 
plain of  the  way  in  which  the  City  of 
London  was  treated  on  this  occasion. 
His  hon.  Colleague  had  gone  very  fully 
into  the  arguments  against  the  Bill,  and 
he  had  no  wish  to  repeat  what  his  hon. 
Friend  had  so  well  said ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  thought  it  was  their  duty,  in 
the  interests  of  their  constituents,  to 
enter  a  protest  against  the  provisions  of 
the  BilL  It  had  been  said  that  they 
ought  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, and  that  they  could  then  raise 
any  question  in  regard  to  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill.  But  he  would  remind  the 
House  of  what  was  well  said  by  an  hon. 
Friend  of  his — whom  he  did  not  at  pre- 
sent see  in  his  place — the  hon.  Member 
for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis),  in  regard 
to  another  Bill — namely,  that  when  they 
ffot  into  Committee  the  Government  of 
Sie  day  were  absolute.  He  gathered 
from  the  remarks  which  had  been  made 


by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that  he  intended  to  support  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  felt  that  it 
was  only  the  duty  of  himself  (Mr.  E.  N. 
Fowler)  and  his  hon.  Colleague  (Mr. 
Alderman  W.  Lawrence)  to  make  repre- 
sentations against  the  character  of  the 
legislation  proposed  to  be  introduced. 
He  had  no  wish  to  detain  the  House 
longer.  He  concurred  cordially  in  all 
that  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  ably  put  the  argu- 
ments against  the  Bill;  and  he  would 
appeal  to  the  House  to  consider  care- 
fully before  they  passed  a  measure  the 
efiEect  of  which  would  be  to  place  very 
great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  those  who 
might  hereafter  be  required  to  make 
street  improvements  within  the  City  of 
London. 

Me.  DIXON-HAETLAND  said,  that, 
before  the  Bill  went  into  Committee,  he 
should  be  glad  to  receive  some  sort  of 
pledge  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Sir  James  M*Garel-Hogg)  that 
the  question  of  the  safety  of  the  theatres 
would  be  dealt  with.  He  thought  it 
might  be  possible  to  introduce  a  clause 
into  the  Bill  giving  the  Board  of  Works 
the  power  of  dealing  efiEectively  with  the 
exits  of  the  theatres.  In  the  Act  of  1 8  7  8, 
which  it  was  proposed  by  the  Board  of 
Works  to  amend  by  the  present  Bill,  the 
word  **  moderately  "  was  introduced  in 
relation  to  any  structure  dedicated  to  pur- 
poses of  public  amusement ;  but  the  law 
would  hold  that  the  word  was  to  be  re- 
garded according  to  the  reasonable  inter- 
pretation of  the  word,  and  not  in  regard 
to  what  the  public  might  require.  There- 
fore, before  the  Bill  went  into  Commit- 
tee, he  should  like  to  have  some  pledge 
that  it  was  intended  to  deal  with  the 
exits  of  the  theatres. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG  said, 
he  was  a&aid  that  his  hon.  Friend  could 
not  have  read  the  Bill.  This  subject 
had  been  dealt  with  in  a  Bill  which  had 
already  gone  up  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  in  which  he  had  inserted  the  clause 
he  had  promised.  In  due  course  he 
hoped  that  that  Bill  would  become  an 
Act  of  Parliament* 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  that  in  the  pecu- 
liar  circumstances  under  which  the  Bill 
had  been  brought  in,  seeing  that  its  pro- 
visions had  not  been  explained,  and  that 
there  was  no  discussion  upon  the  second 
reading,  the  other  stages  ought  not  to  be 
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hurried  through.  [  Cries  of  '•  Divide ! "] 
He  intended,  in  spite  of  the  cries  he  heard, 
to  make  a  protest  on  this  occasion.  They 
had  been  taunted  by  the  right  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  in 
the  most  supercilious  style.  [**  Order !  "] 
He  believed  that  the  word  was  quite  Par- 
Kamentary,  although  the  word  *'bare" 
might  not  be.  Thev  had  been  taunted  as 
to  me  way  in  whicn  the  Public  Business 
of  the  House  was  carried  on ;  and  he  pre- 
sumed that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  proposed  to  found  upon  what 
had  taken  place  a  fresh  argument  in 
favour  of  the  cldture ;  but  even  the  eldture, 
when  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, would  not  apply  to  a  case  like 
this,  because  there  were  not  100  Liberal 
Members  calling  out  for  it.  ['*  Ques- 
tion ! "]  If  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
only  remember  that  fact  they  would  see 
that  their  efforts  to  silence  a  Member 
under  the  eldture  might  be  as  little  suc- 
cessful then  as  it  was  now.  Of  course, 
it  was  not  for  him  to  dispute  any  ruling 
of  the  Chair;  but  he  thought  it  was 
right  he  should  know  what  the  Eules  of 
the  House  were.  It  was  extremely  in- 
convenient, when  it  was  proposed  that 
the  House  should  go  into  Committee 
upon  a  Bill,  to  be  told  that  they  were  not 
able  to  discuss  the  clauses  of  the  mea- 
sure. They  had  often  been  told  that 
they  must  not,  upon  such  a  question,  go 
back  upon  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
therefore  it  was  difRcult  to  discover  what 
it  was  they  ought  to  do.  He  could  not 
for  the  life  of  him  see  what  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  was,  except  that  it  was  to  do 
away  with  the  authority  and  rights  of 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  was  always  fond  of 
doing  everything  in  his  power  to  injure 
the  prestige  and  destroy  the  rights  of 
the  Corporation  of  London.  It  was  per- 
fectly certain  that  at  the  last  General 
Election  nothing  gave  more  umbrage  to 
the  Leader  of  the  Government  than  the 
fact  that  the  great  and  important  con- 
stituency of  the  City  of  London,  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  asserted  their 
belief  in  Conservative  principles.  He 
hoped  hon.  Members  would  give  due 
Notice  when  Bills  of  this  kind  were 
coming  on,  so  that  he  might  take  care 
to  be  in  the  House.  The  opponents  of 
the  measure  bad  been  misled  by  the 
fact  that  certain  of  the  clauses  to  which 
objection  had    been    taken   had    been 
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Btruok  out  of  the  Private  Bill,  the 
officers  of  the  House  having  stated  that 
th^  oould  not  be  allowed  to  remain  in 
a  Private  Bill.  They  had  not  antici- 
pated that  those  clauses  would  be  in- 
serted in  a  Public  Bill.  The  opponents 
had,  therefore,  been  misled,  not  that  he 
was  hinting  at  anything  like  a  breach 
of  faith  on  the  part  of  the  promoters. 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG:  I 
beg  leave  to  state  most  distinctly -^-^ 

Mb.  WARTON  claimed  to  be  in  pos- 
session of  the  House.  He  said  again 
that  he  was  not,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
attributing  anything  like  impropriety  to 
the  promoters.  One  danger  might  pass 
and  another  might  crop  up,  it  seemed  ; 
and  whilst  this  was  very  inconvenient  ho 
did  not  say  there  was  anything  wrong 
in  it.  No  doubt,  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees or  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  had 
told  the  promoters  of  the  Private  Bill 
that  the  clauses  could  not  be  introduced. 
He  did  not  blame  those  in  charge  of  the 
Public  Bill  for  taking  advantage  of  every 
opportunity  they  had  for  advancing  it ; 
but,  in  the  present  instance,  the  result  of 
that  course  had  been  that  there  had 
been  no  statement  made  as  to  what  the 
measure  was.  Was  it  a  trifling  Bill  or 
an  important  one  ?  It  was  a  long  one, 
having  no  fewer  than  26  clauses,  some 
of  them  30  or  40  lines  in  length.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  a  measure  to  hurry 
through  Parliament.  He  should  recom- 
mend the  opponents  to  the  Bill  to  divide, 
not  because  he  thought  there  was  any 
chance  of  their  being  successful,  but  as 
a  protest  against  the  measure.  He 
trusted  those  in  charge  of  the  Bill  would 
be  satisfied  with  moving  the  Speaker  out 
of  the  Chair,  and  the  House  into  Com- 
mittee, and  that  he  would  say  he  would 
not  go  on  with  the  Bill  until  the  House 
had  had  reasonable  time  to  consider  it. 
If  they  would  adopt  this  course,  no 
doubt  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  would 
be  equally  reasonable,  and  would  give 
ample  and  fair  consideration  to  the 
clauses,  and  amongst  the  **  opponents'' 
he  clearly  ranked  the  Home  Secretary, 
who  gloatingly  delighted  in  seizing 
every  opportunity  that  presented  itself 
for  showing  hostility  to  the  City  of  Lon- 
don. 

Mb.  Aldkbman  W.  LAWRENCE 
said,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  trouble 
the  House  to  divide. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wtthdratcn. 
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Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leaye  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  8,  inolusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Metropolis  Management 
Acts  and  Part  II.  of  Act  to  be  construed 
as  one  Act). 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to  ^ut 
a  question  to  the  highest  legal  authority 
of  the  Government  at  present  in  the 
Hou^e — namely,  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  whose  experience  and  know- 
ledge of  the  Citj  of  London  was  not  ex- 
tensive. [**  Order  !'n  He  meant  no  dis- 
respect. He  had  always  admired  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  state- 
ments in  regard  to  Ireland ;  but  it  was 
not  to  be  'expected  that  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  should  be  familiar 
with  the  law  relating  to  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, and  he  had  made  the  aUusion  to 
which  exception  had  been  taken  because 
there  was  no  English  Law  Officer  in  the 
House.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  if  he  could  inform 
the  Committee,  before  they  passed  this 
clause,  whether  ''  Metropolis  Act "  in- 
cluded the  City  ? 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fo» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Yes, 
Sir ;  it  does. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(Mr.  Warton.) 

Mr.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  impede  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  in  Committee.    He  did  not 


object  to  this  clause  passing;   but  he 

Sut  it  to  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  James 
['Garel-Hogg)  whether  it  would  not 
be  well,  after  passing  Clause  5,  to  agree 
to  Progress  being  reported?  He  felt 
convinced  that  when  the  Bill  came  into 
Committee  again — if  the  course  he  sug- 
gested were  adopted — that  all  differences 
would  be  arranged,  and  there  would  be 
no  opposition.  ["No,  no!"]  He  was 
only  suggesting  a  means  by  which  the 
Bill  could  be  got  through.  There  was  no 
disposition,  at  any  rate  on  his  part,  to 
impede  the  Bill. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG  said, 
that  if  Clauses  4  and  5  were  passed,  he 
would  agree  to  Progress  being  reported 
on  Clause  6,  which,  he  thought,  was 
objected  to. 

Mr.  warton  said,  that,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  they  did  not  g^  beyond 
Clause  5,  he  would  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

MOTION, 


SUNDAY  CLOSma   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Blotion  of  Mr.  Riohabdson,  Bill  to  renew 
and  amend  the  Sunday  Closing  (Ireland)  Act, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Richabdson, 
Mr.  EwART,  Mr.  Cokbt,  Mr.  Rbdmond,  Mr. 
Thomas  Dicxsoy,  Mr.  Mbldon,  Mr.  Lbwis, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Blaki. 

Billj9rrMn^«<f,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  148.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 
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Africa  (South) 

LOBDB 

BanUolandf  Question,  Viscount  Bury  ;  An- 
swer, The  Earl  of  Kimberley  Mar  30,  272 

Africa  {South) 
Commons 

Batutolandt  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  80,  300 

The  Trantkei  War  Expenset,  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  3,  501 

Natal— AUeaed  Massacre  by  Boers,  Question, 
Mr.  R.  N'.  Fowler  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
AprU  24,  1268 

Ztduland,  Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Courtney  April  27,  1572 

Cetewayo,  ex- King  of  Zululand—Viiit  to  Eng- 
land, Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Courtney  April  4,  663  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr.  Courtney  May  2,  1942 
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Africa,  South  {ZuMand) — Cetewayo  {Re- 
leaee  from  Captivity) 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  17,  To 
leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  **  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  Her  Majesty  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  release  Cetewayo,  the  Zulu  King, 
from  the  unjust  captivity  in  which  he  is  now 
held"  {Mr.  Oorst)  v.,  756;  Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  the  words,  ^.  ; "  after  long 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Agricultural  Holdings,  Notices  of  Re- 
moval (Scotland)  Bill  {Sir  AUxander 
Gordon,  Mr.  M'Lagan,  Mr.  Barclay) 

e.  Read  2^  after  debate  Mar  20,  223   [BiU  5] 

Agriculture,  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commie- 

eion  on 
Question,  Mr.  James  Howard ;  Answer,  Mr, 
Gladstone  Mar  27»  34 
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Army  Annual  BiR — oont. 

I.  Read  !••  (K€arlofMwky)April2\  (No.  65) 
Read  2*,  after  short  debate  April  24, 1236 
CommiCtee  ;      Report,     after     short    debate 

ApHl  25, 1371 
Read  3*  ^pn7  27,  1555 
Royal  Assent  April  28  [45  YieU  c.  7] 

Abnold,  Mr.  A.,  Salford 

Bcclesiastioal  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Seleot 

Comsiittee,  495,  518 
India — Raj  pa  tana  Railway,  303 
Public  A&irs,  SUte  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

GoTernment,  Ministerial  Statement,  1997 
Royal  Passengers—**  Albert  Victor  "  Channel 

Steamer,  1564 
Slave  Trade  in  Asia  and  Africa,  1718 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1312 


Artillery  Banges  Bill 

(Mr,    Secretary   ChilderSj   The  Judge  Advocate 

General,  Mr,  Campbell'Bannerman,  Mr, 

Trevelyan) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  April  3  [Bill  125] 

Order  for  2R.  discharged  April  17 
Read2«*  Ji7n7  2I 

Ashley,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade),  Isle  of  Wight 
Private  (Hybrid)  Bills— Forth  Bridge  Railway 
BUI,  1101 


Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  E.,  Eye 

Crime  (Ireland),  718 

Cyprus— Election  of  Members  to  Legislative 

Assembly,  308,  1262,  1264 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  351,  353,  494,  495 

Asia  ( Central) — Rueeian  Advanee 

Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot:  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  April  28,  1665 

Attobney  G-eneral,  The  (Sir  H.  James) 

Taunton 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 

118,  120,  122,  127,  133,  134 
Charity  Commission — Parochial    Charities  of 

the  City  of  London,  670 
Corrupt  Practices    at   Elections  Act  —  The 

Magistracy— Mr.  Cheney  Garfit,  296 
Law  and  Justice — **  Gurney  v.    Bradlaugb," 

1033 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  554,  876 
Pariiament— Gloucester  Writ,  Res.  1577, 1578, 

1579 
Parliament— Wigan    New    Writ,    Res.    1951, 

1952, 1965 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.   1341,    1358,    1585,   1607, 

1613,  1630 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Mr.  Pameli,  733 


Australia  ( Western) — I^ee  Emigration 
Question,  Sir  James  Lawrence ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  April  21.  1103;    Question,  Mr. 
Alderman     W.     Lawrence ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Courtney  April  27»  1558 

Atlmer,  Captain  J.  E.  F.,  Maidstone 
Army^-Royal  Warrant,  1881, 1105 
Egypt — Robbery  of  British  Subjects,  485 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1335 

Bailey,  Sir  J.  E.,  Herefordshire 

Army  Organisation  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Militia 

Uniforms,  284 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wsles).  3R.  1905 
Wales  (South)~Road  Acts — Maintenance   of 

Main  Roads,  307 

Balfoub,    Eight    Hon.    J.    B.    (Lord 
Advocatefor  Scotland),  Clackmannan, 

See, 

Agricultural    Holdings,    Notice    of   RemoTal 

(Scotland),  2R.  239 
Ciril  Imprisonment  (Scotland),  2R.  254 
Herring  Brand  Committee,  Res.  530 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),    Comm.   cl,   2, 
Amendt.  1632  ;  cl.  5,  Amendt.  1633 ;  cl,  8, 
Amendt.  ib. ;  add,  cl,  ib.,  1634 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  Motion    for  Adjournment, 
1357 
Scotland— Miscellaneous  Questions 
EnUil  Bill,  1256 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Disturbances  in  the 
Island  of  Skye,  1032,  1565  ;— Eriotions 
in,  1246,  1822,  1823 
UniTersity  Reform,  1827 

Balfoite,  General  Sir  G.,  Kincardine- 
shire 

Army  (Annual),  2R.  566 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  &o.  81 1 
Cooper's  mil  College,  Res.  1116 
Harbours  of  Refuge  (Scotland),  1242 
Herring  Brand  Commission,  Res.  522 

Balfoub,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Mertford 

Gibraltar  (Religious  Dissensions)— Dr.  Canilla 

—The  Papers,  644 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1202 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1861 
ParliamenUry  Elections  (Corrupt  apd  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1421 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  3R.  1910 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  1416 

Balfoub,  Mr.  J.  8.,  Tamworth 
Customs    Department  —  New    War«lK>asing 
Scheme,  486 

Bankruptcy  Bill  (Mr,  Dixm-Eartland, 

Mr,  0»rst,  Sir  Edmtmd  Lec^t^«T%^ 
e.  E«aA  ^«  April  1^ A^^^  ^^  ^'^^ 
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BiiENNERHAssETT,  Mr.  B.  P.,  Kwty 

Contagious  Diaeascs  (Animals)  Acts — Foot-and- 

Moutb  Disease,  1036 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  348 

Bolton,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Stirling 

Priyate  (Hybrid)  Bills^Forth  Bridge  Railway 
Bill,  1101 

BooBD,  Mr.  T.  "W.,  Qremwieh 

Metropolis  Management  and  Building  Acts 
Amendment,  Comm.  2010 

Rating — Valuation  of  Goyemment  Establish- 
ments, 1270 

BoTTRKE,  Right  Hon.  R.,  Lynn  Regit 
Cyprus,  Island  of— Grant  of  a  Constitution — 

The  Despatch,  1103 
Bgjpt_The  Bay  of  Assab,  082 
Ireland,  State  of— Murder  of  Mr.  A.  E.  Her- 
bert, 400 

Bband,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  B.  W., 
{%$€  Speaxsb^  The) 

BiLAND,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Stroud 

Supply,  Report,  186,  187, 180,  100 

Bright,  Right  Hon.  J.  (Ohancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Birming- 
ham 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  Motion  for  A<youmment, 
107*314,337,  1887,1802 

Brutton,  Mr.  J.y  Kidderminster 
Burial  Fees,  2R.  258 

Ecclesiastical  and  Mortuary  Fees,  Motion  for 
a  Select  Committee,  213 

Bbisb,  Colonel  S.  B.  Ruggles-,  Eeeex^  £. 
Army— Auxiliary   Forces— Militia    Uniforms, 
530 

Broadhttbst,  Mr.  H.,  Stoke-on- TVent 
Coal    Mines— Weardale    Colliery    Explosion, 

886 
Factory  Acts — Lead  Poisoning,  667 
Inland  Revenue— Railway  Passenger  Duty- 
Cheap  Trains  Act,  1844,  1830 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses^  2R.  054 
Prisons  (England)  — Tothill    Fields    Prison, 

1042 
Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
1161,1170 

Bruoe,  Hon.  R.  P.,  Fifeehire 
Agricultural   Holdings,  Notices   of   Removal 
(Scotland),  2R.  234 

Beitce,  Hon.  T.  C,  Portsmouth 

Nary- PorUmouth    Dockyard— Discharge    of 
Workmen,  27 


Bruce,  Sir  H.  H.,  CoUrains 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Militia  Uniformfy 
540 

Bryoe,  Mr.  J.,  Tower  Samlets 

Commonahle  Rights,  Comm.  add.  d,  1 632 
Oxford   University  (Jesus  College  Statutes), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  2002 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  Amendt.  1860 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland).  544 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  Consid.  add,  eL 
1786 

BuLWER,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Cambridgeshire 
Ecclesiastical  and  Mortuary  Fees,  Motion  for 

a  Select  Committee,  218 
Geological  Survey  (Scotland),  1261 
Lynn  and  Fakenham  Railway,  2R.  473 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1612,  1613,  1614 

Burial  Fees  BiU  [Bill  24] 

{Mr,  Srinton,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon) 
0.  Moved,  *<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2®" 
Mar  20,  258 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *' now,"  and  add  "upon 
this  day  six  months "  (Mr,  John  TaUfOt) ; 
Question  proposed,  *<That  *now,'  &o. ;" 
after  debate.  Debate  adjourned 

BuRNABY,  General  E.  8.,  Loieestorshire,  N. 
Army  Estimates—  Provisions,  Ac.  862 

Burt,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Factory  Acts— Lead  Poisoning,  666 

Law  and  Police  ( Metropolis)— Alleged  De- 
tective Conspiracy,  284 

Mines  (Coal)  Regulation  Act,  1872— Recent 
Colliery  Explosions,  1034  ; — Abram  Colliery 
Explosion,  1020 

Vaccination  Act  (1867)— Sec.  31,  470 

Bury,  Viscount 

AfHca  (South)— Basutoland,  272 
Army  (Annual),  2a.  1238  ;  Comm.  1372 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Easter   Volunteer 
Review,  460,  1630,  1642 

Buxton,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Andover 

Inland  Revenue— Railway  Passenger  Duty- 
Cheap  Trains  Act,  1844,  1830 

£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1700 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1362 

Supply— Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardenf^ 

1171 

Byrne,  Mr.  G.  M.,   Wexford  Co. 

Supply— Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Garden!, 
1181 
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Oainb,  Mr.  W.  8.,  Scarborough 

Law  and  Police— Th«  SalTaiion  Army,  5ii, 

1271,  1811, 1041 
Walton  Vicarage,  2R.  Amendt.  1084,  1086 
Ways  and  Meant,  Report,  1417 

CAiBifB,  Earl 
Land  Ijiw  (Ireland)  Act,  1881  (Sec.  8,  Sub-sec. 

9).«<  Adams  v.  Dnnscath,"  1216 
Married  Women's  Property,  Oomm.  186 

Oallan,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 

Cornwall   (East)    Election^Speech    of    Mr. 

Courtney,  811,312 
H.M.  the  Queen,  Attempt  upon  the  Life  of— > 

The  Prisoner  M'Lean,  542 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Address  of  the  Dominion  House  of  Com* 

mons,  1832,  1833 
Crime,  720 
Criminal  Law— Charge  of  Conspiracy  to 

Murder,  1810,  1820 
Irish  Land  Commission — The  Galway  Sub- 
Commissioners,  1666 
Mr.  Clifford   Lloyd— Circular  by  the   In- 
spector of  i'olice,  Co.  Clare,  1014,  1027 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881— Search  for 

Arms,  1800 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Co.  Monaghan, 
1813 
Municipal    Corporations,    Comm.    114,    116, 

1774 
Parliament — Order — The    Precincts    of    the 
House — The    Home     Secretary    and    Mr. 
Anderson,  656,  557 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  108 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices).    2R.    1350,    1445,    1581,    1585, 
1587,  1588 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  042 
Post  Oflace    (Telegraph    Department^— Tele- 
graph SerTioe  in  Ireland,  672 
Supply,  Report,' 170,  175,  108 


Oamebon,  Dr.  C,  Oltugow 

Ciyil  Imprisonment  (Scotland),  2R.  241,  245, 
251,  256 

Inland  Revenue  Stamping  Department  (Scot- 
land). 477,  478 

International  Jjiw — Spanish  Steamer  **Leon 
XIII."  480 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1588, 1580 


Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkealdy,  ^e. 

Africa  (South)— Transkei  War  Expenses,  551 
Agricultural  Holdings,   Notices  of    Removal 

(Scotland),  2R.  230 
Cooper's  Hill  College,  Res.  1128 
England   and   Franoe— The   Channel   Tunnel 

Scheme,  1823 
India— The  Labourers'  Act,  546 
Papal  See  (Diplomatic  Communications),  Res. 

005 

Parliament— Business  of  tho  rioase,  403 
Supp/y— Royal  Parks  and  I'leasuro  OaTdens, 
117^ 


Oaicpbsll,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Qlaogow^  f^e.  Uni" 

venit%S9 
Agricultural  Holdings,  NotiaM  of  Renoval 

(Scotland),  2R.  237 
CiTil  Imprisonment  (Scotland),  tR.  t52 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Houae  (Pntting 

the  Question),  Res.  65 

Cakferdown,  Earl  of 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Easter  Volontcer 

Review,  460 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  UnivertltiM  Oommiseioa 

—  Statutes  —  Religiovs    Teaobing   and 
Worship,  1704,  1T05 

Lincoln  College  (Oxford)  Staiatei,  lOlS 

Ctmalt 
Select  Committee  appointed,  *'  to  inqoirt  into 
the  condition  and  the  potition  of  the  Canals 
and  internal  navigation  of  the  Country,  to 
report  thereupon,  and  to  make  each  rsoom- 
mendations  as  may  appear  neeeesary  "  {Mr, 
SaU)  April  20 

Oante&buby,  Arohbiflhop  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Univerdtiea  Commission 

—  Statutes  —  Religious    Teaching    and 
Worship,  1702 

Lincoln  College  (Oxford)  Statates,  1010 

Oarbtttt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Jtfonnumthf  Sfc, 
Cooper's  Hill  College,  Res.  1114 
Parliamentary  Elections  (CSorrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1336 
Supply^  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 

1171 

Cablinofobd,  Lord  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Evictions — The  Return  to  December  31, 

1881,  1637 
Jury  Laws,  444 

Land  Law  Act,  1881  (Sec.  8,  Sab-tec.  0) 
— '*  Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  1212  ;— Work, 
ing  of  the  Act-*Petition,  1382 
Ireland—Police  Protection,  Motion  for  Papers, 
276 

Oarlisle,  Bishop  of 
Payment  of  Wages  in  Pablic-hoasee  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1027 

Oarnabyon,  Earl  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities  (Tommissioii 
— Statutes  —  lleligioos    Teaching    and 
Worship,  1788,  1705 
Lincoln  College  (Oxford)  SUtutes,  1010 
Public   Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 
Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  1024 

Cavendish,  Lord  F.  0.  (Secretary 
to  the  Treasury),  Torhhir0p  Jr,B., 
N.  Div. 

Arklow  Ilarbonr,  Comm.  el.  5,  1363,  1366 
Board  of  Manufactures  and  Fisheries  (Scotland)^ 
877 
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Catinbibh,  Lord  F.  0. — eont. 

Cnstoms     Department  —  New     Warehoasing 
Scheme*  486»  1263,  1861 
Penalties  for  Smnggling,  1660 

Friendly    Societies — Quinquennial    Return — 
Report  of  the  Registrar,  1664 

Inland  Revenue-^lncome  Tai — Schedule  B — 
English  and  Scotch  Farmers,  1036 
Stamping  Department  (Scotland),  478 

Ireland — Crown  Rents,  11, 12 

Medical  Grant  (Scotland),  1407 

Metropolis — Thames  Embankment,  294 

Militia  Storehouses,  Comm.  1915 

Official  Salaries^Mr.  Algernon  West,  985 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  498,  1840 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1865 

Return  No.  88  ( Revenue,  Taxation  and  Popula- 
tion) ~  Parliamentary  Representation,  980 

Reyenue  and   Expenditure— Finance   Depart- 
ment, 1989 

Royal  Passengers— *<  Albert  Victor"  Channel 
Steamer,  1664 

Supply— -Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 

lies 

Ways  and  Means,  1784 

Financial    Statement— RoTenue,  1565  ; — 
Coffee,  1818 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1326  ;  Report,  1418,  1420 

Okcil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  Essex,   W, 
Army — Revised    Army  Warrant,   Article  23, 

732 
Army  Estimates— Provisions,  Ac.  824,  858, 
869 

Central  Metrcpolitan   Railway   Bill   (3y 
Order) 

e.  Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2"""  {Mr. 
Dodds)  April  28, 1644 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (ifr.  IF,  E.  Smith); 
Question  proposed,  '*That  *now,'  dtc. ;" 
after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tived ;  words  added ;  main  Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to ;  2R.  put  off 

Ohahberlain,  "Bight   Hon.  J.   (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 
mingham 
Bankruptcy,  2R.  1554 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1367 
Electric  Lighting,  2R.  867 
England  and   France — ^The    Channel  Tunnel 
Scheme,  1682, 1824 
Crown  Rights  to  the  Foreshore,  807 
.    Forth   Bridge  Railway  Bill— Board  of  Trade 
Report,  1029,  1030,  1668 
Harbours  of  Refuge  (ScotUnd),  1248 
International  Fishery  Conference — Police  of 

the  North  Sea,  1809 
Mercantile    Marine— *•  Albert  Edward,"  The 
Reoent  Accident  to,  1257,  1815 
Proposed  Shipping  Council,  297 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
'*  Ciiy  of  Limerick,"  973 


Chambirlain,  Right  Hon.  J. — ewU, 

Collisions  at  Sea,  1258 
Emigrant  Ships,  1405,  1816 
Lodging'house  Touts  at  Queenstown,  293 
Rating — Valuation  of  Government  Kstablish- 

ments,  1271 
Sale  of   Food    and    Drugs  Act — Coffee  'and 
Chicory,  548 

Ohai70bllob    of   the   Exohsqtter — See 
Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E. 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  (Lord  Selborne) 

Criminal  Law — The  Condemned  Convict  Lam- 
son,  Motion  for  an  Address,  1889 
Ireland,  State  of—- Threatening  Letters,  1398 
Married  Women's  Property,  Comm.  136 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities  Commission 
—  Statutes  —  Religious    Teaching    and 
Worship,  1795 
Lincoln  College  (Oxford)  Statutes,  1919 
Representative  Peers  of  Ireland,  Res.  4 
Stolen  Goods,  IR.  1082 

Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  The 
Questions,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  O'Shea  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Jfor  27, 82  i-^Croum  Rights  to 
the  Foreshore,  Question,  Mr.  Uioks  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  JIfar  30, 307 : — Observations, 
Lord  Strathnairn,  Lord  Waveney;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Morley  Mar  31, 457  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  E.  W.  Harcourt,  Sir  Harry  Vemey ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  18,  882 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Vivian  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  24,  1270 ;  Question,  Mr. 
O'Shea  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain ^j[>ri7 28, 
1682;  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell; 
Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  May  1, 1823 

Chaplains  to  WorkhotuieBy  ftc.  Bill 

{Mr.  Bymsj  Mr.  O'JDonnell,  Mr.  Riehard  Power, 

Mr.  Redmond) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Mar  81  [Bill  10] 

Ohaplin,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid 
Contagious    Diseases  (Animals)   Acts — Foot* 

and- Mouth  Disease,  1936 
Crime  (Ireland),  728 
Ireland,  State  of—- Police  Protection — ^Murder 

of  a  Caretaker,  1034,  1252 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  Amendt.  1183, 

1752,  1756,  1773, 1781 
Parliament — Business  ot  the  House— Tuesday 

Sittings,  1681 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  375, 1898 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1363 
Public  Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

(Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1978 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1809 


Charity  Commission — Parochial  Charitiei 
of  the  City  of  London 

Question,  Mi.  J^Awi  W<iVk!wA\   K»k«w,'^^^* 


(INDEX) 


Ghbbthah,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Berht/thtri,  N. 
Coininooabl«  Rigtili,  3R.  306  ;  Comm.  d.  3, 
Amendt.  1«31,  1«33  ;  aiU.  d.  xb. 

Chklicbfokd,  Lord 
ArTii}(Aa[iaBl],  3R.  1238 
Jtnaj  (Auiiliary   Forow)— Euttr   VolonUer 

ReTie>,  1 9*3 
I^nd  Uw  ([relitDd)  Aot.  ISSt  (See.  8,  Sab- 


Obilskba,  Bight  Hon.  E.  0.  £.  (S«cre- 
taiy  of  State  for  War),  PonUJraet 
Armj — MiwelluwoDi  Qii«MioiiB 

Arm;  EDliitment— Ke-EngagemenU,  IT, 

13M 
ADiillarj   ForoM — Campi  of  laitrnstioD, 

IS83 
BMUllon  E*t>bU>bm«nti,  908 
Cbclsea  Hoapitil,  Ramonreil  Abolition  of— 
Admiiiion  of  tbe  Public  to  tbe  OardcDS, 
363 
Clothing  Coutraot*  (Armjand  P<at  OfBea), 

303 
UilitJi    RofQlationi,    1680— Bnret    Faj, 

1113 
PajmoDt  of  Famioni,  988.  IIOS 
RsiJMd  Armr  Wamnt— Artlcls  3S,  f33 
Rojal  VkmDt,  1B81,  IIOS 
Senior  Mijon— Extra  Pa)',  1314 
Staff  Appointment*,  1963 
Armj  Organiulion — HiHwlIanaoas  QneitioDi 
Aaiiliarr  Foreei— Militia  Unifonni,  384, 

S40 
Colonels  of  the  Ordnanoe  Corpe.  731 
Rofal    ArtilJerj   and   Rofal   Engine* 

Officer*'  Retirement,  983 
Unirormi  of  Seoteh  Ragimenti,  T33 
Annj  (Aanaal),  3R.  S6fi,  S68.  S16  i  Comm 

add.  cl.  T.1S,  T3T,  738,  T3S,  TS3 
Army   Eatiinata* — ProTliloni,  Ao.   831,  833, 
838,  salt,  863 
Vote  23— Penilona,  ST6 
Ireland,  Suta  of— Miiltarr  Rioti  at  Oalwaj, 

as 

Hllitar;  ManonTree,  3R.  1001 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1901 
National  Dslenoes — Chatham  Dookjard,  1S38 
NaTj — PB7ment  of  NaTal  Paasiona,  I3S0 
Parliament — Public  Businrsi,  A 

1631 
Voods  and  Foretta— Firei  in  Woolmer  Forest, 


China— Opi\m  TVwfo— 7S«  Chtfw   Con- 
vmticn 
Qoeation,  Mr.  Pnleston  ;  Aniwer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilhe  April  34,  ISM 


Civil  ImprisosmeiLt  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Dr.  CtuMTM,  Mr.  Ramtay,  Mr,  Matkintoth) 
c.  Read  3°,  and  eommitledtoa  Select  Committee, 
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Commons  Beg^nlation  Provisional  Orders 

Bill  (ITr.  Hihbert,  Mr.  Dodson, 

Secretary  Sir  William  Hareoitrt) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Mar  30  [Bill  117] 

Read2»»iipn728 

Consolidated  Fund  (No-  2)  Bill 

{Earl  Oranville) 

I,  Read    2*  * ;    Committee  negatived ;    read  8* 
Mar  26 
Rojal  Assent  Mar  29  [45  Vict,  e.  4] 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animah)  Aets 
Foot-and'Mouth  Disease,  Questions,  Mr.  Blen- 

nerhassett,    Mr.    Chaplin ;    Answers,   Mr. 

Mnndella  May  2, 1936 
Restrictions  on  the  Movement  of  Cattle,  Qaes- 

tion,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Mundella  April  24,  1201 
Returns  of  Infected   Areas,    Question,    Mr. 

Hassey    Vivian ;     Answer,    Mr.    Mundella 

Mar  27,  29 
The    Crewe    Cattle   Market,    Question,    Mr. 

Knowlet;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  80, 

303 

Conveyancing  Bill  [h.l.] 

(  The  Earl  Cairns) 

I  Read  3*  •  Mar  28  (No.  20) 

c.  Read  1®*  {Mr,  Henry  Fowler)  Mar  31 

[BUI  121] 

Cooper* 8  Hill  College 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  21,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
working  and  expense  of  Cooper's  Hill  Col- 
lege, and  to  report  if  it  is  desirable,  for  the 
public  service,  to  retain  the  present  system, 
or  whether  any  and,  if  so,  what  changes 
and  modifications  should  be  made"  {Mr, 
Oibson)  v.,  1 1 1 1  ;  Question  proposed,  "  Thnt 
the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  debate,  Question 
put ;  A.  78,  N.  27  ;  M.  61  (D.  L.  68) 

Copyright  (Works  of  Fine  Art,  ftc)  Bill 

{Mr,  Saetings,  Viscount  Sandon,  Mr,  Hanbury* 

Tracy,  Sir  Gabriel  Ooldnsy,  Mr,  Agncw) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""*  Mar  30  [Bill  119] 

CoRBBT,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow  Co, 

Clothing  Contracts  (Army  and   Post  Office), 

302 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Local  Contracts  for  Uniforms  for  Army  and 
other  Services — Manufacture  of  Uniforms 
in  Ireland,  24 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881— Proclama- 
tion of  Co.  Wieklow,  979 

Poor  Law — Death  in  Naas  Workhouse, 
1663  ; — Election  of  Guardians  for  Rath- 
drum  Union,  1811 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881— Messrs.  Hely  and  Dowling,  978  ; 
— Transfer  of  Prisoners  detained  under 
the  Act  from  Clonmel  Gaol  to  Naas, 
1031 

State  of— Co.  Wioklow,  1406,  1663 


CoRBBT,  Mr.  W.  J,^eoni, 

Official  Salaries — Mr.  Algernon  West,  984 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  942 
Revenue  and  Expenditure — Finance  Accounts, 

1939 
Turkey  (Albania)— Death  of  Captain  Selby,  6 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Act — The 
Magistracy — Mr,  Cheney  Oar  fit 
Questions,  Mr.  Labouobere,  Sir  U.  Drummond 
Wolff;     Answers,    The    Attorney    General 
Mar  30,  296 

Corrupt    Practices    (Disfranchisement) 

"Rill  {Mr,  Attorney  Oeneralf  Secretary 

Sir  William  Harcourt) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  Mar  30  [Bill  118J 

Suspended  Boroughs,  Question,  Mr.    Lewis; 
Answer,     The    Marquess    of    Hartinffton 
April  20,    1035  ;    Question,   Sir    Michael 
Ilicks- Beach  ;    Answer,  The    Marquess  of 
Ilartington  April  28,  1784 

County  Courts  Act  (1867)  Amendment 

BDl  {Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler^  Mr. 

Monk,  Mr,  Reid) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  l***  May  I  [Bill  146] 

County  Government  Bill 
Local  Option,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  s 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  28, 1678 

OoTTBTNBY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Under  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Oolonies),  Lisheard 
Africa  ( South) — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Basutolnnd,  SUte  of  Affairs  in,  309 
Cetewayo,  Ex-King  of  Zululand — Visit  to 

England,  663,  1943 
Natal— Alleged  Massacre,  1269 
Zululand,  1572 
Africa  (Sooth)— Zululand — Cetewayo  (Release 
from  Captivity),  Motion  for  an  Address,  781 
Australia  (Western)— Free  Emigration,  1104 
Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies — Inspector  of 

Coals  at  Cardiff,  1265 
Cyprus,  Island  of — Election  of  Membera  to 
Legislative  Assembly,  309,  1263,  1264, 
1272 
Grant  of  a    Constitution — ^The  Despatch, 
1103 
Gibraltar  (Eleligious  Dissensions)— Dr.  Oanilla 

— Tho  Papers,  643,  1562 
Papal  See  (Diplomatic  Communications),  Res. 

907  908 
Slavo 'Trade  in  Asia  and  Africa,  1724 
Straits  Settlements — Slavery   in    the  Malay 
Peninsula,  489 

OouETOww,  Earl  of 
Police  Protection  (Ireland),  Motion  for  Papon, 
273 

OowEN,  Mr.  J.,  NeweastU'On'Tyne 
Customs — Penalties  for  Smuggling,  1560 
Fires  in  Theatres  (Preventions^  Ra^.'WA 
Irelaud— Vlt.  C\v«at^  Wvj^— ^\wqS«  >s^  ^i«>» 
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CowBir,  Mr.  J. — e<mt, 

Ireland-^Proteotion  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miioellaneoas  Quettions 
American  Citizens  detained  under  the  Act, 

1029 
Dillon.  Mr.  493,  494 

Members  of  this  House  detained  under  the 
Act.  1679 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Tuesday 
Sittings.  1681 
Interference  of   Peers    in    Parliamentary 
Elections.  1151 
Supply.  Report,  180 
Ways  and  Means.  Report.  1418 

Criminal  Law 
Case  of  Jane  M*Evoy,  Question,  Mr.  Macfar- 

lane  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  ifar  27, 

20 
The    Magittracy  —  Flogging,    (^estion.  Mr. 

P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  April26, 

1400 

Criminal  Law — The   Condemned   Convict 

Lamson 

Question.  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross  ;  Answer.  Sir 
William  Harcourt  April  8.  651  ;  Question. 
Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answer.  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  April  4,  670;  Questions.  Mr. 
Lewis;  Answers.  Sir  William  Ilaroourt 
April  18.  872  ;  Question.  Observations.  The 
Earl  of  Milltown,  Earl  GranviUe  April  21, 
1082 

Moved.  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Iler  Majesty  for  copies  of  all  the  corre- 
spondence that  has  taken  place  with  the 
United  States  Government  on  the  subject  of 
the  postponement  of  the  eiecution  of  the 
sentence  passed  upon  the  convict  Lamson  " 
( The  Earl  of  MilUoum)  April  25.  1883 ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Croppek,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses.  2R.  967 
Slave  Trade  in  Asia  and  Africa,  1727 
Walton  Vicarage,  2R.  1096 

Gross,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  E.  A.,  Lanca- 

shire,  8.W, 
Civil  Imprisonment  (Scotland),  2R.  255 
Criminal    Law  —  The    Condemned    Prisoner 

Lamson.  551,  670,  671 
Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1460 
Metropolis  Management  and  Building    Acts 

Amendment.  Comm.  2022 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1187 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1110 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  84.  1869 
Parliament'Wigan   New    Writ,    Res.    1960. 

1965 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices).  2R.  1327,  1364.  1445.  1630 
Walton  Vicarage.  2R.  1092.  1094,  1095 
Ways  and  Means.  Financial  Statement.  Comm. 

1826 

Oboss,  Mr.  J.  E.,  BoUon 

3fiin/c/pnl  Corporations,  Comm.  1773 


Onmon  Agev^fmr  ike  CdQm$% — JmpeeUr 

of  Coali  at  Cardiff 
Question.  Mr.  Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ooartoey 
April  24.  1264 

OuRRiE,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire 
Agricultural    Holdings,    Notieea  of   Removal 
(Scotland).  2R.  288 

Ciutoms  and  Inland  Bevenne  Bill 

{Mr,  Flayfair,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
$,  Ordered  ;  read  I*'  •  April  25  [BiU  140] 

Ciutoms — Penalties  for  Smuggling 
Question.  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  April  27.  1560 

Customs  Department 
Eeeent  Appointments—Mr.  Walpole,  Qoestioii, 
Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  April  4.  677 
The  New  Warthcusina  Scheme^  Questions.  Mr. 
Spencer  Balfour,  Bin*.  Thorold  Rogers  ;  An- 
swers, Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  31, 
486  i—Stu'vegors^  Question.  Baron  Heniy 
De  Worms ;  Answer.  Lord  Frederick  Oavtn- 
dish  April  24,  1258 ;  Qneation.  Mr.  Ander- 
son; Answer.  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish, 
1260 

CgpnUf  Island  of 
Election  of  Meniere  to  I^egislaHve  AsseMp, 

Question.  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Courtney  Mar  80,  808 
Ofwit  of  a  Constituti&n — The  Despaich,  Ques* 

tions,  Mr.  Bourke.  Mr.  RylanA ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Courtney  April  21,  1103 
The  New  Constitution — Representation  of  the 

Mussulmans   in    the    Legislative    Council, 

Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Courtney  Xpri/  24,  1262  ;  Question.  Mr. 

Mac  Ivor ;  Answer.  Mr.  Courtney,  1272 

Daly,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 

Supply.  Report,  206 

Davenport,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Staffordehire,  N. 

Provincial  Art  Galleries  and  Museums,  Res. 
596 

Dayies,  Mr.  D.,  Cardigan,  f^e. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  975 

Dayies,  Mr.  W.,  Pemhrokeshire 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  SR.  1010 

Dawson,  Mr.  C,  Carlow 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1603 

Db  Ferrieres,  Baron,  Choltmkam 

Parliament— Gloucester  Writ,  Res.  1580 
Parliament — Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  Amend!. 

1955 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

PcMtioes),  2R.  1605 
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De  La  Wabb,  Earl 

Egypt — Assam,  1636 

Highway  Rates,  1377 

TuDis— Cession  of  Esparto  Grass  Distriots,  3 

Tunis — Bombardment  of  Sfaz — Indemnity  to 

British  Subjects,  Address  for  Papers,  1801. 

1806 

Denman,  Lord 

Army  (Alternatiye  Punishment),  3R.  1555 
Jury  Laws  (Ireland),  456 

Db  Wobms,  Baron  H.,  Oremwieh 

Customs    Department  —  New    Warehousing 

Scheme — Surveyors,  1253 
Egypt— Bay  of  Assab,  980,  983 
Na?7— Payment  of  Naval  Pensions,  1360 
Russia— Persecution  of  the  Jews,  38,  1559. 

1560,  1817 

DioKsow,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Tyrone 
Ireland— Abolition    of   the  Viceregal    Office. 
1656 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— Arrears  of  Rent. 
312,  1370 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment. 

2R.  1546 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  036 
Public  A£Eurs,  SUte  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 
Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  1988 


DiLKB,  Sir  0.  W.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  ChelsM, 

Asia  (Central) — Russian  Advance,  1665 
Criminal  Law— Lamson,  the  Condemned  Pri- 

soner,  671 
Egypt— Bay  of  Assab.  981,  982 

Robbery  of  British  Subjects,  486 
Factory  Acts— Lead  Poisoning,  667 
France — Commercial  Treaty— Renewal  of  Ne- 
gotiations, 1272 
International   Law — Spanish   Steamer  **  Leon 

XIIL,"  480 
Land  League  Meetings  (England),  669 
Opium  Trade— Chefoo  Conyention,  1244 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2  R.  1618 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,    1881  —  American    Citizens   arrested 

under  the  Act,  874,  875,  1029,  1109,  1110, 

1257, 1270 
Revenue — Wine  Duties,  1829 
Russia— Persecution  of  the  Jews,  38,    1560, 

1818 
Slave  Trade  in  Asia  and  Africa,  1731 
Spain — Commercial  Treaty— Negotiations,  29 
Supply,  Report,  153,  157,  160 
Theatres    and    Music    Halls — Prevention    of 

Fires,  666 
Tunis  —  Compensation    to   British    Subjects, 

676, 1841 
Turkey — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Administrative  Reforms,  1829 
Albania — Death  of  Captain  Selby,  6 
Harbour  of   Smyrna,    80  ; — The  Papen, 

679 
Midhat  Pasha,  1408 
United  State*— Trial  of  British  Subjects,  1400 


DiLKB,  Mr.  A.  W.,  NeweMtU'On'Tyn$ 

Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  944 

DxLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swamea 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  dec.  867 
Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1451 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1197 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  385 
Post    Office—Parcels    Post  —  Obligations    of 

British  Shipowners,  875 
Slave  Trade  in  Asia  and  Africa,  1727 

Distress  Amendment  Bill 

{8ir  Henry  Holland,  Sir  JTalUr  Barttelot,  Mr, 

Joseph  Peaae,  Mr,  Cropper) 
c.  Committee— B.P.  May  2,  2010  [Bill  73] 

Dixow-Habtlaih),  Mr.  F.  D.,  Eveiham 

Bankruptcy,  2R.  1554 

Fires  in  Theatres  (Prevention),    666;    Res. 

788,  794,  801 
Mercantile  Marine—"  Albert  Edward,"  Recent 

Accident  to  the,  1257 
Metropolis  Management  and   Building    Acts 

Amendment,  Comm.  2026 
Parliamentar7^,£lections  (Corrupt  and  lUeffal 

Practices),  2  R.  1430 

Docmnentary  Evidence  Bill 

(ifr.  John  Holme,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  April  27         [Bill  U3] 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 

Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  517 
Ways  and  Means,  Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

1316 

DoDSON,  Eight  Hon.  J.  O.  (President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Searhorofigh 

Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1464 

Main  Roads  (England),  1810 

Metropolis — Carriage  Roads,  1669 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  44,  1869 

Poor  Law  (England) — Oldham  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, 1811 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Mr.  DUlon,  404 

Public  Health— Sheffield  Small-Pox  HospiUl, 
1810 

Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  8R.  1904, 
1905, 1912 

Vaccination  Act  (1867),  Sec.  81,  479 

Wales  (South) — Genentl  Superintendent  of 
Roads,  559,  646 


Drainage   (Ireland)   ProviBional  Order 
Bill 

(Mr,  John  Helms,  lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

e.  Read  8«*  Mar  27  [BiU  94] 

I.  Read  1*»  {Lord  ThurUha\  M«r  IX  ^^\\\ 
Read^^^  AprU^\ 
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Drainage  (Ireland)  PravisUmal   Order  BiU^ 
eont. 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  34 

Read  8*  •  April  25 

Royal  Assent  April  28  [45  Vtei,  c.  ii] 

DuoKHAiCy  Mr.  T.,  Herefordehire 
Parliamentarj  Elections  Expenses,  3R.  976 
Turnpike   Roads  (South   Wales),   dR.   1909, 

1915 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  1416 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banjffkhire 

EnUil  Bill  (ScotUnd),  1256 

Herring  Brand  Committee,  Res.  518,  520 

Navy,  Strength  of  the.  Res.  1075 

Duke  of  Albany  (Establisliment)  Bill 

{Mr,    Flaufair^    Mr,   Gladstone,  Secretary    Sir 
William  Rareourt,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

e.  Read  2«*  Mar  27  [Bill  112] 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  28 

Read8«*lfar29 
/.  Read  \^^  {The  Earl  Granville)  Mar  80  (No.  58) 

Read2«ilar8l,428 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  20 

RmuI  8**  AprU  21 

Royal  Assent  April  21  [45  Vict,  o.  5] 

DuNKORB,  Earl  of 

Steamship  "Viotoria,"  Motion  for  a   Paper, 
189 

DuKRAYEN,  Earl  of 
Army  (Auxiliary   Forces) — Easter  Volunteer 

Review,  460 
Ireland — Jury  Laws,  451 

Land  Law  Act,  1881  (Sec.  8,  Sub-seo.  9) 
—"Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  1204 
Royal  Parks — Richmond  Park — The  Roehamp- 
ton  Gate,  281 

DuNSANT,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Working  of 
the  Act,  Petition,  1881 

Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  ITent,  Mid 
Ireland,  Sute  of— Mr.  Massy,  of  Suir  Castle, 

80 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  97 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1489 

Earp,  Mr.  T.,  Newark 

Ways  and  Means,  Report,  1415 

Seeleeiattioal  and  Mortuary  Fees 

Moved,  "That  a  Select  Committee  he  ap- 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  Law  which 
authorizes  the  demanding  of  Mortuary  Fees, 
and  into  the  Ecclesiastical  Fees  levied  by 
Blinisters  of  Religion  upon  the  occasion  of 
Burials  and  the  erection  of  Monuments  in 
Cemeteries  and  Parish  Churchyards  ;  and  to 
report  to  the  House  whether  any  legislation 
if  desinble  with  a  view  to  their  regulation 

\cowt. 


Ecdeeiattieal  and  Mortuary  Feee    oont. 

or  reduction"  {Sir  Alexander  Gerdcn) 
Mar  28,  211  ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee  nominated 
April  8  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  221 

Eeeleeiaetieal  Commission 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  M€ar  31,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That,'*  and  add  «*  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
position  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissica 
with  reference  to  the  Lands  and  other  Pro- 
perty vested  in  the  Commissioners,  and  also 
into  the  work,  in  connection  with  real  pro- 
perty, of  the  Church  Estates  Commissioners 
and  the  Ecolesiastieal  Commissioners  for 
England  and  Wales "  {Mir.  ArUur  Arnold) 
v.,  495  ;  Question  propotMd,  *'  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

EoEOYD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Preston 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  1419 

Edacatioiial  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Mundella,  The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr, 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Mundella)  May  1,  1916 ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  1°*  [Bill  117] 

Education  Department 
The  New  Code 
Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 

Mr.  Mundella  Mar  80,  808 ;  Observations, 

Sir  John  Lubbock ;  Reply,  Mr.  Mundella ; 

debate  thereon  April  8,  508 
Education  Grants  under  the  New  Code,  Qoes- 

tion.  Lord  George  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Mundella  Mar  27,  16 
ScheduU  VL-^Pupil  Teachers,  Question,  Mr. 

Salt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  81,  481 
Article  109,  G.  IV,,  Questions,  Lord  George 

Hamilton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  81^ 

485 

Board  School  Grants,  Question,  Mr.  Charlst 
Phipps;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  30, 
295 

Education  {Wales)'-Report  of  Departmental 
Committee,  Question,  Mr.  Puleston ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Mundella  April  24,  1245 

Phonetic  System  in  Boctrd  Schot^,  Question, 
Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  April  8, 
544 

Science  and  Art — **  RaU  of  Science — Notice  of 
Motion,  Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Henry  Tyler  Mar  80,  294  ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answer,  Bir.  Mundella 
April  8,  548 

Endowed  Schools  Acts— The  Charity  Com- 
mission, Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  April  28,  1669 

Egypt — Rohhery  of  British  Subfeots 

Question,  Captain  Aylmer ;  Answer,  Sir  Chtirlst 
W.  Diike  Mar  81,  485 
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JEgypt  and  Italy — Th$  Bay  of  Aisah 
Qaestions,    Baron    Henry    De    Worms,   Mr. 
Bourke  ;    Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
April  20,  980  ;  Question,  Earl  De  La  Warr ; 
Answer,  Earl  GranTille  April  28, 1030 

Electric  Lighting  Bill 

{Mr,  Chamberlain,  Mr,  Ashley) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I*  •  AprU  3  [Bill  122] 

Read  2**,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 

April  n.B^I 
Committee  nominated  April  19  ;  List  of  the 

Committee,  808 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (FincMey,  Ac.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  President) 

I.  Presented ;  read   1*  *,   and  referred   to  the 
Examiners  April  20  (No.  63) 

Read  2*  *ifay  2 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h-I"] 

( The  Lord  Sandhurst) 

I,  Presented;   read   1**,  and    referred    to  the 
Examiners  Mar  30  (No.  56) 

Read  2*  •  April  24 

Elementary  EducationProvisionalOrders 
Confirmation  (West  Ham)  Ac**  BiQ 

[A J..]  ( The  Lord  Sandhurst) 

/.Presented;   read   1**,   and    referred    to    the 
Examiners  Mar  SO  (No.  66) 

Read  2*  •  ^l?rt/ 24 

Emlyn,  Viscount,  Carmarthmthire 

Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1463 

Tampike  Roads  (South    Wales),  3R.   1003, 

1006,  1911,  1916 
Wales   (South)— Greneral   Superintendent    of 

Roads,  669,  646 

MUatl  Bill  {Sectland) 
Legiilation^    Question,    Mr.    Duff;   Answer, 
The  Lord  Adyocate  April  24, 1266 

EwABT,  Mr.  W.,  BelfaMt 
£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1688 

EwiNG,  Mr.  Okk-,  Dumbarton 

Agricultural   Holdings,  Notices  of   Removal' 
(Scotland),  2R.  239 

Factory  Acta — Lead  PoUoning — Legisla- 
tion 
Questions,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ApHl  4,  666 

Fabquhabson,  Dr.  B.,  Aherdeenehirey  W 
Agricultural  Holdings,   Notioes    of  RemoTai 

(Scotland),  2 R.  233 
Lunaoj  Laws,  Res.  1464 


Fawostt,  Eight  Hon.  H.  (Postmaster 

General),  Maekney 
Ireland — Local    Contracts  for   Uniforms   for 

Army  and  other  Services — ManufiMtare  of 

Uniforms  in  Ireland,  24 
Parliamentarj  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  968, 

974 
Post  Office — Miscellaneous  Questions 

American  Mails,  669, 1946 

Australian  Mails,  873 

Bank  Holidays,  646 

Contracts — Mails   between    London    and 
Dublin,  666 

Parcels  Post,  6,  298,  642  ;— Obligations  of 
British  Shipowners,  876 

Post  Office  Annuities,  1666 

Transmission  of  Land  League  Portraits, 
1009 
Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department)— Miscel- 
laneous Questions 

Disclosure  of  Telegrams,  646 

Telegraph  Extension,  643 

Telegraph  Service  in  Ireland,  673 
Post  Office  (Ireland)— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Belfast  Post  Office,  633 

Milford  Post  Office,  1663 

"Pat,"  987 

Postmistress  of  Arran  Island,  980 


Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B.,  Lynn  Regie 
Lynn  and  Fakenham  Railway,  2R.  476 


Fnn)LAT£B,  Mr.  W.,  Monaghan 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  941 
Post  Office  (Contracts) — Mails  between  Lon- 
don and  Dublin,  666 

FiBTH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Chelsea 

Army — Chelsea  Hospital,  Rumoured  Abolition 

of— Admission  of  the  Public  to  the  Gardens, 

292 
Northampton  Borough,  1678 

Fisheries 

Trawling — LegitlaUon^  Question,  Mr.  Sykes  ; 

Answer,  Sir   William   Harconrt  April  28, 

1664 
International  Fishery  Conference — Police   of 

the  North  Sea,  Question,  Mr*  Birkbeck ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  May  1,  1809 

FxTZMAUBiCE,  Lord  E.,  Calne 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1612,  1620 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1768 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1871, 1872, 1873, 1875 

FiTZPATRiCK,  Hon.  B.  E.,  Portarlington 

Land  Uw  (Ireland)  Act  (1881),  Sec.  10,  1816 

Fletoheb,  Sir  H.,  Horsham 
Army  (Annual),  2R.  667 
Army  Estimates— ProvUioTi«,  ^^.^'^^x^^^ 
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FouoBSTONB,  Viscount,   Wilti,  8. 
Munioipal  Oorporationa,  Gomm.  1199,  1303 

FoESTBK,  Right  Hon.  W.  B.  (Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland),  Bradford 
Ireland — Misoellaneoas  QaesUons 

Grime  —  Arson,  1935  ; — Co.   Limerick  — 

Alleged  Outrages,  1940 
Griminal  Law — Death  of  a  Woman  through 

a  Refusal  to  Visit  her  Son  in  Prison,  534 
Dublin  Gity  Market  Company,  476 
Irish    Land     Commission  —  Sub-Gommis- 

sioners,  984,   1103,    1108,   1152,  1153, 

1154.  1155,  1156,  1666 
Irish  Policy  of  the  Goyern men t^ Alleged 

Negotiations,  1939 
Land  League  and  Fenianism— Mr.  Arnold 

Forster  and  the  "  Pall  Mall   Gaiette." 

1272  ' 

Undlord  and  Tenants-Marquess  of  EIy*s 
Estate— Interference  of  Police,  1931  ;— 
Earl  of  Kenmare's  Estate,  1944 

Law  and  Justice  —  Messrs.  Grotty  and 
others,  476 

Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd — GirouUr  by  Inspector 
of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  989,993,999, 1002, 
1004,  1007,  1008,  1247,  1672,  1932, 
1933 

Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880,  1408,  1409 
Toung  Ireland  Literary  Society  (Dublin)— 

Alleged  Intrusion  of  Police,  152,  299 
Ireland— Evictions — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Camacum,  Co.  Mayo,  534 
Evicted  Labourers  at  Rhode,  King's  Go. 

1667, 1828,  1829 
The  Return  for  Quarter  to  2l8t   March. 

983 

Ireland— Land  Law  Act,  1881— Miscellaneous 
Questions 
Constabulary,  Interference  of,  1262 
Labourers'  Cottages,  1817 
Sub-Commissioners— Mr.  Ileadech,  1656 
Tenantry,  1269 

Ireland— Magistracy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

CapUin  Plunket,  R.M.,  1824 

Major  Bond,  R.M.,  984 

Ma^or  Traill,  R.M.,  1667,  1668 

Major  Waller  Ashe,  1100 
Ireland  —  Peace    Preservation   Act  — Miscel- 
laneous Questions 

Arms  for  Self-Defence,  536 

Gun  Licences,  533 

Rev.  T.  Feehan,  1822 

Search  for  Arms,  1809  ;— Co.  Kerry,  1935  ; 
—Sub-Inspector  Ball,  1146,  1150 

Wicklow  County,  Proclamation  of,  979 
Ireland— Poor  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Death  in  Naas  Workhouse,  1663 

Election    of   Guardians— Ca van    Union — 
Charge  against  a  Returning  OflScor,  1244 

Gort  Board  of  Guardians,  985 

Manorhamilton  Union— Election  of  Guar- 
dians, 1403 

Rathdrum  Union— Election  of  Guardians. 
1812 

Relief  of  Distrest— Swinford  Union,  1401 
Superannuation  of  Dr.  Alexander  Smiley, 
Medical  OflScer  at  Ballyourry,  481 
Jiviaod^Prisoni—Misoellaneoui  Questions 
Clonmel  Gaol— Outbreak  of  Fever,  W      \ 

^cont» 


FoBSTSR,  Right  Hon.  W.  B.— ^oni. 

Limerick  Gaol  —  Governor   Eanr.  1404. 

1930  ^^ 

Omagh  Gaol,  305 

Prisons  Board— Captain  Barlow,  1842 
Ireland— Protection   of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881— Mifloellaoeoas  Qaeattons 
Abraham,  Mr.  William,  1678 
Alleged  Proselytism  among   Peraons  Im- 
prisoned under  the  Act,  149 
Armstrong,  Mr.  Luke,  1827 
Arrest  of  Employes  of  "  United  Ireland." 

538 
Arrests  under  the  Act,  1102,  1938,  1939 
Brennan,  Mr.  Thomas,  483 
DiUoD,  Mr.,  494 
Dooley,  Mr.  J.,  479 
Editors  of  Newspapers  arretted  under  the 

Act,  986,  987 
Fitigerald  and  Begley,  Meesrs.,  147 
Gallaher,  Andrew  and  Patrick,  1102 
Gibbons,  Mr.  Patrick,  147 
Hodnett,  Mr.  Richard,  480 
Uubon,  Mr.  Martin,  146 
Investigation  of  Gases  of  Prisoners    de- 

tained  under  the  Act,  1404 
Kenny,  Mr.,  and  Mr.  Cantwell,  1399 
Maloney,  Mr.,  1254 
Messrs.  Allis,  Gullinane,  Flood,  and  Daltoe. 

487 
Messrs.  Dowling,  Denis,  Somers,  Ac.,  982 
Messrs.  llely  and  Dowling,  979 
Messrs.  G.  O'Keane  and  others,  1097 
Messrs.  Nally  and  O'Kane,  1264 
Messrs.  Rea,  O'Connor,   Synan,  Murphy, 

O'Brien,  and  O'Gorman,  537 
Miss  Kirk,  1109,  1670,  1671 
Molloy,  Mr.,  1824 
Murphy,  Mr.,  1256 
O'Mahony,  an  American  Citizen   detained 

under  the  Act,  1808, 1809 
O'Sullivan,  Mr.  Martin,  488 
Persons  arrested  under  the  Act,  285,  286 
Police  Protection  in  Ireland,  299 
Release  of  Prisoners  detained  under  the 
Act,  1241,  1400,1658,1659,  1660,  1661, 
1662,  1929 
Ryan-Wall,  Mr.  Michael,  1812 
Scanlan,  Martin,  and  others,  1251 
Smyth,  Joseph,  1242 
Transfer  of  Prisoners  deUined  under  the 

Act  from  Clonmel  Gaol  to  Naas,  1031 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  287, 

288,  289,  290,  291,  532,  1265 
Visits  to  Prisoners  under  the  Act.  1098. 

1821 
White,  Mr.  P.  L.,  1946 
Whittaker,  Michael,  and  Thomas  Dunnbv. 
1818  *^  ' 

Ireland— Royal   Irish    Constabulary— Miscel- 
laneons  Questions 

Appointments  of  County  and  Sub-Inspec- 
tors at  Ix>ndonderry,  1399 

Constable  Molloy,  535 

Co.  Monaghan,  1813 

Duty  of  Protecting  "  Emergency  Men,"  983 

Pension  to  Widow  of  Sergeant  Kavanairh. 
1252  * 

Pensions,  1814 

Sergeant  Magulre,  1240 

"  United  Ireland  "—Alleged  Excess  of  Doty 
\>1  «.  ^^\w%\.;sXs\ft  ^i  WsLterford,  1266 
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FoBBTBB,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.— Mill. 

Ireland,  Stat*  of— Misoellaneoui  Qnestions 
Alleged  Murders,  1843 
Ballintnbber,  Distarbanoes  in,  1928 
Boylan,  Mr.,  Alleged  Assaalt  on,  635 
Oompensation  for  Malicious  Injaries,  286 
Drogheda    Town    Council  —  Intrusion   of 

the  Poliee,  149 
Dynamite,  Use  of,  1239 
Frankfort,  King's  Co.—Alleged  Riot,  1841 
Ladies'  Land   League-^Judge  Barry   and 

Miss  M*Cormaok,  151 
Limerick — Prohibited  Public  Meeting,  539 
Londonderry,  Outrages  at,  477*  1241 
Murder  of  Mr.  A.  E.  Herbert,  491 
Occupation  of  Huts  by  Persons  Evicted  — 

Interference  of  the  Police,  1247,  1250 
Police  Protection — Murder  of  a  Caretaker, 

1034,  1252 
Removal  of  Placards  by  the  Constabulary, 

1250 
Wioklow  Co.,  1407,1664 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1549 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Opposi- 
tion to  Motions,  305 
Supply,  Report,  195,  196, 199,  209 


F0BTE8OXJE,  Earl 

Army  (Annual),  Comm.  1376 
Jury  Laws  (Ireland),  454 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881  (Sec.  8,  Sub- 
sec.  9)— <*  Adams  1;.  Dunseatb/'  1222 


Forth  Br%dg$  Railway  Bill 
Board  of  Trade  Report,  Questions,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  April  20, 
1029 


FowLEB,  Mr.  H.  H.,   JTokorhampton 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 

120 
Waya  ^iid  Means,  Report,  1417 


FowLBR,  Mr.  B.  N.,  London 

Africa   (South)— Natal  ^Alleged   Massacre, 

1268 
Africa  (South)— Zululand,  1572 
Africa  (South) — Zululand — Cetewayo  ( Release 

from  Captif  ity).  Motion  for  an  Address,  786 
Law  and  Police^ Crimes  of  Violence,  1657 
Metropolis  Management   and  Building   Acts 

Amendment,  Comm.  2024 
Municipal  Crorporations,  Comm.  1199  ;  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  176G 
Parliament — ^Busincss  of  the  liouse.  Arrange- 
ment of,  1631 ;— Tuesday  Sittings,  1080 
Parliamentary  Eleetions  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  Amendt.  1332,  1445,  1630 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2U.  061 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites),   Comm.  add,  el. 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1477 
Prisons  (England)  Aot~Gaol  DioUry,  1657 
Ways  and  Means,  1784 
Ways  and  Means—Finaneial  Statement, Comm. 

J  922 


\ 


FowLSB,  Mr.  W.,  Ctmhiigo 

Africa  (Soath)^Znluland— Oetewayo  (Release 
from  CapUTity),  Motion  for  an  Addrees,  764 
£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1682, 1710 

France — The  Commereial  Treaty — ReneuxU 
of  the  Negotiations 
Question  Mr.  Magniac  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  April  24,  1271 

Friendly  Societies — The  Quinquennial  Re- 
turns— Report  of  the  Registrar 
Question,  Mr.  W.  U.  James ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  April  28,  1664 

G^AiiLowAT,  Earl  of 

Ireland,  State  of— Threatening  Letters,  1390 

Gkis  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Mr,  Ashley,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  April  20         [BiU  136] 
Read  2«  *  Maif  2 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) BiU 

( The  Sari  of  Camperdown) 

I,  Read  2**  April  21  (No.  48) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  24 
Read  3>*  April  25 
Royal  Assent  April  28  [45  Viet,  c.  6] 

Gibraltar  {Religious  Dissensions) — TV. 
Canilla — The  Papers 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Milltown  ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Kimberley  Mar  31,  461  ;  Question, 
Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  3,  665  ;  Obserrations,  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff ;  Reply,  Mr.  Courtney  ; 
short  debate  thereon,  641  ;  Questions,  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Colonel  Colthurst ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  April  27,  1661 

Gibson,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Dublin  University 

Cooper's  Hill  Colle|^,  Res.  1111,  1119,  1121 
Ireland^  Miscellaneous  Questions 
Crown  Rents,  11 
EjectmenU  —  The    Returns  —  CItII    Bill 

Courts,  1571 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property    Act, 

1881 — Arrests  under  the  Act,  1038 
State  of^Riot  at  Frankfort,  King's  Co., 
1840,  1841 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1535 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1768 
Public  Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 
GoTernment,  Ministerial  Statement,  1994 

GiPFARD,  Sir  H.  S.,  Launeeston 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  36,  48 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  lUegjul 

Practices),  2R.  1615 
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GuLDSTONB,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.  (Jirst 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer),  Edinburgh- 
$hir$ 

Africa  (South)— -Transkei  War  Expenses,  551 
Zululand — Oetewayo— Visit  to  this  Conn- 
try,  1943 
Africa  (South) — Zainland— Cetewayo  (Release 

from  Captiyity),  Motion  for  an  Address,  769 
Agriculture,  Royal  Commission  on — Report,  34 
Cornwall   (East)    Election — Speech    of   Mr. 

Courtney,  310,  311,  312 
County  GoTernment  Bill — Local  Option,  1678 
Customs   Department— Recent  Appointments 

—Mr.  Walpole,  678 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  496,  507 
England  and  France — Channel  Tunnel  Scheme, 

92,  33,  882,  1270 
Gibraltar  ( Religious  Dissensions)— Dr.  Canilla 

—The  Papers,  666 

Inland  ReTenue — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Beer  Licences  (Ireland),  150,  549 
Duty  on  Silver  Plate,  306 
Grocers'  Licences  ( Ireland},  550 
Income  Tax  and  Brewery  Licences,  550 
Railway   Passenger  Duty — Cheap    Trains 
Act,  1844, 1831 
International  Law — Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  ( Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Intervention 
of  the  American  GoTcrnment,  675 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Address  of  the  Dominion  Honse  of  Com- 
mons, 1832,  1833 

Crime,  680,  690,  696 

Eyictlons — Arrears,  1677 

General  Prisons  Act — Conveyance  of  Pri- 
soners, 1679 

Mr.  Parnell — Representation  of  Liverpool, 
677 

ProteoUon  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Members  of  this  House  arrested 
under  the  Act,  31,  1679  ;— Treatment  of 
Persons  arrested  under  the  Act,  25 

State  of— Ladies'  Land  League — Judge 
Barry  and  Miss  M'Cormaok,  21  ; — Re- 
cent Murders,  881 

Ireland — Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous 
Questions 
Arrears  of  Rents,  313,  1270 
Decision  under  the  Act,  1834 
Labourers,  675 

Land  Courts — Legal  Expenses,  33 
Sec.  8—"  Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  490,  884 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 
2R.  1488,  1504 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Scotland)— Evictions  in 
the  Island  of  Skye,  1675,  1676 

Liberal  Association  of  Ipswich  and  Irish  Land- 
lords, 1839 

Mineral  Leases — Insecurity  of  Tenants'  Capi- 
tal, 151 

Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce,  1409 

Navy — Roman  Catholic  Chaplains  for  Troop, 
ships,  82,  33 

Northampton  Borough,  1678 

OflBcial  Appointments — Private  Secretaries  to 
Cabinet  Ministers,  300,  302 

£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1694 

Oxford  and  Cambridge  UnlvcrBiiieB  Commii- . 
BiOD^Oxford  Statutes,  1840  \ 

^cont. 


Glaostohs,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.- 

Papal  See— Diplomatic  Conmnmioations,  Ret. 

894,898,910,911 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Houe^MiMel- 
laneous  Queetloas 
492,  493,  553,  1840,  1945 
New  Rules  of  Procedure,  1269 
Tuesday  Sittings,  1680,  1681 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  Hooae  (Potting 
the  Question),  Res.  71,  118,  400,  404,  409  : 
Personal  Explanation,  492,  495,  1849,  1853, 
1870, 1883,  1899 
Provincial  Art  Galleries  and  Mnseams,  581 
Public  Affairs,  SUte  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 
Government,  1835,  1836,  1837:  Minis- 
terial SUtement,  1965. 1972,  1975, 1977, 
1978, 1983,  1987,  1990 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland — Earl  Gowper, 
1838 
Publio  Worship  Regulation  Act— The  Rev.  Mr. 

Green,  674 
Supply,  Report,  169,  170,  174, 176 
Wales  ( South )---Road  Acts— Maintenance  of 

Main  Roads,  307 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statomont — Car- 
riage Duties,  1676, 1677 
Local  Taxation,  308 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1273,  1284,  1305  ;  Report,  1412 

(JoLDNEY,  Sir  G.,  Chippenham 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Crorropt  and  Uleeal 
Practices),  2R.  1606, 1607 

Gordon,  General  Hon.  Sir  A.  H.  Aber- 
deenshire, £, 
Agricultural   Holdings,  Notices    of    Removal 

(Scotland),  2R.  223 
Board  of  Manufactures  and   Fisheries  (Scot- 
land), 876 
Ecclesiastical  and  Mortuary  Fees,  Motion  for 

a  Select  Committee,  211 
Herring  Brand  Committee,  Res.  525 

Qt)R8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 

Africa  (South) — Zululand — Cetewayo  (Release 
from  Captivity),  Motion  for  an  Address,  756, 
783 
Army — Payment  of  Pensions,  987,  988 
Crime  (Ireland),  680,  689,  690 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1553 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1191 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Chatham  Dockyard  Workmen,  1030 
Dockyards— Bank  Holidays,  18,  19 
Payment  of  Naval  Pensions,  1259 
Parliament; — Business  of  the  House,  Arrange- 
ment of,  1108 
Tuesdays,  1037 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1358,  1609 
Public   Affairs— Irish    Policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, 1835,  1836 
Straits    Settlements — Slavery   in    the    Malay 

Peninsula,  488 
Supply — Buildings  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, 1182 
Report,  208,  209 
*l\xtT\vv>L&^Qi)A»^SQ^itU  Wales),  3R.  1913 
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G08CHEIT,  Eight  Hon.  Q.  J.,  JRipan 
Eoolesiastioal  CommisBion,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  505 
Ireland— Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd— Circular  by  the 

Inspeotor  of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1016 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1763 
£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1699 
Public  Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  1989 

GK)URLBY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Mercantile  Marine — Proposed  Shipping  Coun- 
cil, 297 
Metropolis — Street  Accidents,  306 
Navy,  Strength  of  the.  Res.  1048 

GiLANT,  Mr.  A.,  Zeith,  ^0. 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Campe  of  Instruc- 
tion, 1931 
Civil  Imprisonment  (Scotland),  3R.  253 

Qbantham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey ^  JE, 

India — Bengal    Staff   Corps— Captain    J.    B. 

Cbatterton,  655 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  57,  1895 

Granville,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affair8) 
Criminal  Law — The  Condemned  Convict  Lam- 
son,  10tj3  :   Motion  for  an  Address,  1386, 
1387 
Duke  of  Albany  (Establishment),  2R.  428 
Egypt  •  Assam,  1636 
Highway  Rates,  1378 

Ireland,  State  of — Threatening  Letters,  1397 
Poblic  Affi&irs,  SUte  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 
Government  —  Ministerial     Statement, 
1920,  1922,  1924 
Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  1 788 
Tunis — Cession  of  Esparto  Grass  Districts,  3 
Tunis — Bombardment  of  Sfax — Indemnity  to 
British  Subjects,  Address  for  Papers,  1805, 
1806 
Turkey — Passage  in  the  Bosphorus — Russian 
Armed  Ships,  280,  281 

Gray,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Carlow  Co, 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  925,  930 

Gregory,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex ^  JS, 

England  and   France — The   Channel   Tunnel 

Scheme,  32,  33 
Judicature  Act — New  Rules  of  Procedure,  15 
Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1453 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1600 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  950 
Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 

1180 

GuRDON,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Norfolk,  S. 
Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1450 

Hamilton,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool 
Navy— Troopship  "  Assistance,"  27 
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Hamilton,    Eight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F., 
Middlesex 
Education    Department  —  Education    Grants 
under  the  New  Code,  16,  485 
New  Code,  616,  634 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1764 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  493 
Parliament — Business  of  the   House  (Putting 
the    Question),  Amendts.   313,   314 ;    Res. 
Amendt.  1847,  1848,  1873,  1899 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1360,  1425 
Supply  —  Public    Education    (England    and 
Wales),  653 
Science  and  Art  Department,  ito,  657 

Hamilton,  Mr.  I.  T.,  Dublin  Co. 

Ireland,  State  of— Mr.  Carter,  J.  P. — Police 
Protection,  19,  209 

Harootjrt,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Derby 

Burial  Fees,  2R.  267 

Civil  Imprisonment  (Scotland),  2R.  255,  256 
Commonable  Rights,  2  a.  256 
Criminal  Law — Jane  M'Evoy,  Case  of,  20  ; — 
Lamson,  The  Condemned  Prisoner,  551,  878 
Fires  in  Theatres  (Prevention),  Res.  794 
Fisheries -Trawling,  1665 
H.M.  the  Queen,  Attempt  upon  the  Life  of— 

The  Prisoner  M'Lean,  541,  542 
Judicature  Act — New  Rules  of  Procedure,  15 
Law  and  Justice — Cases  of  Suspected  Poison- 
ing,  5 
Magistracy  —  Newcastle-on-Tyne—  Severe 
Sentence,  292 
Law  and  Police — .Miscellaneous  Questions 
Camborne,    Riots  at,   1107,   1267,   1268, 

1674 
Crimes  of  Violence,  1657 
Metropolis — Alleged  Detective  Conspiraoy, 

284 
Salvation  Army,  544,  1271,  1826,  1941 
Mines  (Coal)  Regulation  Act,  1872 — Abram 
Colliery  Explosion,  1930 
Weardale  Colliery  Explosion,  886 
Metropolis — Street  Accidents,  306 
Metropolis  Management    and   Building  Acts 

Amendment,  Comm.  2020,  2021 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1755,   1756, 

1760 
OfBcial    Appointments — Mr.    R.  S.  Mitford, 

1104,1105 
Oxford   University  (Jesus  College    Statutes), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  2000 
Parliament  —  Order— The    Precincts    of    the 
House  —  The    Home    Secretary    and    Mr, 
Anderson,  557 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  89 
Police  Protection  to  Public  Servants,  1133 
Post  Office — Detention  of  Land  League  Letters, 

1009 
Prisons  (England)— Oaol  Dietary,  1657  ;— Tot* 
hiU  Fields  Prison,  1942 

Haroourt,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
England  and  France— The   Channel   Tunnel 
Scheme,  882 
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Hartinotow,  Ki^ht  Hon.  Marquess  of 
(Secretary  of  State  for  India)|  Zan- 
eashire^  N,E, 
Cooper's  Hill  College.  Ret.  1117. 1121 
Corrupt    Practices    (Disfranchisement)— Sus- 
pended Boroughs,  1035,  1781 
India— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army  —  Promotion    of   Cavalry    Officers, 
1258  : — Quartermasters  SerTiog  in  India, 
485 
Bengal — Mortality  in  Prisons,  904 
Bengal  Staff  Corps— Captain  J.  B.  Chatter- 
ton,  655 
Conveyance  of  Stores,  30 
Finance,  4c. — Import   Duties    on   Indian 

Products,  7 
High    Court   of  Jastioe^-Salariet  of    the 

Judges,  569 
Indian  Cooncil — The  Vacancy,  16 
Raj pu tana  Railway,  303 
Roorkee  College,  1104 
Tea  La  bearers'  Act,  546 
Ireland  *Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd— Cironlar  by  the 

Inspector  of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1016,  1022 
Municipal  Corporations,   Comm.  1188,   1101, 

1202,1203,1770,  1783 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Arrange- 
ment of  Business,   1108,  1109; — Tuesdays, 
1036,  1037 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1361,  1864 
Public  Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  1995 
Supply — Buildings  of  the   Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, 1182 

Hat,  Admiral  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 

Wigtown^  Sfc, 

Crime  (Ireland),  706 

Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1105,  1202 

Navy,  Strength  of  the,  Kes.  1060 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  563 

Public  Affairs — Irish  Policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, ]837i  1838  ; — Ministerial  Statement, 
1980,  1982 

Return,  No.  88  (Revenue,  Taxation  and 
Population) — Parliamentary  Representation, 
979 

Supply — Public  Education  (England  and 
Wales),  654 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Wexford 
Army  (Annual),  Comm.  d,  4,  734;   add.  «l. 

737 
Education    Department — Phonetic  System  in 

Board  Schools,  544 
H.M.  the  Queen,  Attempt  upon  the  Life  of 

— The  Prisoner  M'Lean,  541 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Crime,  696,  724 

Evictions — Erection  of  Huts  for  Evicted 
Labourers  at  Rhode,  King's  Co.  1829 ; — 
Mrs.  Irwin,  of  Brootally,  Co.  Armagh, 
662 
Irish   Land    Commission — Decision   under 
the  Land  Act,  1833,  1835  ;— Sub-Com- 
missioners, 984,  1107,  1108,  1109,  1151, 
1162,  1153,  1154,  1156,  1656,  1665,1666 
Land  League  and  Fenianism — Mr.  Arnold 
Forster  and  the  «  Pall  Mall  Uaietto," 
1272 


\^mx* 
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HBALT,Mr.  T.  M.— Mfif. 

Magistraey— CapUin  J.  Bolton  Jooea,  866, 
869;— Major  Bond.  R.N.,964 

Mr.  Cliflbrd  Lloyd — Cireolar  by  the  In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  999,  1007, 
1008,  1009.  1017.  1933 

Poor  Law — Election  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians—Mr. OMlalloran,  a  Suspect,  870 ; 
— Manorbamilton  Union  —  Election  of 
Guardians,  1403 

Post  Office— Convention  of  Paris — Seizure 
of  the  "  Irish  World  "  Newspaper,  148 

Prisons — Clonmel  Gaol— Outbreak  of  Fever. 
487,  558,  559,  679  ;— Limerick  Gaol- 
Governor  Eagar,  1403,  1930 

Toung  Ireland  Literary  Society,  Dublin — 
Alleged  Intrusion  of  Police,  152 

Ireland— Land  Law  Aot,  1881 — MieeelUDaom 
Questions 
Labourers'  Cottages,  1817 
Sec.  8— <*  Adams  v.  Danseatb/'  489»  883, 

885 
Tenantry,  1269 

Ireland  —  Law  and  Justice  —  Mieoellaneous 
Questions 
Admission  of  Solicitors,  149,  148 
Cork  Grand  Jury,  9,  10,  11 
Expenses  of  Crown  Witnesses,  1099 

Ireland— Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Mis- 
cellaneous Questions 

Arms  for  Self  Defence,  536 

Gun  Licences,  532,  877,  878 

Returns  as  to  Number  and  Cost  of  Anns 
Surrendered,  647 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  1673 

Alleged  Proselytism  among  Persons  Im- 
prisoned under  the  Act,  149 

Arrest  of  Employes  of  •*  United  Ireland," 
537 

Dillon,  Mr.,  494 

Fitzgerald  and  Begley,  Messrs.  147 

Hodnett,  Mr.  Richard,  480 

Holden,  Mr.  J.,  660 

Investigation  of  Cases  of  Prisoners  de- 
tained under  the  Act,  1404 

Members  of  this  House  arrested  under  the 
Act,  31 

Messrs.  AUis,  Cullinane,  Flood,  and  Dalton, 
487 

O'Mahoney,  an  American  Citizen  detained 
under  the  Act,  1808,  1809 

O'Sullivan,  Mr.  Martin,  488 

Persons  arrested  under  the  Act,  285 

Prisoners  detained  under  the  Act — John 
M*Carthyand  others,  1658,  1659,1661, 
1662,  1663  ;— Mr.  Ryan.  1572 

Release  of  Prisoners  detained  under  the 
Act — Limerick  Gaol,  1241 

Transfer  of  Prisoners  detained  under  the 
Act  from  Clonmel  to  Naas  Gaol,  1031 

Treatment  of  Persons  arrested  under  the 
Act,  25,  286,  287,  288,  290 

Ireland — Royal    Irish    Constabulary— Miscel- 
laneous Questions 
Co.  Monaghan,  1814 
Sub-Consubie  Walsh,  21 
T^Vftfctma  to  Coroners,  1578 
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Hkalt,  Mr.  T.  M.^eont, 

Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneoas  Qaestiona 
Ballintubber,  Disturbances  in,  1928 
Compensation  for  Malicious  Injuries,  280 
Drogheda    Town    Council  —  Intrusion    of 

Police,  148,  H9 
Juries  in  tbe  King's  Co.  668 
Occupation  of  Huts  by  Persons  Eyiotedf 

1248 
Police  at  Cappoquln,  1573*  1674 
Police  Visits,  878,  879 
Wexford  Co.,  Alleged  Outrage  in,  872 

Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  Consid.  ttdd.  el, 

1786 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

3R.  1497.  1504,  1520 
Law  and  Police — Riots  at  Camborne,  1268 
Municipal   Corporations,    Comm.    115,   1198, 

1753,  1777.  1779 
OflScial  Appointments— Mr.   B.   S.   Mitford, 

1105 

Parliament — ^Miscellaneous  Questions 

Order — Precincts  of  the  House — The  Home 

Secretary  and  Mr.  Anderson,  556 
Palnce  of  Westminster — Clock  Tower.  29 
Public  Business,  Arrangement  of,  1631 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  113,  325,  409,  418 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1589,  1623,  1631 

Post  OflBce — American  Mails,  1946 

Pnblio  Affisiirs,  Sute  of—Irish  Polioy  of  the 
Government,  1837 

Supply — Buildings  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, 1182 

Report,  173, 187,  188,  189,  195,  196, 197, 
199 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1 159, 
1160,  1171 ;  Amendt.  1176,  1181 

Heneaqe,  Mr.  E.,  Great  Orimshy 

Ireland  —  Abolition  of  the  Viceregal  OflBce, 
1656 


Hbnby,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Oaltoay  Co, 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Mr.   Clifford   Lloyd — Circular  by   the   In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1006 
Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880,  1409 
Protection   of  Person  and   Property  Act, 
1881 — American  Citi sens  detained  under 
the  Act,  1110 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary  —  Pension    to 
Widow  of  Sergeant  Kavanagh,  1252 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1553 

Parliament—Business  of  the  House— Debate  of 

Tuesday  last.  Personal  Explanation,  309 

Order — Precincts  of  the  House—The  Home 

Secretary  and  Mr.  Anderson,  557 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  354 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1587 
Supply,  Report,  204,  205 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.,  Wilton 

Crime  (Ireland)— Arson,  1935 


[ewiU 


H&rring  Brand  Committee 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Moor  31,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  effect  should  be  given 
without  delay  to  the  recommendations  of  thf 
Report  of  the  Herring  Brand  Committee" - 
{Mr,  Duff)  v.,  518 ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  &o, ; "  after  debate  [House 
counted  out] 

Hibbeet,    Mr.    J.    T.    (Parliamentapj 

Secretary  to  the  Local  Goyemment 

Board),   Oldham 
Coal  Mines — liecent  Colliery  Explosions*  1035 
Criminal  Law-^Magistracy — Flogging,  1400 
Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1456,  1460,  1470 
Municipal   Corporations,    Comm.    Motion  for 

Adjournment,  114,  115 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1571 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  962, 

965,  966 
Placesof  Worship  (Sites),  Comm.  add,  el.  1477  ; 

Amendt.  1635 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  943 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  3R.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1911 

Hicks,  Mr.  E.,  Cambridgeshire 
England  and   France— The  Channel  Tunnel 
Scheme — Crown  Rights  to  the  Foreshore, 

307 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  Houae  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1895 

Highway  Rate% 
Observations,  Question,  Earl  De   La  Warr; 
Answer,  Earl  Granville  April  25,  1377 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W.,  Downehire 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Arrests  under  the  Act,  1938 

HoLLAJO),  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhurst 

Africa  (South)--Cetewayo— Visit  to  England, 

663 

Africa  ( South)— CJetewayo  (Release  from  Cap- 
tivity), Motion  for  an  Address,  776,  781 

Distress  Amendment,  Comm.  2010 ;  el,  1, 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  ib. 

Slave  Trade  m  Asia  and  Africa,  1718 

HoLLOND,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Briahton 
Charity   Commission— Parochial   Charities  of 
the  City  of  London,  669 

Home,    Lieutenant-Colonel    D.  Milne, 

Berwick'on-  Tweed 
Army  Organisation— Unilbrma  of  Scotch  Regi- 
ments, 732 

Hope,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 
Cambridge  Univereity 

Bunal  Fees,  2R.  266 

Ecclesiastical  and  Mortuary  Fees,  Ma<.\«^^<s^^ 
Select  GQmm\\««>^*i^ 
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Hopi,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford— con/. 

Lunacy  Lawi,  Rei.  1458 
ProTinoial  Art  Oallories  and  Moaeami,  Rei. 
585,  591 

HopwooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Army  (Annual),  Comm.  add,  el.  755 

HowABD,  Mr.  Q.  J.,  Cumberland,  E. 
ProTiDoial  Art  Galleries  and  Museums,  Rei. 

595 
Science  and  Art— H.B/s  Caricatures,  547 

HowABD,  Mr.  J.,  Bedfordshire 
Agriculture,  Royal  Commission  on — Tlie  Re- 
port, 84 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  504 

Hubbard,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 

Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  516 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act — Rev.    Mr. 

Green,  678 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  1418 

Ilijkowobth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Burial  Fees,  3R.  261 

Provincial  Art  Galleries  and  Museums,  596 

Walton  Vicarage,  2R.  1088,  1094, 1095,  1096 

JjxGHiQTjiNy  Lord 

Jury  Laws  (Ireland),  3R.  450 
Laud  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881  (Sec.  8,  Sub- 
sec.  9)—"  Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  1235 

Inclosnre  (Ashleside)  Proyisional  Order 
BiU 

(Jf r.  Hibberty  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1« •  April  19  [Bill  128] 

Read2»*ifay  2 

Inclosure  (Bettws  Disserth)  Provisioiial 
Order  BiU 

(Mr.  Hibbert,  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 

«.  Ordered  ;  read  1««  ApHl  19  [Bill  127] 

Read  2°  •  May  2 

Inclosare    (Cefii   Drawen)    Provisional 
Order  BiU 

(Mr.  Hibbertf  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  April  19  [Bill  126] 

Read2«*  May  2 

India 

MiSCBLLANXOUS  QuiSTIOKS 

Bengal — Mortality  in  Pritont,  Question,  Mr. 
O'UoDnell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart* 
ington  Mar  SO,  304 

Bengal  Staff  Corpe — Captain  J,  B.  ChcUterton, 
Question,  Mr.  Grantham  ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Uartington  April  3,  555 

Conveyance  of  Storet,  Question,  Mr.  Codding- 
ton  :  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Uartington 
Mar  27,  30 


Ikdu — eont. 


Finance,  ^e. — Import  Duiiee  an  Indian  PrO' 
dticts.  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer, 
The  Marouess  of  Uartington  Mar  27,  7 

Rorkee  College,  Question,  Mr.  Pugh ;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  April  21,  1104 

Tea  Labourers*  Act,  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington April  3,  546 

The  High  Court  of  Juttiee^  Salaries  of  ths 
Judgft,  Question,  Mr.  Pugh ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  April  3,  659 

The  Indian  Council —  The  Vacancy,  Question, 
Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Mar  27,  15 

The  Raiputana  Railway,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Mar  30,  303 


Interments  (Felo  de  se)  BiU 

( Viscount  EbringUm,  Sir  John  Amory,  Sir  John 

Kennaway) 
e.  Read  2«  •  Apnl  26  [BiU  98] 

International  Fishery  Confsrenee — Polm 
of  the  North  Sea 
Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain May  1,  1809 

International  Law 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  \88\ ^Intervention  of  the  American 
Oovemment,  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  4,  674 
The  Spanish  Steamer  "LeonJ^III.,**  Question, 
Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke3far31.480 

Ibeland 

MiSOBLLANlOOS    QuiSTIORS 

Abolition  of  the  Vice  Regal  Ofice,  Notice,  Mr. 

Heneago ;  Question,  Mr.  R.  Power  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Speaker  April  2S,  1656 
Address  of  the  Dominion  House  of  Commons, 

Questions,   Mr.  Callan,  Sir   H.  Drummond 

Wolff;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  1,  1833 
**  Boycotting"-~The  Debate  of  Tuesday  Last, 

Personal  Explanations,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry, 

Mr.  Hftikes  Mar  30,  309 
Civil  Service — Appointment  of  Mr,   Croker, 

Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland  April  4,  671 
Crown    Rents,    Questions.   Mr.   Gibson,   Mr. 

O'Donnell,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answers, 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Mcnr  27,  11 
Dublin  City  Market  Company,  Question,  Mr. 

Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  Mar  81, 

476 
General  Prisons  Act — Conveyance  of  Prisoners, 

Questions,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power  ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Gladstone  April  28,  1678 
Imperial    Taxation^  Obsenratioos,  Sir  Joseph 

M'Kenna  April  18,912  [House  counted  out] 
Irish    Fisheries  —  French     Fishing    Vessels, 

Questions,  Mr.  0'Sh.iugbness7,  Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor  ;  Answers,  The  Attomej  General 

for  IrtUnd  AprU  27, 1568 
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Ibilakd— eoDt. 

Irish  Policy  of  the  Oovemment  —  Alleged 
Negotiaiiont,  Question,  Colonel  Walrond  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  2,  1039 

Jriih  Politiecd  Prisoners — Sir  John  Hay*s 
Motion,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Speaker  May  3, 1945 

Jury  Laws,  Observations,  Question,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne  ;  Reply,  Lord  Carling- 
ford  ;  short  debate  thereon  Mar  31,  439 

Loecd  Contracts  for  Vrnfonms  for  Army  and 
other  Services — Manufacture  of  Unifonns  in 
Ireland,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Oorbet ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  27,  24 

Mr.  Pamell  —  Representation  of  Liverpool, 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone April  4,  676 

Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880,  Questions, 
Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Healjr,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  25,  1408 

State  of  Public  Affairs—The  Irish  Policy  of 
the  Oovemment — The  Lord  Lieutenancy  of 
IreUmd^Earl  Cowper,  Observations,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  Reply,  Earl  Gran- 
ville May  1,  1787;  Questions,  Mr.  Qorst, 
Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Mr.  Uealy  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone;  Observations,  Sir  John  Hay 
1835 ;  Question,  Mr.  Onslow  :  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  1838  ;  Questions,  The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury,  The  Earl  of  Camaryon ;  An- 
swers, Earl  Granyille  ifay  2,  1919;  Minis- 
terial Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone  1965  ;  after 
debate,  Moved,  **That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  "  {Mr,  Chaplin) ;  after  further  de- 
bate. Motion  withdrawn 

The  Land  Leagtte  andFenianism — Mr,  Arnold 
Forster  and  the  *•  Pall  Mall  GaMette," 
Question,  Mr.  Uealy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £. 
Forster  April  24,  1272 

Post  Office 

Belfast  Post  Ofics,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawoett  April  3, 533 

Milford  Pott  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Leamy; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  April  27,  1562 

** Pat" — Alleged  Stoppage ,  Question,  Mr. 
Lalor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  April  20,  987 

The  Postmistress  of  Arran  Island,  Questions, 
Mr.  Redmond ;  Answers,  Mr.  Fawcett 
Apnl  20, 980 

Poor  Law 

BaUvcary  Dispensary  District  and  Lame 
Workliouse,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  4, 
664;  Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  April  18,  880 

Death  in  Naas  Workhouse,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  28,  1663 

Election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians— Mr.  CBaU 
Icran,  a  Suspect,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
April  18,  870;— Cavan  Union— Charge 
against  a  Returning  Officer,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  24, 
1243  ;—Rathdrum  Union,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  1,  IQ\  I— Manorhamilton  Union,  Quoi- 


Ibiland — Poor  Law — cent. 

tions,  Mr.   Healy ;    Answers,  Mr.  W.   E. 
Forster  April  25,  1403 

Relief  of  Distress — Swinford  Union,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
(  orster  ^;)rt7  25,  1401 

Superannuation  of  Dr.  Alexander  Smiley, 
Medical  Officer  at  BdUycurry,  Questions, 
Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster  ifar  31,  481 

Prisons 

Outbreak  of  Fever  in  Clonmel  Gaol,  Questions, 
Mr.  Healy;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  31,  487  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
April  3,  558 ;  April  4,  679 

Prisons  Boards  Captain  Barlow,  Question, 
Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  1, 1841 

Enniskillen  Gaol— Regulation  as  to  Visitors 
to  Prisoners  on  St.  Patricks  Day,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Redmond ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  April  18.  871 

Limerick  Gaol — Governor  Eagar,  Question, 
Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  25,  1403  :  Questions,  Mr.  O'SulIivan, 
Mr.  Healy;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  2,  1930 ;— Putting  untried  Prisoners  to 
Work,  Question,  Mr.  O'Sullivan  ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  April  27, 

1557 
Omagh  Gaol,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  30,  305 

Law  and  Justice 

Admission  of  Solicitors,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  28, 142 

Case  of  Peter  Dunne — Mr,  Justice  FUggerald, 
Observations,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Reply, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland ;  short 
debate  thereon  April  21, 1138 

Case  of  Robert  Webster,  Question,  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  SO,  294 

Expenses  of  Crown  Witnesses,  Question,  Mr. 
Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  ^i^nV  21,  1009 

Juries  tn  the  King's  County,  Questions,  Mr. 
Tottenham,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Solici- 
tor General  lor  Ireland  April  4,  668 

Messrs,  Crotty  and  Others,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ifor  81, 
476 

The  Cork  Grand  Jury,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  27,  9 

Law  and  Police 

The  Ladies*  Land  League— Judge  Barry  and 
Miss  M*Cormack,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  R. 
Torke,  Mr.  Redmond ;  Answers,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  27,  20  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  28,  150 

Mr,  Massy,  of  Suir  CcutU,  Question,  Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  27,  a<\ 

Militax^    RioU    oA    Qal^noi),  ^.x»ii8<Kaxi^  ^J 
S«Uou  ;  Kna^w, >^t .  C\vM«t%  Mar  W >^^ 
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Irklano — Law  and  Poliee^eont. 

Riot  at  Ballyragget^  Qaestions,  Mr.  Patrick 
Martin  ;  Answers.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  1/ar  31,  483 

Alleged  Riot  at  Frankfort,  King's  Co.,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gibson;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  3fay  1,  1840 

Compensation  for  Malicious  Injuries,  Question, 
Mr.  llealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  80,  286 

Outrage  at  Londonderry,  Questions,  Mr. 
Redmond ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  31,  477  ;    April  24.  1240 

Alleged  Outrage  in  ^^exford  County,  Ques- 
tion. Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Apriii,  664  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Barry.  Mr.  Ilealy;  Answers.  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  April  18,  871 

Alleged  Assault  on  Mr,  Bovlan,  Questions, 
lir.  Redmond;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster April  3,  635 

Prohibited  Public  Meeting  at  Limerick,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Redmond  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  S,  638 

The  *•  Emergency  "  Men  —  Case  of  James 
Carson,  Question.  Mr.  Uiggar  ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  4, 661  ; — 
Anault  at  Manulla  Station — Decision  of 
Major  Bond,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
April  4,  662 

Land  League  Buts-^Mr,  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M., 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  April  18,  886 

[/se  of  Dynamite,  Questions,  Mr.  Redmond, 
Mr.  J.  N.  Kicbardson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  24.  1239 

Occupation  of  ffufs  by  Persons  Evicted—Inter- 

ferenee  of  the  Police,  Questions.  Mr.  Sexton, 

Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answers.  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ; 

Observations.  Sir  John  R.  Mowbray  ;  Reply, 

Mr.  Speaker  ^/7n7  24.  1247 

Threatening  Letters,  Observations,  Question, 
The  Earl  of  Galloway ;  Answor,The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor :  short  debate  thereon  April  26,  1390 

County  Wicklow,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Answers.  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  26, 1406  ; 
April  28.  1663 

Imprisonment  of  Miss  Kirk,  Questions,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  21,  1109  :  April  28,  1670 

DisturboMces  in  Ballintubber,  Question,  Mr. 
Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  2, 
1028 

Crime 

Observations,  Mr.  Gorst  April  4,  680 

Alleged  Outrages,  County  Limerick,  Question, 
Mr.  Tottenham  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster May  2,  1940 

Arson,  Question,  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  2,  1936 

Murder  of  Mrs.  H.  M.  Smythe  and  others. 
Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  3,  664  ; 
Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Apnl  18,881 

Criminal  Law 

Charge  of  Conspirojcy  to   Murder,  Question, 
Mr,  Callan  ;  Answer,  The  AUotne^  Qt«ii«Ti\ 
for  Ireland  May  1,  1819 

\eoWt» 


laiLAKD  '^Criminal  Law^oni. 
Death  of  a  Woman  through  refusal  of  Admis* 
sien  to  her  Sons  in  Prison,  Question.  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ilpn7  3, 
634 
The  Late  Riot  at  Kilross— Sentences  upon  the 
Prisoners,  Question,  Mr.  O'Sullivan ;  An- 
swer. The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
April  3,  640 

The  Magistracy 

Captain  T.  Bolton  Jones,  Questions,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  April  18,  868 

Captain  Plunket,  R.M.,  Qoeition,  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  [no  aniwer] 
May  1,  1824 

Major  Bond,  R.M.,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  AprU  20,  984 

Major  Traill,  KM.,  Questions,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Cartfiy,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  April  28,  1067 

Major  Waller  Ashe,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  21,  1100 

Mr.  Clifford  lAoyd,  R.M.,  Question,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  28, 
1671  \'— Circular  by  the  Inspector  of  Police^ 
Co.  Clare,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer. 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  24,  1247;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Red- 
mond :  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  2, 
1032 

Summary  Jurisdiction^  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
May  2,  1934 

Landlord  and  Tenant 
The  Earl  of  Kenmar^s  Estate,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  2, 

1944 

The  Marquess  of  Ely's  EstaU— Interference  of 
the  Police,  Questions,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  2,  1931 

The  Mercers*  Company  and  their  Tenants, 
Question,  Mr.  Leamy  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  April  4,  669 

State  of  Ireland 

Ejectments^  The  Returns— The  Civil  BiU 
Courts,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  April  27, 
1671 

Evictions 

Camacun,  County  Mayo,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Connor  Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  3,  633 

Case  of  Mrs.  Irwin,  of  BrootaJly,  Co.  Armagh, 
Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  April  4,  662 

Return  for  Quarter  ending  2\si  March,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  Lalor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster April  20,  983 

Return,  to  December  31,  1881,  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon; 
Reply,  l<ord  Carlingford ;  Observations, 
Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne  April  28,  1637 

Longford  WorkhouH,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
M*Carthy  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
i<)T  \T%VMvd  kvril  27, 1668 
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Imland— iStattf  of  Ireland-^  EvteUont^^coni. 

The  Evicted  Labourers  <U  Rhode,  King*t 
Cnunty—Ereetion  of  HuU,  Question,  Mr. 
Molloy;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  28.  1666 ;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Molloy, 
Mr.  Ilealjr;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  1,  1827 

Arrears,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  28,  1677 

Murder  of  Mr,  A,  E.  Herbert,  Question,  Mr. 
Bourke ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  i/br  81, 
406 

Alleged  Murders,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  1, 1842 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  ( Ireland)  Act, 

Michael   ConoUy,  Question,   Mr.   O'Donnell; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  27,  8 
Mr,  Martin    Bubon,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  28,  146 
Mr,  Patrick  Oibbons,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ifar  28,  147 
Messrs.  Fitggerald  and  Begley,  Question,  Mr. 

llealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  28, 

147 
Mr,  James  Dooky,  Questions,  Mr.  Redmond ; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  81,  478 
Mr,  Richard  BodneU,  Question,  Mr.   Healjr ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  31.  480 
Mr,  Thomas  Brennan,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  Mar  81,  482 
Messrs,  Ailis,  Cullinane,  Flood,  and  Dalton, 

Question,  Mr.  Healy;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  ifar  81,  487 
Mr,  Martin  0^ Sullivan,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  81,  488 

Mr,  Dillon,  Questions,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen ; 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
MarSl,  493 

Messrs,  John  Rea,  2>.  Hayes  (y  Connor,  emd 
others,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  April  3,  537 

Mr.  John  Healy,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  lor  Ireland 
April  4,  660 

Mr,  James  Holden,  Qoestiona,  Mr.  llealj,  Mr. 
Redmond ;  Answers,  The  Solioitor  General 
for  Ireland  April  4,  660 

Messrs,  Oannon  and  John  Rynolds,  Question, 
Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  The  Solioitor  General 
for  Ireland  April  4.  661 

John  (y£rien,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  4, 
663 

Messrs,  Cullcn  and  Lynott,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar:  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  April  4,  666 

/oAn  J7oo/iAaii,Qaestion,Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
April  4,  667 

Mr,  Parnell,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answer. 
The  Attorney  General  April  17,  733  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  April  18,  877 

Mr,  John  O'Connor,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
AprU  18,  879 
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Messrs,  Hely  and  DowUng,  Question.  Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  20.  978 

Messrs.  James  Bowling,  Denis  Somers,  and 
others,  Questions.  Mr.  Lal«>r  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  April  20.  982 

Mr,  J.  0*Keane  and  others.  Question.  Mr. 
Biggar;  Answer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ^0n7 21, 
1097 

Andrew  and  Patrick  OaUaher,  Question,  Mr. 
Lalor  ;  Answer.  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Apr%l2\, 
1101 

Miss  Kirk,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  21 ,  1109 ;  April  28. 
1670 

Mr,  Joseph  Smyth,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy;  Answer,  Mr.  W,  E.  Forster 
April  24, 1241 

Martin  Scanlan  and  others.  Question,  Mr. 
Labouohere;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  2i,  1250 

Mr.  Moloney,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  24,  1254 

Mr,  Murphy,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  24,  1255 

Messrs,  Nolly  and  O'Kane,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
ApHl  24,  1264 

Mr,  M,  P,  Kenny  and  Mr.  Cantwell,  Question, 
Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  25,  1399 

Enmskiilen  Gaol— Mr.  J.  P,  Quinn,  Question, 
Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  April  27, 1569 

Mr,  William  AbraJiam,  Questions,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton, Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  28, 1672 

Mr,  Henry  0*Mahony,  an  American  Oitisen 
detained  under  the  Act,  Questions.  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  1. 1808 

Mr,  Mie/uul  Ryan-  Wall,  Question.  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  1, 
1812 

Michael  JFhittaker  €Md  Thomas  Dunphy, 
Question,  Mr.  Lalor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  ifay  1,  1818 

Mr.  Molloy,  Question.  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  1, 1824 

Mr.  Luke  Armstrong,  Question.  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  May  1,  1826 

Mr,  P.  L,  White,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  May  2,  1945 

Treatment  of  Persons  arrested  under  the  Act 

Question,  Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  27,  14; 
Questions,  Mr.  llealy,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  SO,  285  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Redmond,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Speaker,  286;  Question, 
Mr.  Redmond ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  3.  632 

Oalway  Oaol,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  21,  8 

Limerick  Oaol,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Coa. 
nor ;  Answer,  Thft  K.\.\.QXTiV|  ^%www5k.\sst\x*r- 
\sxAUaTV\,V\ 
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lKUJJKi>^Prote€ti<m  of  Penon  and  Property  Act, 
ISSl-^Treatment  of  Pertom  arretted  under 
the  Act^eont, 

Armagh  Gaol,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  An- 
swer. The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Ajn-il  37,  1566 

Mr,  P.  CahiU,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor, Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  27,  10 

Michael  Veal,  Questions,  Mr.  B.  Power,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  27,  24 

Members  of  this  Route  arretted  under  the  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Mar  27,  31  ;  Question,  Mr.  Joseph 
Cowen;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  28, 
1679 

Orangegorman  Prison,  Question,  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster -4/>n7  24, 
1264 

Arrest  of  Employes  of  **  United  Ireland*' 
Question,  Mr.  Uealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  3.  537 

Arrest  of  Miss  O'Connor,  Question,  Mr.  O'Don- 
nell ;  Answer.  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  April  3,  558 

Arrests  in  the  County  of  Wexford,  Question, 
Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  April  18,  872 

Persons  claiming  to  be  American  OitiMens  de- 
tained under  the  Act,  Questions,  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  18,  874  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen  ;  An- 
swers. Sir  Charles  W.  DilkeApril  20,  1029  ; 
Questions,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Ilenry ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  April  21,  1109;  Question,  Sir  U. 
Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  ^/7rt7  24,  1256 

Foreign  Subjects  detained  under  the  Act,  Ques- 
tion. Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  April  24,  1270 

Editors  of  Newspapers  arrested  under  the  Act, 
Questions,  Mr.  Lalor ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  JS. 
Forster  April  20,  986 

Arrests  und^r  the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Leamy  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  21, 1 102 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Gibson,  Lord  Arthur  Hill ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  C.  Forster  May  2,  1038 

Arrests  in  Co,  Tipperary,  Question,  Mr. 
Redmond ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  April  27.  1567 

Transfer  of  Prisoners  detained  under  the  Act 
from  Clonmel  Gaol  to  Naas,  Questions,  Mr. 
Healy,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster  April  20.  1031 

Release  of  Prisoners  detained  under  the  Act — 
Limerick  Gaol,  Question,  Mr.  Uealy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  24,  1241  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  O'SulIivan ;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  April  25,  1399  ;  Question, 
Mr.  O'Connor  Power  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  May  2,  1929 

Investigation  of  Cases,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  K.  Forster  April  25,  1404 

Prisoners  detained  under  the  Act— P.  and  W, 
M'Quinlan,  Question,  Mr.  .\rthur  O'Connor  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Avril  27,  1566  ;—Mr.  P.  Arnold,  Question. 
Mr.  Edward  Shell  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  April  87,  1570  ; — Mr, 


iRMhkim^ Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Treatment  of  Persons  arrested  under 
the  Act-— eont, 

T,  Ryan,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  tor  Ireland  April  27, 
1573;  —  ^.  John  McCarthy  and  others. 
Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy, 
Mr.  Redmond,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  £.  Forster:  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell 
Tno  answer]  April  28,  1658 

Alleged  Proselytism  among  Persons  detained 
under  the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Healy;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  28,  140 

Police  Protection— Mr,  Carter^  J,  P.,  Question. 
Mr.  Ion  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  27,  19 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Ion  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Mar  30,  299  ;— Murder  of  a  Carem 
taker  at  Pallas,  Questions,  Mr.  Chaplin.  Mr. 
Lewis ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  il»n7  20, 
1 034  ;—CaretaJcers—Case  of  Richard  Roche, 
Question,  Mr.  Chaplin  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  24,  1252 

Rules  relating  to  Visits  to  Persons  detained 
under  the  Act,  Questions,  Mr.  Redmond ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  21, 1098 ; 
May  1, 1821 

Chairman  of  the  Gort  Board  of  Guardians* 
Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W* 
E.  Forster  April  20, 085 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 

Arms  Lieenees,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  April  S,  532  ;  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  April  18,  877  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Edward  Shell ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  April  27,  1570 

Arms  for  Self  Defence—Major  Traill,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  3.  536 

Returns  os  to  Nwnber  and  Cost  of  Arms 
Surrendered,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  3, 
647 

Proclamation  of  County  Wicklow,  Question, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  20.  979 

Search  for  Arms — Sub-  Inspector  Ball,  Obserra- 
tions,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power;  Reply.  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  ;  short  debate  thereon  April  2\, 
1144  ; — Search  for  Arms  at  Dundalk,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Callan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster 
May  1,  1809  ;—Co.  Kerry,  Question,  Sir 
Walter  B.  Baritelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  May  2.  1935 

Rev.  Thomas  Fcehan,  Question,  Mr.  Marum ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  1,  1821 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Conduct  of  the  Police,  Tipperary,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  27,  12 

Sub'Conttable  Walsh,  Questions.  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
ifar  27,  21 

Constable  Forbes,  Question,  Mr.  Met|^ ;  An- 
swer. The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  27.  25 

Sub-Inspector  Rogers,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Redmond ;  Answers,  'The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  28,  143 


\. 


IBE 


lEI        {SESSION     1882) 

268. 


lEI 


JOH 


Irblamd—  The  Royal  Irish  CoMtabulary^coni. 

The  Drogheda  Taum  Cauneil-^JrUrtman  o/tlie 

Police,  Question,  Mr.  Ilealy  ;    Anawer,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forater  Mar  28,  148 
Younp    Ireland    LiUrary    Society,  Dublin — 

Alleged  Intruiion  of  the  Police,  Question!, 

Mr.  Redmond,  Mr.  Healy ;    Answers,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster,  The  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland  Mar  28,  152 :  Question,  Mr.  Red-. 

roond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  80, 

298 
Charge  against  Constable  Mollog,   Question, 

Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

April  3,  536 
Domiciliary  Visits,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr. 

Leamy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland  April  18,  878 
Bouse  Searches  by  the  Constabularyf  Question, 

Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  April  18.  879 
DiUy  of  Protecting  **  Emergency  Mm,"  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Lalor;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

April  20.  983 
Sergeant  Maguire,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  24,  1240 
Removal  of  Placards    by   the    Constabulary, 

Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 

E.  Forster  ^pri/ 24,  1250 
Pension  to    Widow  of   Sergeant   Kavanagh, 

Question,    Mr.  Mitchell   Henry ;    Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Apnl  24,  1252 
"  United  Ireland  "—Alleged  Excess  of  Duty  by 

a  Constable  at    Walerford,  Questions,  Mr. 

Leamy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  ^pn7  24, 1265 
Appointments  of  County  and  Sub-Inspectors  at 

Londonderry,  Question,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  An* 

swer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  25,  1398 
Telegrams  to  Coroners,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ; 
.  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

April  27,  1573 
The   Police   at    Cappoquin,    Questions,    Mr. 

llealy ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland  Anril  27.  1573 
Co.    Monagkan,    Questions,  Mr.   Lewis,   Mr. 

Callan,  Mr.  Sexton ;   Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster ;    Questions,   Mr.   Maofarlane,  Mr. 

Healy  [no  answers]  May  \,  1813 
Pensions,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster  May  1,  1814 

Ireland — Police  Protection  (  Caretakers) 
Moved  for,  '*  Correspondence  between  the  Irish 
Executive  and  the  Director  of  the  Property 
Defence  Association  on  the  subject  of  police 
protection  to  caretakers"  {The  Earl  of 
Courtown")  Mar  30,  273  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 

Irish  Zand  Commission 
Estate  of  Mr,  Talbot-Crosbie,  Questions,  Mr. 

Sexton,    Mr.     O'Donnell ;     Answers,    The 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  27.  13 
Tlie  Appeal  Court,  Question,  Mr.  Macartney  ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

Mar  30,  285 
The  Sub-Commissioners,  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ; 

Answers.  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  20,  984 
The  Assistant  Commissioners,  Question,  Mr. 

MoUoy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. Forster  Jf^ 21 

1102 


Irish  Land  CommissuM'—eont, 

Appointment   of    a   Sub-Commissioner   (Mir. 

bedigan).  Question,   Mr.   Healy;    Answer. 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  April  2 1 , 

1109 
The   Oalway  Sub-Commissioners,  Questions, 

Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 

E.  Forster  April  28,  1665 

Irish  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Act  (1874) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,    Slake,    Colonel  Colthurst,    Colonel  Nolan, 
Mr.  0* Shea,  Mr.  0* Connor  Power,  Mr.  Collins) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»*  April  19  [Bill  133] 

James,  Sir  H.  (see  Attobnet  Geitbral, 
The) 

James,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Merthyr  Tydfil 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  3R.  1905 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Friendly  Societies — Quinquennial  Returns- 
Report  of  the  Registrar,  1664 

National  Defences — Chatham  Dockyard,  1558 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1438 

Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
1162,  1166,1169 

JomrsoNi  Eight  Hon.  W.  M.  (Attorney 

General  for  Ireland),  Mallow 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Criminal  Law — Charge  of  Conspiracy  to 
Murder,  1820 

Ejectments  —  The  Returns  —  Civil  Bill 
CourU,  1572 

Eyictions — Longford  Workhouse,  1569 

Irish  Fisheries — French  Fishing  Vessels, 
1568 

Magistracy — Captain  T.  Bolton  Jones,  869 

Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd — Circular  hy  the  In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  994,  1027 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Arms 
Licences,  877,  878,  1570,  1571 

Poor  Law^Ballycary  Dispensary  District 
and  Larne  Workhouse.  880  ; — Election 
of  Poor  Law  Guardians — Mr.  O'llalloran, 
a  Suspect,  870 

Post  Office — Convention  of  Paris — Seizure 
of  the  **  Irish  World  "  Newspaper,  148 

Prisons — Enniskillen  Gaol — Regulation  as 
to  Visitors  on  St.  Patrick's  Day,  871  ;— 
Limerick  Gaol — Putting  Untried  Pri- 
soners to  Work,  1557 

Toung  Ireland  Literary  Society,  Dublin — 
Alleged  Intrusion  of  Police,  152 
Ireland  —  Irish    Land     Commission — Miscel- 
laneous Questions 

Appeal  Court,  285 

Esute  of  Mr.  Talbot-Crosbie,  13, 14 

Sub-Commissioners,  1109 
Ireland — Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Land  Court, 

New  Ross,  870  ;— Sec.  8, 882, 885 
Ireland  —  Law    and    J  ustioe  —  Miscellaneous 
Questions 

Admission  of  Solioiton,  148 

Cork  Grand  Jury,  10,  11 

Expenses  of  Crown  WitueaMaAV^^^ 
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JoHirsov,  Right  Hon.  W.  U.—conL 

Peter  Danne,  Cam  ot — Mr.  Joitiee   Fiti- 

gerald.  1140,1141,1143 
Robert  Webster,  Gaie  of,  295 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Aet.  1881 — Miscellaneous  Qaestions 
Enniskillen  Gaol— Mr.  J.  P.  Quinn,  1569 
Michael  ConoUj,  8 
O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  880 
Parnell,  Mr.,  877 

Prisoners  detained  under  the  Act — Arnold, 
Mr.,  1570  :— P.  and  W.  M'Qninlan,  1566  ; 
—Ryan,  Mr.,  1572 
Tipperary  Co.,  Arrests  in,  1567 
Treatment  of  Persons  arrested  under  the 

Act,  8, 9, 15,  17,  19,  24,  25,  1567 
Wexford  Co.,  Arrests,  872 
Ireland— Royal  Irish    Constabulary — Miscel- 
laneous Questions 
Constable  Forbes,  26 
Sub-Constable  Walsh,  21,  22 
Sub-Inspector  Rogers,  145 
Telegrams  to  Coroners,  1573 
Ireland,  State  of — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Ballyragffet,  Riot  at.  485 
Carter,  Mr.  J.  P. — Police  Protection,  20 
House  Searches  by  the  Constabulary,  879 
Ladies'  Land  League — Judge   Barry    and 

Miss  M'Cormack,  21 
Land   League  Huts — Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 

886 
Massy.  Mr.,  of  Suir  Castle,  81 
Police  at  Cappoquin,  1578,  1574 
Police  Viaits,  878, 879 
Tipperary — Conduct  of  the  Police,  12 
Wexford  Co.,  Alleged  Outrage,  872 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  Consid.  add.  eU 

1785,  1786 
Metropolis  Management  and  Building    Acts 

Amendment,  Comm.  cl.  4,  2029 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  931 
Prisons  (England)  Act,  1877— Cost  of  Convey- 
ing Prisoners,  1402 

Judgments  (Inferior  Courts)  Bill 

{Mr,  Monkf  Mr.  Norwood^  Mr.  Anderton^  Mr. 

Carry f  Mr.  Beid,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) 

€.  Committee*— B.p.  April  25  [Bill  44] 

Committee  ;  Report  April  27,  1632 
Considered  April  28,  17b5  ;  after  short  debate, 
further  consideration  deferred 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  E. 

Army— Battalion  Establishments,  298 
Lynn  and  Fakenham  Railway,  2R.  466 

KiMBERLEY,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies) 

Africa  (South)— Basutoland,  272 

Gibraltar  ( Religious  Dissensions) — Dr.  Canilla 
—The  Papers.  461 

I^nd  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881  (Sec.  8,  Sub- 
sec.  9)—"  Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  1226 

Knowles  Mr.  T.,  Wig  an 

Contagious   Diseases   (Animala  )  Act — Crewe 

Cattle  Market,  303 
PflWi/iment— Wigan  New  Wrlt^  Ret.  1968 


Labouohbbb,  Mr.  H.,  NorthampUm 

Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Ac.  847 
Corrupt  Practices   at  Elections  Act — Magis- 
tracy—Mr. Cheney  Garfit,  296 
Ireland — Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd— Circular  by  the 
Inspector  of  Polioe,  Co.  Clare,  1024 
Protection   of  Person   and   Property   Act, 
1881 — Martin  Scanlan  and  others,  1250 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  1893,  1894 
Parliament— Gloucester  Writ,  Res.  1574 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  972 
Slavery — Slave  Trade  in  Asia  and  Africa,  1 711 
Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
1160;  Amendt.  1163,  1170 

Laxng,  Mr.  8.,   Orkney^  ^e. 
£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1703 

Lalor,  Mr.  B.,  Qiuen^i  Co. 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Evictions— Return    for    Quarter   to    2Ist 
March,  982 

Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Interference  of  the 
Constabulary,  1261 

Post  OflBce— "  Pat,"  987 

Royal   Irish  Constabulary — Duty  of  Pro- 
tecting "  Emergency  "  Men,  983 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Editors  of  Newspapers  arrested  under  the 
Act,  980 

Gallaher,  Andrew  and  Patrick,  1101 

Messrs.  Dowling,  Somers,  Ac.  983 

Whittaker,  Michael,  and  Thomas  Dunphy, 
1818 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  Aei,  1881 

MlSCXLLAXaOUS   QUSSTIONS 

The  Land  Courie— -Legal  Expentee,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  27.  33 

The  Land  Court,  New  Rote,  Questions,  Mr. 
Redmond  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  April  18,  869 

Arreare  of  Rente,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  A.  Dick- 
son ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  30,  812  ; 
ApHl  24.  1270 

Sec.  S—**  Adams  v.  Duneeath,**  Question,  Mr. 
liealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  31, 
489;  Questions,  Mr.  Leamy,  Mr.  Ilealy, 
Mr.  Biggar ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  18, 
882;  Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of 
Dunraven  ;  Reply,  Lord  Carliogford  ;  debate 
thereon  April  24,  1204  ;— 7Ae  Land  Com- 
miision — Decision  under  the  Land  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  Ilealy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone  May  1,  1833 

Sec,  10,  Question,  Mr.  Fits* Patrick  ;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  May  1, 
1815 

The  Labourers,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Moore ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  April  4,  675 

Labourers*  Cottages,  Questions,  Mr.  Villiers 
Stuart,  Mr.  ilealy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  May  I,  1817 

The  Sub'Commissioners  {Antrim  and  Deny) 
— Mr*  Ueadeeh,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  An- 
fiwer,  Mr,  W.  E.  Forster  April  %S,  1656 
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Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— oont. 

The  Aitittant  Sttb-Commitiionert  (Kerry  and 
West  Cork)t  Question,  Mr.  Uealj  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  21,  1107  ;  Obser- 
vations, Mr.  Healy  :  Reply,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland ;  Observations,  Mr. 
0'DonncllJ/7ri/21,  1151 

Interference  of  the  Constabulary^  Question, 
Mr.  Lalor ;  Ausvrer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster 
April  24,  1261 

The  Tenantry,  Question,  Mr.  Ilealj  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  24,  1260 

Working  of  the  Act,  Presentation  of  Petition, 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Longford,  Lord 
Dunsanj ;  Replj,  Lord  Carlingford  April  25, 
1870 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [Bill  2] 
(Mr,  Redmond,  Mr,  FameU,  Mr,  Mealy,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 

e.  Moved,  '<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o" 
April  26,  1478 
After  lonjT  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr»  Justin  McCarthy) ; 
after  further  short  debate,  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Land  League  Meetings  (.England) 

Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  AprU  4,  668 

Lansdowke,  Marquess  of 

Jury  Laws  (Ireland),  420 
fjind  Law  (Ireland  Aot,  1881  (See.  8,  Sub-seo. 
0)—"  Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  1232 

Law  and  Juttiee 

Cases  of  Sutpected  Poisoning,  Question,  Mr. 
St.  Aubyn  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt 
Mar  27,  4 

The  Judicature  Act^  The  New  Rules  of  Pro^ 
eedure.  Question,  Mr.  Gregory ;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Haroourt  Mar  27,  15 

The  Magietracy — Newcastle' on^Tyne — Severe 
Sentence,  Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor  ;  An- 
swer.  Sir  William  H«ircourt  Mar^d,  291 

Law  and  Police 

MiSOBLLANBOUS  QUBSTIOHS 

Alleged  Detective  Conspiracy,  Question,  Mr. 
Burt ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  Mar  SO, 
284 

Crimes  of  Violence,  Question,  Mr.  R.  N. 
Fowler ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt 
April  28,  1657 

Persons  found  Drowned  in  the  Thames,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Alderman  W.  Lawrence  ;  Answer, 
Sir  James  M'Garel- Hogg  Afar  28,  146 

Police  Protection  to  Public  Servants,  Observa- 
tions,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton ;  Reply,  Sir 
William  Haroourt ;  Observations,  Mr.  Ro- 
berts ^/>rt7  21,  1130 

ITie  Riots  at  Cambeme,  Cornwall,  Questions, 
Mr.  Leamy,  Mr.  Bellingham  ;  Answers,  Sir 
William  Haroourt  April  21,  1106;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Leamy,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy, 
Mr.  Bellingham,  Mr.  Healy;  Answers,  Sir 
William  Haroourt  April  24, 1266  :  Question, 
Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Hsr- 
oourt  April  28, 1678 

[cont. 


Law  and  PoHce—<ont. 
The  Salvation  Army 

The  Salvation  Army  aX  Crediton,  Question, 
Mr.  Caine ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
April  3,  644;— a<  Whitchurch,  Question, 
Mr.  Caine  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
May  2,  1941 

Attack  upon  the  Salvation  Army  at  Chester, 
Question,  Mr.  Caine;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Haroourt  April  24,  1271 

Hampshire,  Question,  Mr.  Caine  [no  answer] 
May  1,  1841 

Riots  at  Oldham,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son  ;  Answer.  Sir  William  Haroourt  May  I, 
1826 

Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C,  Lambeth 
Australia  (Western)— Free  Emigration,  1103, 
1104 

Lawbenoe,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrey,  Mid, 

Lunaoy  Laws,  Res.  1472 

Lawrence,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  London 
Australia  (Western)— Free  Emigration,  1508 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act ~ Restric- 
tions on  the  Removal  of  Cattle,  1251 
Law  and   Police— Persons  found  Drowned  in 

the  Thames,  146, 147 
Mercantile  Marine—*'  Albert  Edward,"  Recent 

Accident  to  the,  1257 
Metropolis — Thames  Embankment,  293 
Metropolis  Management    and  Building  Acts 
Amendment,  Comm.  2010  ;  Amendt.  2018, 
2021,  2028  ;  d.  4,  2020 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  1418 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Carlisle 

Africa  (South) — State  of  Affairs  in  Basutoland, 
300 

County  Government  Bill — Local  Option,  1678 

Law  and  Tolice — Salvation  Army — Uiots  at 
Oldham,  1826 

Parliament  ^  Order — The  Precincts  of  the 
House — The  Home  Secretary  and  Mr.  Ander- 
son, 556 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Aot,  1881 — Persons  arrested  under  the  Act, 
286 

Leahy,  Mr.  J.,  Kildare 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  924 

Leamy,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Mercers'  Company 

and  their  Tenants,  669 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot,  1881,  Sec.  8,  882 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd — Circular  by  the  Inspec- 
tor of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1003, 1004 
Post  Office— Milford  Post  Office,  1562 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property  Act, 

1881— Arrests  under  the  Act,  1102 
Royal   Irish   Constabulary—*'  United    Ire- 
land"— Alleged   Excess  of  Duty    by  & 
ConsUble  at  Waterford,  1265 
State  of— Police  Visits,  878 
Law  and  Police — Riots  at  Camborne,  11Q^« 
1107, 1266, I26a 
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Lbohhebe,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,  WbrcMUnhirs, 

jr. 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drug^  Act — Coffee  and 
Chicory,  648 

Lbfbvre,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw  (Chief 

Oommissioner  of  Works),  Reading 
Metropolis— Street  Traffic— Hyde  Park  Corner, 

141 
Parks  (Metropolis)-— Richmond  Park,  1819 
Parliament  —  Palace  of  Westminster — Clock 

Tower,  28,  20 
Soath    Kensington    Museam  —  Maseom     of 

Natural  History,  881 
Supply— Royal  Palaces,  1150 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1162, 
1166, 1170,1171, 1172, 1178,1174, 1175, 
1178,1181,  1182 

Lbiohton,  Sir  B.,  8?kropshir$^  8. 

Inland  Revenue — Income  Tax  and  Brevrery 
Licences,  550 

Parliament — Public  Business,  1571 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement- 
Carriage  Duties,  1G76,  1677 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1815 

Lbiqhtok,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  N. 

Lunnoy  Laws,  Res.  1446,  1456 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1866,  1869,  1871 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  971 
Police  Protection  to  Public  Servants,  1130 
Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 

1165,  1166 

Lennox,    Eight    Hon.    Lord    H.    G.y 
Chichester 
Navy,  Strength    of   the,    Res.    1037,    1056, 
1081 

Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderry 

Corrupt    Practices   (Disfranchisement) — Sus- 
pended Boroughs,  1035 
Criminal    Law  —  The    Condemned    Prisoner 

Lamson,  872,  873 
Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies — Inspector  of 

Coals  at  Cardiff,  1264 
Ireland — Protection   of   Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881  — Mr.  Parnell,  733,  877 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Co.  Monaghan, 
1813;— Pensions,  1814 
Ireland,  State  of— Alleged  Murders,  1842 
Police  Protection- Murder  of  a  Caretaker, 
1034 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  554,  876; 
— Rules  of  Procedure — Debate  of  Thursday, 
Personal  Explanation,  491 
Parliament  -Gloucester  Writ,  Res.  1574, 1575, 

1577,  1578,  1580 
Parliament— Wigan    New    Writ,    Res.   1946, 

1952,  1963 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1442 
Parliamentary  Elections   Expenses,  2R.  973. 
974 


Liberal   Association    of  Ipstotehf   I%e — 
Violent  Language 
Question,    Mr.     Bellingham ;     Answer,    Mr. 
Gladstone  May  1, 1838 

Lindsay,  Colonel  Sir  B.  J.  Loyd,  Berk- 
shire 

Army  Estimates— Provisions,  Ae,  802 

Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  Beaumaris 

Commonable  Rights,  2R.  257 

Oxford    University  (Jesus  College  Statutes), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  2007 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegnl 

Practices),  2  R.  1597 

Local    Gtoyernment    (Gas)    ProYisional 
Order  Bill 

{Mr,  mhbert,  Mr,  Dodton) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»«  May  1  [Bill  144] 

Local  Gtoyemment   FroYisional  Orderi 
(No.  1)  Bill 

{Mr,  Ribbfrt,  Mr,  Dodion) 
e.  Ordered  •  April  18 

Read  1<»  •  AprU  19  [Bill  181] 

Read  2<'  •  April  25 

Local   Gtoyemment   Provisional  Orderi 
(No.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Ribbertf  Mr.  Dodion) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  I*  •  May  1  [Bill  145] 

Local  Gtoyemment    Provisional    Order 
(Highwajs)  Bill 

{Mr.  mN>ert,  Mr.  Dodton) 
e.  Ordered  •  AprU  18 

Read  1«>  •  April  19  [  Bill  1 29] 

Read  2<»  •  ApHl  25 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orderi 
(Poor  Law)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Dodsm) 
e.  Ordered  •  April  18 

Read  l*»  •  April  19  [Bill  180] 

Read2o*  J[prt725 

Local  Government  (Lreland)  Provisional 

Order  Bill    (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Lord 

Frederick  Cavendish) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  I-  •  April  21  [Bill  188] 

Read  2«>»ifay  2 

Local  Government  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Ballymena,  ftc)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Frivy  Seal) 
I.  Presented;   read  1**,  and  referred    to    the 
Examiners  Mar  30  (No.  57) 

Read2*»i4;mZ24 
Committee  *  ;  Report  May  2 
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LoKGFOBD,  Earl  of 

Army  (Annaal),  2R.  1236  ;  dR.  1555 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881— Working  of 
the  Act— Petition,  1379 

Lopes,  Sir  M.,  Bwonshire^  8. 

Education  Department — New  Code,  630,  640 
Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce,  1409 
Navy,  Strength  of  the,  Res.  1077 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  958 

LowTHEB,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Lincoln^  N, 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1193 
Parliament— Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  1961 
Public   Affairs,  State  of — Irish  Policy  of  the 

Government,  1836  ;    Ministerial  Statement, 

1983 
Supply— Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 

1168,1180 

LowTHEB,  Hon.  W.,  Westmorsland 

Poor    Law    (England)  —  Oldham    Board   of 

Guardians,  1811 
Public  Health— SheflSeld  SmalUpoz  Hospital, 

1810 

LxjBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  London  Uhiver»iiy 
Education  Department — New  Code,  598 
Main  Roads  (England),  1810 
£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1689 
Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  2),  2R.  1785 

Lunacy  Lawn 
Moved,  "  That  all  lunatics  ought  to  be  com- 
mitted to  the  keeping  of  the  State"  {Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton)  April  25,  1446;  after 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  34,  N.  81 ;  M.  47 
(D.  L.  72) 

Lynn  and  Fakmham  Railway  Bill  {by 

Order) 
«.  Moved,   ''That    the    Bill    be  now  read  2^*'* 
(Sir  Charles  Forster)  Mar  31,  462 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
'*  it  is  not  desirable  to  proceed  with  a  Bill 
which  unnecessarily  interferes  with  the  Cathe- 
dral  Precincts  at  Norwich,  and  with  the 
ancient  historical  gateway  there"  (Mr.  E, 
Stanhope)  9. ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the 
words,  Ao. ;"  after  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2* 

MoArthxtb,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 
Slave  Trade  in  Asia  and  Africa,  1723 

Maoabtney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission — The  Appeal 

Court,  285 
Public  Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 
GoTerument,  Ministerial  Statement,  1987 

M'Oabthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Crime,  701 

Evictions— Longford  Workhouse.  1568 
Magistracy— Major  Traill,  R.N.,  1667 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd— Circular  by  the  In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1002 
State  of— Prohibitod  Publio  MMting ,  538 


M'Cabtht,  Mr.  Justin— c<m<. 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Enniskillen  Gaol— Mr.  J.  P.  Quinn,  1569 
Prisoners    detained    under  the   Act — Mr. 

M'Carthy  and  others,  1658 
Smyth,  Mr.  Joseph,  1241 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  14 
Land   Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1549 
Law  and  Police — Riots  at  Camborne,  1267 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1195,  1765 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Tuesdays, 

1036 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  85,  1858 
Public  Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  1976 
Supply,  Report,  170,  178 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1178 

M'OoAN,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Wiekkw 
Turkey— Midhat  Pasha,  1407 

Maofarlanb,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co. 

Criminal  Law — Case*of  Jane  M'Evoy,  20 
Fires  in  Theatres  (Prevention),  Res.  800 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Scotland)— Evictions  iu 

the  Island  of  Skye,  1675 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1509,  1535 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House-^Tuesday 

Sittings,  1680 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary — Ck>.    Monaghan, 

1814 
Theatres    and    Music    Halls    (Metropolis)— 

Metropolitan  Building  Act,  1878— Seo.  11, 

297 

MoOabel-Hogg,  Sir  J.  M.,  I^uro 

Law  and  Police — Persons  found  Drowned  in 

the  Thames,  146, 147 
Metropolis— Street  Traffic- Hyde  Park  Cor- 
ner, 141 
Theatres  and  Music  Halls — Prevention  of 
Fires — Metropolitan  Building  Act,  1878, 
Sec.  11,  297 
Metropolis  Management  and    Building   Acts 
Amendment,  Comm.  2023, 2026, 2028 ;  d.  i, 
2030 


Mao  Iyeb,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 

Cyprus,  Island  of — New  Constitution — Repre- 
sentation of  Mussulmen  in  the  Legislative 
Council,  1272 

Parliament— Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  1960 

Supply,  Report,  Amendt.  153,  161 

Ways  and  Means,  Report,  1414 


MoEjbnka,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  ( 1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 

121,  125,  130 
Imperial  Taxation,  912,  919 
Inland  Revenue — Duty  on  Silver  Plate,  306 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  112 
Soppily  Roport,  168 
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MAOKnrrosH,  Mr.  0.  Fbasee-,  Tnvernsu, 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Scotland)— Disturbances 
in  the  Island  of  Sltye,  1032  ;— Evictions  in, 
1822, 1823 

MoLaqan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithffowshirs 

Agricaltural  Holdings,  Notices  of  Remofal 
(Scotland),  2R.  235 

Maolivbb,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Plymouth 

Army — Payment  of  Pensions,  1106 

Army  Organixation— Royal  Artillery  and  Royal 

Engineers— Officers'  Retirement,  985 
Navy — Payment  of  Naval  Pensions,  1260 
Post  Office— The  Australian  Mails,  873 
Ways  and  Means,  Res.  8  ;— Coffee,  1813 

Magniao,  Mr.  0.,  Bedford 

France  —  Commercial    Treaty  —  Renewal    of 

Negotiations,  1271 
£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1707,  1708 

Main  Roads  {England) — Legislation 
Qaestion,  Sir   Massey   Lopes  ;    Answer,   Mr. 
Dodton  May  1, 1810 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Essex,  8. 

Burial  Fees,  2R.  260 

Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1474, 1476 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1808 
Post  Office— Parcels  Post,  298 

Marjoribanks,  Mr.  E.,  Berwickshire 
Herring  Brand  Committee,  Res.  527 

Married  Women's  Property  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Committee  Mar  28,  136  (No.  13) 

Martin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co, 

Ireland,  Stote  of— Riot  at  Ballyragget,  483, 

484 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1767 

Martin,  Mr.  B.  Biddulph,  Tewkesbury 
Inland  Revenue — Railway   Passenger  Duty — 
Cheap  Trains  Act,  1844,  1830 

Marxjm,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny  Co. 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Rev. 
Thomas  Feehan,  1821 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,   Wiqton 

Agricultural    Holdings,   Notices  of    Removal 

(Scotland),  2R.  229 
Civil  Imprisonment  (Scotland),  2EI.  251 
Supply  —  Public    Education    (England  and 

Wales),  654,  655,  656 

Maxwell-Hsron,  Oaptain  J.  M.,  Kirk- 
eudhright 
Metropolis   Mansgement  and   Buildings  Acts 
Amendment,  Comm.  2018 


Meldon,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Kildare 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 

Motion    for  Adjournment,   119;    Amendt. 

130, 133 
Ireland — Poor   Law — Superannuation  of  Dr. 

Alexander  Smiley,  Medical  Offiear  aft  BaUy- 

enrry,  481 

Mercantile  Marine 
Accident  to  the  **  Albert  Edward"  Channd 
SteoMner,  Questions,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  Law- 
rence, Mr.  Dixon- Ilartland ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  April  24,  1257  ;  Question, 
Captain  Price ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
May  1, 1815 
PropoHd  Shipping  Council,  Qneation,  Mr. 
Gourley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  90, 
297 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts 

MlSOBLLAKBOnS  QUSSTIOVS 

Collitions  at  Sea,  Question,    Captain  Price ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  April  24,  1258 
Lodging-Hoiue  Touts  at  Q^leenttown,  Question, 

Mr.  A.  Moore;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain 

Mar  30,  293 
Passenger  cmd  Emigrant  Ships,  Questions,  Mr. 

A.    Moore  :    Answers,    Mr.    Chamberlain 

Apnl  25,  U05  ;  May  I,  1816 
The  *'  City  of  Limerick,**  Question,  Mr.  Ry- 

lands  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  April  20, 

978 

Metge,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Meath 
Ireland — Royal  Irish  Constabolary — Conitable 
Forbes,  25 

Metropolis 

MiSCBLLANBOUS  QOBSTIOHB 

Carriage  Roads,  Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  April  28,  1669 

Street  Accidents,  Question,  Mr.  Gourley ;  An- 
swer, Sir  William  Harcourt  Mar  30,  306 

Street  Traffic — Byde  Park  Comer,  Question, 
Sir  James  M'Garel-Hogg ;  Anawer,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  Mar  28,  141 

The  Parks^Richmond  Park^The  Rochamp- 
ton  Gate,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Dun  raven ; 
Answer,  Lord  Sudeley  ;  Observations,  Lord 
Oranmore  and  Browne  Mar  30,  281  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  MoUoy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre 
May  I,  1818 

The  Thames  Embankment,  Question,  Mr. 
Alderman  W.  Lawrence ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  30,  293 

Metropolis — Fires  in  Theatres  {Preven- 
tion) 

Precautions  in  Case  0/  Fire  ^Metropolitan 
Buildings  Act,  1878,  Sec.  11,  Question,  Mr. 
Macfarlane ;  Answer,  Sir  James  M'Garel- 
Hogg  Mar  30,  297 ;  Question,  Mr.  Dixon* 
Ilartland  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
April  4,  666 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  17, 
To  leave  out  from  *'  That,''  and  add  *'  in 
view  of  the  great  danger  to  the  Theatre- 
going  public  from  the  insufficiency  of  powers 
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Metrapdu^Firet  in  ThMtrtM  {PrevenH<m)~^ 
oont. 

under  existing  Acts  relating  to  Theatres, 
and  the  laxity  with  which  such  powers,  con- 
ferred by  various  Acts  of  Parliament,  have 
been  exercised,  and  that  any  day,  unless 
some  steps  are  taken  to  insure  proper  exits 
and  necessary  appliances  against  fire,  a  cala- 
mity may  happen  which  may  cause  as  terrific 
a  loss  of  life  as  that  which  lately  occurred  at 
the  Ring  Theatre  at  Vienna,  a  Select  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  investigate  the  state 
of  the  exits,  and  what  appliances  exist  for 
the  prevention  or  extinction  of  fires  in 
Theatres  and  Music  Halls,  and  to  report 
the  result  of  their  investigations  and  recom- 
mendations thereon  "  {Mr,  Dixat^-Hartland) 
v.,  788 ;  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the 
words,  Ao. ;  '*  after  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  copies  of  the  Report 
made  to  the  Home  OflBce  by  Captain  Shaw, 
chief  oflScer  of  the  London  Fire  Brigade, 
with  regard  to  the  dangers  to  which  the 
public  are  exposed  from  fire  in  the  Metropo- 
litan theatres,  and  as  to  the  means  of  exit 
provided  for  them  ( The  Earl  of  MilUoum), 
May  1,  1806  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 


Metropolis   Management  and  Building 
Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Jamet  M^Oarel-Hogg,  Admiral  Sir  John 
Hay,  Sir  Andrew  Lutk) 

e.  Read  2<>  •  April  26  [Bill  107] 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair" 
May  2,  2010 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee  "  (Mr, 
Alderman  W,  Lawrence)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  Ao. ;"  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  Committee — b.p. 


Metropolis  (Bating  of  Footways)  Bill 

{Mr.  Torrens,  Sir  Andrew  Lutk,  Sir  Jamet 
Laiorence,  Mr.  William  M*Arthur,  Baron 
Henry  De  Worms,  Mr,  Boord) 

c.  Read  2**  Mar  29  [Bill  110] 

Metropolitan  Commons  Supplemental  Bill 

{Mr.  Eibhert,\Mr.  Dodton) 

e.  Read  d«  *  Mar  27  [BiU  92] 

{.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Roeebery)  Mar  27  (No.  88) 

Read  2**  April  2^ 

Committee  * ;  Report  April  26 

Read  S^*  April21 

Royal  Assent  AprU  28  [45  Vtet.  c.  iii] 

MiDLETON,  Viscount 

Criminal  Law  —  The  Condemned  Convict 
Lamson,  Motion  for  an  Address,  1886 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot,  1881  (See.  8,  Sob* 
■eo.  9)—"  Adams  v.  Danitsth,'^  1285 


Militanr  ManoBuvres  Bill      {Mr.  SeereUry 

Childere,  Mr,  Campbell^Bannerman) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  April  19  [Bill  184] 

Read  2o,  after  short  debate  May  I,  1900 

Militia  Acts  Consolidation  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary   Childert,    The  Judge   Advocate 

General,  Mr,  Campbell-Bannennan) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  ApHl  8  [BiU  123] 


Militia  Storehouses  BiU 

{Mr.  Sastinge,  Sir  Matthew  Ridley) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  Mar  29  [Bill  116] 

Read2o*i4pn7  26 
Committee  ;  Report  May  1, 1915 
Read  d<»  •  May  2 

MiLLTowv,  Earl  of 

Criminal    Law  —  The    Condemned    Convict 

I^mson,    1082 ;    Motion  for    an   Address, 

1383 
Gibraltar  (Religious  Dissensions) — Dr.  Canilla 

—The  Papers,  461 
Theatres  and  Music  Halls  ( Metropolis)«-Pre- 

cautions  in  Case  of  Fire,  Address  for  Papers, 

1806,  1807 

Mineral  Leases — Insecurity    of   Tenants* 

Capital 
Question,  Mr.  Rolls ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  28,  151 

Mines  {Coal)    Regulation    Act,    1872— 

Ahram  Colliery  Explosion 
Question,  Mr.   Burt;    Answer,   Sir  William 
Ilarcoart  May  2, 1929 

Mnnx),  Earl  of 
Precognitions  (Scotland),  277 

MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  0.,  King^s  Co. 

Ireland  (Evictions) — Evicted  Labourers  at 
Rhode,  King's  Co.  1666, 1827 

Irish  Land  Commission — Assistant  Commis- 
sioners, 1102 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Richmond  Park,  1818 

Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Gloucester  City 

Bankraptoj  Law  Amendment,  2R.  1870 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 

119,  125  ;  Amendt.  126,  127,  128, 129, 180, 

134,  135 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  Consid.  add.  el. 

1786,  1787 
Parliament— Gloucester  Writ,  Res.  1580 
Post  OflSce— Parcels  Post,  6 

MoNTEAGLE,  Lord 
Ireland  (Evictions)  -The  Return  to  Deoember 
31, 1881,  1637 

MooRE,  Mr.  A.  J.y  Clonmel 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot,  1881— The  Labourers, 

675 
Merchant    Shipping   Acts — Emigrant    Ships, 
1405,  1816 
Lodging'bouse  Touts  at  Queenfltown«  293 
Supply,  R^rt,  207 
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MonoAN,  Bight  Hon.  G.  Osborne  (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Dinbighshirs 

Army  (Annaal),  2R.  660;  Gomm.  eL  4, 
Amendt.  784 ;  add,  cl.  744 

Burial  Fees,  2R.  264,  267 

Ecclesiastical  and  Mortaarj  Fees,  Motion  for 
a  Select  Committee,  215,  219 

MoRLEY,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  War) 
Armj  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Easter  Volunteer 

Review,  460, 1641 
Army  (Deserters),  Motion  for  a  Return,  137 
Army  (Alternative  Punishment),  2R.  1556 
Army  (Annual),   2R.    1237,    1288  ;    Comm. 

1374 
England  and   France — The   Channel  Tunnel 

Scheme,  459 

Moss,  Mr.  B.,  Winchester 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Oomm. 
1318 

Mowbray,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 

University 
Burial  Fees,  2R.  268 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  512 
Ireland,    State  of — Occupation    of   Huts    by 

Persons  Evicted — Interference  of  the  Police, 

1248 
Oxford  University  (Jesus   College  Statutes), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  2006 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  50 

MuKDELLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Oommittee  of  Oouncil 
on  Education),  Sheffield 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)   Acts — Miscel- 
Uneous  Questions 
Crewe  Cattle  Market,  303 
Foot*and- Mouth  Disease,  1036 
Restrictions  on  the  Movement  of  Cattle, 

1251 
Returns  of  Infected  Areas,  29 
Education  Department — Miscellaneous  Ques- 
tions 
Board  School  Grants,  206 
Education  Grants  under  the  New  Code,  16, 

485 
New   Code,  308,   621,   624,  636,  640;— 

Schedule  6 -Pupil  Teachers,  482 
Phonetic  System  in  Board  Schools,  545 
Science  and  Art — *'  Hall  of  Science/'  543 
Wales  —  Report    of  Departmental   Com- 
mittee, 1 245 
Educational    Endowments   (Scotland),    544 ; 

Leave,  1916 
Endowed  Schools  Acts— Charity  Commission, 

1670 
Geological  Surrey  (Scotland),  1261 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  392 
Provincial  Art  Galleries  and  Museums,   Res. 

692 
Supply — Public   Education    in   England    and 
Walen,  6i8,  655,  656 
Science  and  Art  Department,  drc.  657 


Mmiicipal  Corporations  Bill 

\^Mr,  Sibbtrt,  Secretary  Sir  WxUiam  Hareouri) 

e.  Committee ;  Report  Mar  27, 1 14     [Bill  61] 

Order  for  Committee  (&n  re-comm,)  read ; 
Moved,  '*  That  this  House  will,  upon  Tues- 
day next,  at  Two  of  the  clock,  resolve  itself 
into  the  said  Committee"  {Lord  Richard 
Orotvenor)  April  21,  1183 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **Two  of  the  clock" 
{Mr,  ChapHn)  ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That 
the  words,  &o. ;  **  after  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  100,  N.  50 ;  M.  50  (D.  L.  70) 

Main  Question  proposed,  1202;  Moved,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned"  Earl  Percy); 
Motion  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee 
deferred 

Order  for  Committee  {on  re-comm,)  read; 
Moved,  "  That  this  House  will,  upon  Tues- 
day next,  at  Two  of  the  clock,  resolve  itself 
into  the  said  Committee"  {Lord  Fredenek 
Cavendish)  April  28,  1752 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  at  Two  of  the  clock" 
(Mr.  Chaplin);  Question  proposed,  **Tbat 
the  words,  &o. ;"  after  debate.  Moved, "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  **  {Mr,  R,  S, 
Fowler) ;  after  further  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put:  A.  36,  N.  90;  M.  54  (D.  L.  73) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
dEC,"  1777  ;  Moved,  ''That  this  House  do 
now  adjourn"  {Mr,  Biggar);  after  short 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ac,"  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Committee 
deferred 

Committee*  {on  re-comm,) — b.p.  May  2 

[Bill  113] 


Navy 

MiSOSLLANSOUS   QUXSTIOITS 

Chatham  Dockyard  Worhnen,  Question,  Mr. 
Gorst;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  April  20, 
1030 

The  National  Defences — Chatham  Dockyard^ 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  James,  Colonel  Stan- 
ley ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers  April  27,  1558 

Portsmouth  Dockyard — Discharge  of  Work-- 
men.  Question,  Mr.  T.  C.  Bruce  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  27,  27 

The  Dockyards —The  Bank  Holidays,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gorst,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  27, 18 

Indian  Troopthips— Chatham,  Question,  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan April  18,  874 

Troopthips,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  27,  22 

The  Troopship  "  Assistance,"  Question,  Lord 
Claud  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Mar  27,  27 

Launch  of  U.M.S.  "  Colossus,"  Question,  Sir 
11.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan April  4,  676 

Naval  Barracks  at  Portsmouth,  Question,  Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
vclvan  Mar  27,  23 
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Payment  of  Naval  Peniiont,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Uont,  Mr.  PuleitoD,  Mr.  Mftoliver,  Baron 
Henry  Do  Worms ;  Answen,^  Mr.  Ohildert 
April  24,  1259 

Roman  Catholic  Chaplains  for  Troopships, 
Question/  Oolonel  Nolan  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  27,  82 

The  "SaUllite"  Class,  Question,  CapUin 
Price  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Treveljan  Mar  30,  292 

The  Shipbuilding  Programmit,  Question,  Gap- 
tain  Prioe ;  Answer,  Mr.  TreToijan  April  27, 
1568 

Nd^ — Strength  of  the  Navy 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  20,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "  owing  to 
the  enormous  increase  in  the  Ironclad  Navies 
of  the  World,  the  Trade  and  Commerce  of 
the  Empire  is  endangered,  and  that  it  is  de- 
sirable that  steps  should  be  at  once  taken  to 
make  an  adequate  addition  to  the  strength 
of  the  Navy"  (Lord  Henry  Lennom)  v., 
1037  ;  Question  proposed,  *<  Thai  the  words, 
&o.  : "  after  long  debate.  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Nbwdbgatb,  Mr.  C.  N.  ,  Warwickshire,  N. 
Papal  See* Diplomatic  Communications,  Res. 

903 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  340,  400,  1882,  1892, 

1894 
Public  Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  1982 

Nolan,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  Oalway  Co, 

Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Irish  Political  Prisoners— Sir  John  Hay's 

Motion,  1945 
Poor  Taw — Gort  Board  of  Guardians,  985 
Potato  Crop  Committee,  1880,  1408 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1554 
Navy  —  Troopships,    22  ; — Roman    Catholic 

Chaplains,  32 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1355 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  040 
Supply— Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
1168,1170,1173 

NoBTHCOTE,  Eight    Hon.    Sir  8.    H., 
Devon,  N. 
Ireland — (3rime,  608 

Mr.    Cliflfbrd  Lloyd — Circular  by  the    In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1008, 1017 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  402, 1108, 

1680,  1840,  1945 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  391,  393,  400,  1806 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1361 
Public  AfKsirs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 
Government,    Ministerial  Statement,  1970, 
1975,  1978 
Supply,  Report,  210 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1284,  1292,  1306;  Report,  Ues.  1,  UU, 
1417 ;  Ret.  2, 1420 

YOL.  OOLXVni.  Fthied  sbeibb.] 


NoBTHOOTB,  Mr.  H.  8.,  Exeter 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  77 

O'Beibns,  Colonel  F.,  Leitrim 
Army — Militia  Regulations,  1880 — Brevet  Pay, 
1242 
Senior  Majors — Extra  Pay,  1244 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1607 

O'Brien,  Sir  P.,  King'e  Co. 
Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
1167, 1172 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  A.,  Queen^s  Co, 

Civil  Service  Appointments — Private    Seore- 
Uries  to  Cabinet  Ministers,  299,  300,  1272, 
1728,  1748,  1744 
Endowed  Schools  Acts — Charity  Commission, 

1669 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Crown  Rents,  12 
Irish  Fisheries — French  Fishing    Vessels, 

1568 
Law  and  Justice— Peter  Dunne,  Case  of— 
Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  1138,  1140,  1141 
Magistracy— Captoin  Plunket,  R.M.,  1825 
Ireland— Protection   of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Iloolihan,  Mr.  J.,  667 
Prisoners     detained     under   the     Act  — 

P.  and  W.  M*QuinIan,  1566 
Treatment  of  Persons  arrested  under  the 
Act — Cahill,  Mr.,  19  ; — Limerick  Gaol, 
17,18 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1201 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  109 
Supply,  Report,  162 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1173 

O'DoNNELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 
Army  (Annual),  2R.  572,  574 
Civil  Service   Appointments — Private    Seore- 

taries  to  Cabinet  Ministers,  301,  1747 
Customs  Department — Recent   Appointments 

—Mr.  Walpole,  677,  678 
India — Bengal — Mortality  in  Prisons,  304 
Finance,  ^.-^Import  Duties   on    Indian 
Products,  7, 8 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Crime,  711 
Crown  Rents,  12 
Irish   Land   Commission — Estate   of   Bfr. 

Talbot>Crosbie,  14 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Assistant  Sub-Com- 
missioners (Kerry  and  West  Cork),  1158  ; 
—Land  Courts— Expenses,  33 
Magistracy— Major  Traill,  R.N.,  1668 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Michael  ConoUy,  8 
O'Connor,  Miss,  Arrest  of,  558 
Prisoners   detained    under  the  Act — Mr. 
McCarthy  and  others,  1663 
Land  Law  (Iroland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1553 
Law  and  Police — Riots  at  Camborne,  Cornwall, 
1673, 1674 
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CDomrxLL,  Mr.  F.  K.^Mnt. 

Manioipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1199, 1774 
Parliament— Busineu  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question ),  Res.  110, 350 ;  Amendt.  1843, 

1872 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Oomipt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1363,  1480 
Provincial  Art  Galleries  and  MaMnms,  Res. 

097 
Supplj,  Report,  183,  187 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasore  Gardens,  1178, 
1174. 1175 

Official  AppointfMnU  —  See  title   Civil 
Service  AppointmentB 

Ojffidal  Salaries — Mr.  Algernon  West 
Qaestion,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;   Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cayendish  April  30,  984 

One-Pound  Bank  Notes 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  S apply  A^l  28,  To 
leave  ont  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  prohibition  of  the 
issue  of  bank  notes  of  £1  each  in  England 
and  Wales  is  unreasonable  and  ought  to  be 
remoTed,  and  that  all  needful  steps  ^uld  be 
forthwith  taken  to  antboriae  the  issue  of 
such  notes"  (Mr,  WilUam  Fowler)  1/., 
1082  ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  Uie  words, 
Ac.  ; "  after  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  Guildford 

Africa   (South)  —  Cetewajo  —  Visit    to    this 

Country,  1942,  1943 
Cooper's  Uill  College,  Res.  1124 
India — Indian  Council— The  Vacancy,  15 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1594, 1614 
Public  Affairs — Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland 

—Earl  Cowper,  1838 

Opium  Trade — The  Chefoo  Convention 
Question,  Mr.  Pnleston  ;  Answer,  Sir  Okarles 
W.  Dilke  AprU  24,  1244 

Orakmore  Aim  Browns,  Lord 

Army  (Annual),  Comm.  1877 
IreUndCEyiotions) — The  Return,  to  December 

31,  1881,  1637 
Royal   Parks— Richmond  Park— The   Roe- 

hampton  Gate,  281 

O'Shaughnessy,  Mr.  E.,  Limerick 

Ireland  —  Irish    Fisheries  —  French    Fishing 
Vessels,  1068 
Mr.  Clifford   Lloyd-- Circular   by  the  In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1013 
Pariiament— Business  of  the  Hoase  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  838 

O'Shba,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 
Army — Payment  of  Pensions,  987 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 

Amendt.  134,  135 
England  and  Franoe— Tbe  CYiaiviielV  T\iciti«\ 
Scheme,  33, 1082 

\cont. 


O'Shba,  Mr.  W.  U,—cafU. 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (IS6I)  Ametidmelit, 

3B.139t 
^06t  Law  Gdaf^ialiff  (Irahmd),  2fi.  ^fy 
Protection  of  Peraon  and  Pi^tty  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Mr.  W.  Abraham,  1673 
Spain— Commercial  Treaty— Negotiations,  29 
Supply,  Report,  160 

O'SuLUVAN,  Mr.  W.  H.«  Liencriek  Co. 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Qnestiona 

Criminal  Law — Riot  at  Kilross — Seatences 

upon  the  Prisoners,  540 
Prisons — limerick   Qaol — Patting  untried 

Prisoners  to  Work,  1557, 1930 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Release  of  Persons  detained  under 
the  Act,  1399,1400 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  941 
Post  Office— The  Parcel  Post,  542 

Oxford  and  Cambridge  UnwmreiUes  Com- 
mission 
The  Siaiuies^ReHgumt  Teaehky  and  War- 

ship,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Caraarron ; 

debate  thereon  May  1,  1788 
The  Oxford  SUUutes,  QueeUon,  Mr.  ThoroM 

Rogers ;    Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mm  1, 

1840 
Lincoln  College  (Oxford)  SlaMes,   Obeerra- 

tions,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Camperdown ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Chancellor  Mixy  2, 1018 

Oxford  University  {Jesus  College  SMutes) 
Mo? ed,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Msjesty,  praying  Her  Majeety  that 
She  will  be  graciously  pleaaed  to  withhold 
her  consent  from  the  Statutes  proposed  by 
the  University  of  Oxford  Comniisaioners  for 
Jesus  College,  which  Statutes  were  laid  npoo 
the  Table  of  this  House  on  the  7th  of 
February  last "  (Mr.  Busseg  Vivian)  May  8, 
1097  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdnwn 

Paget,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somersetshire^  Mid 

Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1467 

Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  3R.  1908 

Palmer,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Lincoln 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1334 

Papal  See  (Diplomatic  Communications) 
Moved,  "  That,  while  recognising  the  value  of 
a  good  understanding  l^tween  this  Country 
and  the  Papal  See,  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  all  communications  between  any  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  and  the  authorities  of 
the  Vatican  should  be  plaoed  on  official 
record  in  accordance  with  the  constitutional 
practice  in  diplomatic  affiurt,  and  should  be 
conducted  with  the  cognizanoe  of  Parlia- 
ment"  (Sir  Henry  Wolff)  April  18,887; 
after  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived 

Pariah  Registers  Bill        (Mr.  Borhu,  Mr. 

Bry^^  Mr.  Mettor,  Mr.  CochrtmO'Fmtrich) 
c,  Ox^^tii^  \  T«a.^  V*  AyrxX  V^  '^pttl  182] 
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LORDS— 

Speaker  of  the  Bouse  April  24,  1204 
Claims  of  Peerage,  §rc..  The  Earl  of  Milltown, 
the  Lord  Kintore,  and  the  Lord  Ozenfoord 
added  to  the  Select  Committee  in  the  place 
of  the  Marquess  of  Abercorn,  the  Earl  of 
Mansfield,  and  the  Lord  O'Hagan 

Parliament — Representative  Peers  of  Ire- 
land 

Moved,  "  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and 
Hanaper  do  make  a  Retam  of  the  dates  of 
the  issae  of  the  vrrits  for  the  election  of  all 
Representative  Peers  of  Ireland  who  have 
been  elected  since  the  year  1850  ;  and  also 
of  the  dates  of  the  receipt  of  the  latest  re- 
turn in  each  case  which  has  been  sent  in  to 
the  Hanaper  OflBce  in  obedience  to  such 
writs  "  ( The  Earl  of  Belmore)  Mar  27,  4  ; 
Amotion  amended,  and  agreed  to 

The  Ix>rd  Chancellor  acquainted  the  Uouse 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  had  re- 
ceived (bj  post)  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
and  Hanaper  in  Ireland  (pursuant  to  order 
of  Monday  last)  Return  respecting  the  elec- 
tion of  Representative  Peers  of  Ireland  : 
Ordered,  That  the  said  Return  be  printed 
(No.  54)  Mar  30 

COMMONS— 

Order— The  Precincts  oftfte  Hause^The  Borne 
Secretary  and  Mr.  Anderson,  Notice  of 
Question,  Mr.  Callan ;  Questions,  Sir  Wil- 
frid  Lawson,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Speaker ;  Observations,  Mr.  Anderson,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  April  3,  556 

Private  and  Provisional  Order   Confinnalion 
BiiU 

Ordered,  That  Stonding  Orders  Nos.  92. 
and  03.  be  suspended ;  and  that  the  time 
for  depositing  petitions  praying  to  be  heard 
against  Private  and  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire 
during  the  adjournment  of  the  House  at 
Easter,  be  extended  to  the  first  day  on 
which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the  recess 
Ifar  30 

PHvate  Bills 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  129  and  39  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against 
any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order, 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depositing 
duplicates  of  any  Doooments  relating  to  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or 
Provisional  Certificate,  be  extended  to  Mon- 
day the  17th  instant  April  4 

Standing  Order  167 

Select  Committee  appointed,  to  consider  and 
report  whether  Standing  Order  167f  prohi- 
biting the  payment  of  interest  or  dividend  on 
calls  during  the  construction  of  a  Railway, 
shall  be  retained  or  modified ;  List  of  tl^o 
Oommitt99  April  4,  050 


Pauiambnt — CoutiovB^cont^ 

PrivaU(Bybrid)BiUs^Forih  Bridge  Railway 
Bill,  QaestioD,  Mr.  Bolton;  Answer,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley  April  21,  1101;  Question, 
Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
April  2S,  1668 

Business  of  the  Bouse 

Arrangement  of  Public  Business,  Questions* 
Sir  Stafford  Nortbcote,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton, Sir  Greorge  Campbell;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  3 1 , 
492 ;  Questions,  Sir  SUfford  Northoote,  Mr. 
Gorst,  Mr.  Hussey  Vivian  ;  Answers,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  April  21,  1108; 
Questions,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Speaker,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  April  27,  1631 ;  Ques- 
tion,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  May  1, 
1810 ;  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  2,  1945 ; — 
Opposition  to  Motions,  Question,  Mr.  Ry- 
lands ;  Answer,  Mr.  R.  Power ;  Question, 
Mr.  R.  Power  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Mar  30,  304  ;^The ''Count  Out  "  on 
Friday,  March  31,  Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  3,  553 ; — 
Tuesdays — Morning  Sittings,  Questions,  Mr. 
Justin  M'Carthy,  Mr.  Gorst,  Sir  Stafford 
Northoote  ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  April  20,  1036;— 7A0  Jesus 
College  Statutes,  Observations,  Mr.  Hussey 
Vivian  April  21,  1110  ; — Corrupt  Practices 
{Disfranchisement)  Bill,  Questions,  Mr. 
Lewis;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
April  3,  554  ;  April  18,  876  ;— 7^  Settled 
Land  Bill,  Observations,  Sir  R.  Assbeton 
Cross  April  21,  1110  i-^ Rivers  Conservancy 
and  Floods  Prevention  Bill,  Question,  Sir 
Baldwyn  Leigbton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert 
April  27,  1571 ;— Tuesday  Sittings,  Quea- 
tions,  Mr.  Maofarlane,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fow- 
ler, Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Chaplin, 
Mr.  Joseph  Co  wen ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
atone  Aptkl  28,  1680 

East  Cornwall  Election — Speech  of  Mr,  Court' 
ney.  Observations,  Mr.  Gladstone;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Callan ;  Answer,  Mr.  GUdstoae 
Mar  30,  310 

Interference  of  Peers  in  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions, Postponement  of  Notice,  Mr.  Joseph 
CowQU  April  21,  1151 

Palace  of  Westminster^  The  Clock  Tower, 
Questions,  Mr.  Spencer,  Mr.  Healy ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Mar  27,  28 

Parliamentary  Oath  {Mr.  Bradlaugh)^"  Our- 
ney  t/.  Bradlaugh,"  Question,  Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
April  20,  loss ;  ^  Northampton  Borough, 
Question,  Mr.  Firth ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone April  28,  1678 

Parliamentary  Representalion — Return  No,  68 
{Revenue,  Toicatum  and  Populatian),  Ques- 
tion.  Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  April  30,  979 

The  Easter  Recess — Adjournment  of  the  Bouu, 
Moved,  "  That  this  House,  at  its  rialo^^^^s^ 
adjoura  uikUl  %L<»m^    W^Xsl  W^ge^"^    V>^- 
GlaA»U)nft^  ApnX  V\  ^S\.«  Vsw^  <^''S^*»^'^^  v^^- 
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"Parliament — BmineM  of  the  Houee  {IM- 

ting  the  Queetton) 
Order  read,  for  regaining  Adjoamed  Debate  on 
Amendt.  proposed  to  Question  [20th  Feb- 
marj],  "  That  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr. 
Speaker,  or  to  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House,  daring  any  Debate,  to 
be  the  erident  sense  of  the  House,  or  of  the 
Committee,  that  the  Question  be  now  put, 
he  may  so  inform  the  House,  or  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  if  a  Motion  be  made  'That  the 
Question  be  now  put,'  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman,  shall  forthwith  put  suoh  Question  ; 
and,  if  the  same  be  decided  in  the  aflBrmative, 
the  Question  under  discussion  shall  be  put 
forthwith  :  Provided  that  the  Qaestion  shall 
not  be  decided  in  the  affirmatiye,  if  a  Division 
be  taken,  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
supported  by  more  than  two  hundred  Mem- 
bers, or  unless  it  shall  appear  to  have  been 
opposed  by  less  than  forty  Members  and 
supported  by  more  than  one  hundred  Mem- 
bers" (i/r.  Oladiione) 
And  which  Amendt.  was,  to  leave  out  from  the 
first  word  "  That,"  and  add  «  no  Rules  of 
Procedure  will  be  satisfactory  to  this  House 
which  confer  the  power  of  closing  a  Debate 
upon  a  majority  of  Members  "  {Afir.  MarrioU) 
V. ;  Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  *  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,' 
stand  part  of  the  Question  ; "  Debate  resumed 
Mar  27,  85;  after  long  debate,  Moved, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Mr. 
John  Bright);  after  further  short  debate, 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debate  further  adjourned 

Jmendmenit,  Question,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  30,  313 

Debate  resumed  [Fifth  Night]  Mar  30,314; 
after  long  debate,  Question  put,  "  That  the 
words  •  when  it  shall  appear  to  Mr.  Speaker,' 
stand  part  of  the  Question;"  A.  318, 
N.  279  ;  M.  39 

Div.  List,  A.  and  N.  422 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  Debate  further 
adjourned 

Observations,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Gladstone  3/ar  31, 
491  ;— rA<!  Divinon  on  Thursday  Night, 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  31,  494  ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Pemberton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  i4pnV  24. 
1269  *'         ' 

Debate  resumed  [Sixth  Night]  May  1,  1842 
Amendt.   in    line    1,  after  the  words    '•  Mr. 
Speaker,"   to  insert   the  words  **  after  an 
appeal  to  his  judgment  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown"  {Mr.   (/Donnell);    Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  " 
Amendt.  to  said  proposed  Amendt.  To  add,  at 
the  end  thereof,  the  words  **  or  by  the  Mem- 
ber in  charge  of  the  subject  under  discus- 
sion" {Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton);   Question 
proposed,    "  That     those    words    be    there 
added  ;  "  after  long  debate,  Amendt.  to  pro- 
posed Amendt.  withdrawn;   Question   put, 
"  That    those  words    be    there  inserted ; " 
A.   164,  N.  220  ;  M.  56  (D.  L.  74) ;  Debate 
adjourned 

rlfament— Gloucester  Writ 
loved,    "That    Mr.   Speaker   do   issue  his 
Wavrani  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  m»3L0 

^cont. 


ParUament—Olmeater  fTn^^oont 

out  a  new  Writ  for  the  election  of  a  Member 
to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
City  of  Gloucester,  in  the  room  of  Thomas 
Robinson,  esquire,  whose  election  has  been 
declared  to  be  void  "  {Mr,  Lewii)  April  27, 
1574;  after  debate.  Question  put,  and 
negatived 

Parliament— Mr,  Clifford  Lhyd— Circular 
hy  the  Inspector  of  Police,  County 
Clare 

Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  20,  988  ;  Moved,  "  That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Mr,  Sexton) 

Mr.  Redmond,  Member  for  New  Ross,  having 
been  named  by  Mr.  Spxaxsb  as  disregarding 
theauthority  of  theChair,  after  debate.  Moved, 
"  That  Mr.  Redmond  be  suspended  from  the 
service  of  the  House  during  the  remainder 
of  this  day's  sitting"  {The  Marqwst  of 
HaHington),  1016;  Question  put;  A.  207, 
N.  12  :  M.  195  (D.  L.  66) 

Mr.  Spiakbb  then  directed  Mr.  Redmond  to 
withdraw,  and  he  withdrew  accordingly 

Parliament--  Wigan  New  Writ 

Moved,  <*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his 
Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chan- 
cery to  make  out  a  new  Writ  for  the  election  of 
a  Member  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament 
for  the  Borough  of  Wigan,  in  the  room  of 
Francis  Sharp  Powell,  esquire,  whose  election 
has  been  declared  to  be  void"  {Mr.  Lewis) 
May  2,  1946 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,  "  and  add 
"  no  Writ  be  issued  to  fill  up  any  vacancy 
occasioned  by  corrupt  practices  until  this 
House  has  disposed  of  the  Corrupt  Practices 
(Disfranchisement)  Bill  "{Baronde  Ferriires) 
V.  ;  Question  proposed,  *•  That  the  words, 
Ac.  ;"  afler  debate,  Question  put;  A.  142 
N.  220  ;  M.  78  (D.  L.  75) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there 
added ;  "  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Parliament — House  of  Lo&ds 

New  Peer 

April2i— The  Right  Honourable  Sir  George 
William  Wilshere  Bramwell,  knight, 
late  a  Lord  Justice  of  Appeal, 
created  Baron  Bramwell  of  Hever 
in  the  county  of  Kent 

Sat  First 

April  20— The  Lord  Boston,  after  the  death  of 

his  father 
April  27 —The  Lord  Hopetoun(rA«  Earl  of 

Hopetcun),  after  the  death  of  his 

father 

Parliament — House  of  Commons 

New   Writs  Issued 

Aprili^For  the  County  ofMeath,  v,  Michael 
Davitt,  who,  having  been  adjudged 
guilty  of  felony  and  sentenced  to 
'Vvcis^  iKtTvNjoAft  iuc  ^&Ma  7«art 
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Paruakbnt  —  CoMMom  —  New  Wriu  j$$ued^  Payment  of  WagOB  in  Pablic-honies  Pro* 
*'^°*-  Mbition  Bill  [h.l.] 


and  being  now  imprisoned  ander 
such  sentenoey  is  incapable  of  being 
elected  or  returned  as  a  Member  of 
this  House 
April  19— For  Somerset  County  (Western 
Division),  i/.  Vaughan  Ilanning 
Vaughan  Lee,  esquire,  Chiltern 
Ilundreds 

New  Members  Sworn 

Mar  30 — Thomas  Love  Duncombe  Jones- Parry, 

esquire,  Borough  of  Carnarvon 
Aprils — Charles     Thomas      Dyke     Acland, 

esquire,  County  of  Cornwall  ( Easl- 

em  Divtsion) 
April  18— Edvrard  Sheil,  esquire,  Meath  County 
April  27 — Edvrard    James    Stanley,    esquire, 

Somertet  County  { Western  Divi- 

$ion) 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Cormpt  and 
Illegal  Practicefl)  BOl 

{Mr,  Attorney  Oeneralf  Secretary  Sir  William 
Sareourty  Mr,  Chamberlain,  Sir  Charlet 
Dilke,  Mr,  Solicitor  General) 

e.  Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« " 
April  24, 1327 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  considering  no  corruption  has  been  proved 
to  exist  in  the  larger  town  constituencies,  or 
in  any  county  constituency,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  adopt  such  uniform  restrictions  and 
punishments  as  will  render  the  fair  conduct 
of  an  election  in  a  great  constituency  perilous 
and  penal"  {Mr,  Robert  Fowler)  v,i  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac, ; "  after 
debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned  "  {Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour) ;  after  fur- 
ther debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ; 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  April  25,  1421  ;  after  debate, 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  April  27,  1581 ;  after  long 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Parliamentary  ElectionB  EzpenseB  Bill 

{Mr,  Athlon  Dilke,  Mr,  Barran,  Mr,  Burt) 

<;.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o" 
April  19,  944  ;  after  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  87,  N.  85  ;  M.  2  (D.  L.  65) 

Partnerships  Bill  {Mr,  Monk,  Mr. 

Gregory,  Mr,  Barran,  Mr,  Lewit  Fry) 

c.  Committee*  ;  Report ;  re-committed  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee  Mar  27        [Bills  27-114] 
Select  Committee  nominated  April  3  ;    List  of 
the  Committee,  658 

Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.   William  Henry  Smith, 

Mr,  Compton  Lawranee) 
e.  Read  2«>  April  ^S,  1785  [Bill  104^ 


{The  Earl  Stanhope) 
I,  Read  2%  after  short  debate  Jf<^  2, 1925  (No.  41) 

Pease,  Mr.  A.,  Whitby 

Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
1165 

Pease,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 

Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  516 

Peddie,  Mr.  J.  DiGK-y  Kiknarnoeh,  ^c. 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Scotland)— Evictions  in 

the  Liland  of  Skye,  1675,  1822 
University  Reform  (Scotland),  1827 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  Leieester shire,  8, 
Ways  and  Means  —  Financial    Statement  — 

Local  Taxation,  308 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Report, 

Res.  2,  1419 


PSMBEBTON,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Kent,  JS, 

Harbours  of  Refuge  (Scotland),  1242 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House 
Rules  of  Procedure,  1269 


—  New 


Pennington,  Mr.  F.,  8ioekport 

Ways    and    Means  —  Financial    Statement- 
Carriage  Duties,  1 677 

Percy,  Eight  Hon.   Earl,  IforthumbiT' 

land,  N, 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1201 ;  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1203 
Public   Affairs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

Crovemment,  Ministerial  Statement,  1982 
Revenue— Wine  Duties,  1829 

Phipps,  Mr.  0.,  Wesibury 

Education  Department — Board  School  Grants, 
295 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provinonal  Orders  Bill 

{Mr,  Ashley,  Mr,  Chamberlain) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  April  27  [BiU  142] 

Pilotage  ProTinonal  Order  (Tees)  BOl 

{Lord  Bameay) 
L  Royal  Assent  Mar  29  [45  Viet,  c.  i] 

Places  of  Worship  (Bites)  BiU 

{Mr.  Summers,  Mr,  Richard,  Mr.  William 
M'Arthur,  Mr,  Alderman  Cotton) 

e.  Committee  deferred  Mar  27,  135     [Bill  97] 
Committee — b.p.  ApriX  25,  1476 
Committee  ;  Report  April  27^  16S(1 
CoiiildeT«4^  Ma)j\ 
il«sA^'^MQ^^ 
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Playfaib,    Right    Hon.     Mr.    Lyon 
(Chairman  of  Committees  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  Deputy  Speaker), 
Edinburgh  and  St,   Andrew* s  Uhi- 
versities 
Army  (Annual),  Comm.  734;  el,  4,  ib,  785 
Central  Metropolitan  Railwaj,  SR.  1603,  1655 
Herring  Brand  Committee,  Res.  528 
Lynn  and  Fakenham  Railway,  2R.  475 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  114,  115,  116 
Supply  —  Public    Education    (England    and 
Wales),  655 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1166, 
1171.  1173 
Walton  Vicarage,  2B.  1095, 1096 

Plttnket,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.,  Dublin 

University 
Cooper's  Hill  College,  Res,  1127 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  1875 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  934 
Public  Aflkirs,  Sute  of— Irish   Policy  of  the 

Government,  Ministerial   Statement,  1985, 

1987 

Pluralities  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Bithop  of  Ex€t$r) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  V  May  1  (No.  74) 

Poor  Law  {England) — Oldham  Board  of 
Guardians 
Question,    Mr.   W.    Lowther ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Dodson  J/ay  1,  1811 

Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Leahy y  Mr.  Oray^  Mr,  C Sullivan) 

0.  Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»" 
Apnl  19,  924 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Tottenham); 
Question  proposed,  "  That  *  now,'  Ac. ;  " 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  95,  N.  31  ; 
M.  64  (D.  L.  64) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 

PoETEK,  Mr.  A.  M.  (Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland),  Londonderry  Co, 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Civil  Service — Appointment  of  Mr.  Croker, 
671 

Crime — Murder  of  Mrs.  H.  M.  Smytbe, 
554 

Criminal  Law — Riot  at  Kilross — Sentences 
upon  the  Prisoners,  541 

Bvictions— Mrs.  Irwin,  Case  of,  at  Brootally, 
Co.  Armagh,  663 

Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Assistant  Sub-Com- 
missioners (Kerry  and  West  Cork),  1156  ; 
—  Sec.  10,  1816 

Landlord  and  Tenant — The  Mercers'  Com- 
pany  and  their  Tenants,  669 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Returns  as 
to  Number  and  Cost  of  Arms  Surren- 
dered, 647 

Poor  Law— Ballycary  Dispensary  District 
and  r<arne  Workhouse,  064 

Prisons  —  Clonmel  Prison — Outbreak  of 
Ferer,  559,  679 

\tfonl. 


PoRTXB,  Mr.  A.  M. — e<mi, 

Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Qaestions 

Arrest  of  Miss  O'Connor,  558 

Healy,  Mr.  J.,  660 

Holden,  Mr.  J.,  660 

Hoolihan,  John,  668 

Messrs.  Cullen  and  Lynott,  665 

Messrs.  Gannon  and  Rynolds,  661 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.,  664 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Qaestiona 

"  Emergency  "  Men — Aisaolt  at  Manalla 
Station — Decision  of  Major  Bond,  662 ; 
— Case  of  J.  Carson,  661 

Juries  in  the  King's  Co.,  668 

Wexford  County — Alleged  Outrage,  664 

Post  Ofpicb 

MiSOBLLANEOUS   QUESTIONS 

Bank  Holiday t,  Question,  Mr.  Sohreiber  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  April  3, 545 

Contracts — The  MaiU  between  London  and 
Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  Findlater;  Answer, 
Mr.  Fawcett  April  4,  665 

Convention  a/*  Paris — Seizure  of  the  ^  Iruk 
World  "  Newspaper,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  2%,  148 

Post  Ofiee  Annuities — LegielaiMn,  QaettioOy 
Mr.  H.  6.  Allen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoetft 
April  38,  1665 

Parcels  Post,  Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Fawoett  Mar  27,  6;  Questions,  Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley,  Colonel  Makins ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  SO,  298  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Faweett 
April  3,  542  ;—Obliaations  of  British  Ship^ 
owners,  Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn;  Answer, 
Mr.  Fawcett  April  18,  875 

The  American  Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Thorold 
Rogers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  April  4, 
659  ;  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Bfr. 
Fawcett  May  2,  1946 

The  Australian  Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Stewart 
Macliver  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  April  18, 
878 

Transmission  of  Land  League  Portraits^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett 
April  21,  1098 

Detention  of  Land  League  Letters,  Question, 
Mr.  Redmond;  Answer,  Sir  William  Har- 
court  April  21,  1099 

Telegraph  Department 

Disclosure  of  Telegram*,  Question,  Mr.  Mon- 
tagu Scott ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  April  B, 
545 

Telegraph  Extension,  Question,  Mr.  Round ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  April  S,  542 

The  Telegraph  Service  in  Ireland,  Question, 
Mr.  Callan;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  April  4, 
673 


PowEE,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Evictions — Carnacum,  Co.  Mayo,  09S 
General  Prisons  Act — Conveyance  of  Pri- 
soners, 1678 
\  M,v.  Clifford   Lloyd — Circular  by   the  In- 
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PowBR,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor^coitf. 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Search  for 

Arms— Sub-Inspector  Ball,  1144 
Poor  Law — Relief  of  Distress— Swinford 

Union,  1401 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property   Act, 
1881 — Release  of  Prisoners  ander  the 
Act,    1029;— Treatment    of    Prisoners 
under  the  Act,  290 
Land   Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  1552 
Prisons  (England)  Act,  1877— Cost  of  Con- 
veying Prisoners,  1402 

PowEB,  Mr.  E.,  WaUrfard 

Inland  Revenue — Beer  Licences  (Ireland),  150 
Ireland — Abolition    of  the    Viceregal    OflBce, 
1666 
Protection  of  Person   and  Property  Act, 
1881 — Treatment  of    Persons  arrested 
under  the  Act — Michael  Veal,  24,  25 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1777 
Parliament — Business  of-the  House— Opposi- 
tion to  Motions,  805 

P0WER800TJRT,  Viscount 

Public  Affiiirs — Irish  Policy  of  the  Government, 
Ministerial  Stotement,  1924 

Pkiob,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonport 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts—"  Albert  Edward  " 
Channel  Steamer,  1815 
Collisions  at  Sea,  1258 
Navy—*'  Satellite  "  Class,  292 

Shipbuilding  Programme,  1568 
Navy,  Strength  of  the.  Res.  1067 
OflBcial  Appointments— Mr.  R.  S.  Mitford,  1104, 
1105 

Prince  Leopold^  Duke  of  Albany 

The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address  [March  21] 
reported  April  24,  1204 

Prisons  (^England)  Act,  1877 

Cost  of  Conveying  Prisoners,  Questions,  Mr. 
O'donnor  Power,  Colonel  Colthurst ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
April  25,  1402 
Oaol  Dielary,  Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler; 
Answer,  Sir  William  Hareourt  April  28, 

1657 
Tothill  Fields  Prison,  Question,  Mr.  Broad- 
hurst ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harooart  ifoy  2, 
1942 

Provincial  Art  Qalleries  and  Museums 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  8,  To 
leave  out  from  *'That,"  and  add  <*in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  grants  in  aid  of  Art 
and  Industrial  Museums  should  not  be  con- 
fined to  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin, 
but  that  a  special  grant  should  be  made  to 
the  Science  and  Art  Department,  South 
Kensington,  to  enable  them  to  supply  Pro- 
vincial Art  Galleries  and  Museums  with 
original  examples  and  reproductions  of  In- 
dustrial Art  adapted  to  their  special  local 
acquirements,  and  also  to  maintain  and  to 
itill  further  develop  the  oiroulaiion  i^stem 

\eonl. 


\ 


Provincial  Art  OaUeries  and  Museums-~eont, 
now  administered  by  the  Department ;  that 
gifts  or  loans  of  such  articles  and  works  ns 
may  be  available  from  the  National  Art 
Collections,  and  from  the  British  Museum, 
should  be  made  to  Provincial  Art  Galleries 
and  Museums;  and  that  such  aid  be  oon- 
fined  to  those  towns  or  localities  which  are 
rated  under  the  Free  Libraries  and  Museums 
Act,  and  that  the  amount  of  such  aid  be 
proportioned  to  the  sum  raised  and  spent  in 
each  locality  ;  and  that,  in  order  to  give  due 
effect  to  these  proposals,  it  is  desirable  to 
place  the  whole  of  the  National  Art  and 
other  Collections,  including  the  National 
Gallery  and  British  Museum,  under  the 
direct  control  and  administration  of  a  De- 
partment of  the  Government "  {Mir,  Jesse 
Collings)  v.,  576 ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That 
the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment 

Bill  {I>r,  Cameron^  Mr,  James  Cowan, 

Mr,  Maekintosh) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"**  Mar  29  [Bill  115] 

Read  2'' •  Jfay  1 

PuhUc  Health-^  Sheffield  Small-pox  Hos- 
pital 
Question,   Mr.   W.    Lowther;    Answer,    Mr. 
Dodson  May  1,  1810 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Act — 2%e  Rev, 
Mr,  Green 
Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  4,  678 

PuGH,  Mr.  L.  p.,  Cardiganshire 
Cooper's  Hill  College,  Res.  1180 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  Amendt.  515 
India— High  Court  of  Justice — Salaries  of  the 
Judges,  559 
Roorkee  College,  1104 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  8R.  1901 

PuLESTox,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Education  (Wales)— Report  of  Departmental 

Committee,  1245 
Navy — Payment  of  Naval  Pensions,  1260 
Opium  Trade— Chefoo  Convention,  1244 
United  SUtes— Trial  of  British  Subjects,  1406 

Queen,  The 

Attempt  upon  the  Life  of  Her  Majesty— 1  he 
Prisoner  M*Lean  —  Questions,  Mr.  Healy, 
Mr.  Callan ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Hareourt 
April  8,  541 

Royal  Passengers—  The  **  Albert  Victor'* 
Channel  Steamer — Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 
April  27, 1564 

Baikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  C,  Preston 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Houao — IkkftK.^ 
of  Tu<5td»i'j « ^  «tvs«i\  V.x^%t>»jCvwv%<^^\^ 
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[SAY,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  ^e, 

edical  Grant  (Sootland),  1407 
ays  and  Means,  Report,  1415 

"HBONE,  Mr.  W.,  CamarvonBhire 
(ford   Universitj  (Jesos  College    Statutes), 
Motion  for  an  Address,  2007 

ing — Valuation  of  Gov&mmmt  Eata- 

bli$hm&nU 
uestion,  Mr.  Boord  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  April  24,  1270 

[>MOND,  Mr.  J.  E.,  New  Rosb 
eland — Misoellaneous  Qaestions 

Crime,  715 

Land  Law  Act,  1881— Land  Court,  New 
Ross,  869 

Landlord  and  Tenant— Marqaess  of  Ely's 
Estate — Interference  of  Police,  1031 

Law  and  Justice — Case  of  R.  Webster,  294 

Magistracy — Captain  Plunket,  R.M.,  1824 

Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd— Circular  by  the  In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1014, 1016, 
1933 

Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881 — Search  for 
Arms — Sub-Inspector  Ball,  1149 

Post  OflBce — Postmistress  of  Arran  Island, 
980 

Prisons — Enniskillen  Oaol — Regulation  as 
to  Visitors  to  Prisoners  on  St.  Patrick's 
Day,  871  ;— Omagh  Gaol,  306 

Toung  Ireland  Literary  Society,  Dublin — 
Intrusion  of  Police,  152,  298,  299 
reland — Protection   of  Person   and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Dooley,  Mr.  James,  478,  479 

Holden,  Mr.  J.,  660 

Kenny,  Mr.,  and  .Mr.  Cant  well,  1399 

Molloy,  Mr.,  1824 

Moloney,  Mr.,  1254 

Murphy,  Mr.,  1255 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  879 

Prisoners  detained  under  the  Act — Mr. 
M'Carthy  and  others,  1658,  1659 

Ryan. Wall,  Mr.  Michael,  1812 

Tipperary  Co.,  Arrests  in,  1567 

Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  287, 
291,542.  1254,1566,  1567 

Visits  to  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  1098, 
1821 

Wexford  County,  Arrests  in.  872 
reland — Royal    Irish    Constabulary — Miscel- 
laneous Questions 

Appointments  of  County  and  Sub-Inspectors 
at  Londonderry,  1398 

Constable  Molloy,  Charge  against,  535 

Sergeant  Maguire,  1240 

Sub- Inspector  Rogers,  144 
Ireland,  State  of — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Boylan,  Mr.,  Assault  on,  535 

Dynamite,  Use  of,  1239 

House  Searches  by  the  Constabulary,  879 

Ladies'  Land  League — Judge  Barry  and 
Miss  M'Cormack,  21 

Limerick — Prohibited  Public  Meeting,  538, 
539 

Londonderry,  Outrages  at,  477,  1240 

Occupation  of  Huts  by  Persons  Evicted- 
Interference  of  Police,  1249 

\cQnU 


RiDMOND,  Mr.  J.  E.— 0Oftf. 

Removal  of  Placards  by  the  Conatobolary, 

1250 
Wexford  Co.,  Alleged  Outrage,  604 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 

2R.  147& 
Post  Office — Detention  of  Land  League  Letters, 

1099 
Transmission   of  Land   League   Portraits, 
1098 

Ebed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Oxford  University  (Jesus  College  Statutes], 
Motion  for  an  Address,  2005 

R&gmfs  Canal,  City,  and  Doeh  Railway 

BiU 
e.  Select  Committee  nominated  Mar  SO ;    List 
of  the  Committee,  283 

Reserve  Forces  Acts  Consolidation  BiU 

{Mr.   Secretary   Childert,   The    Judge    Advocate 

Oeneralf  Mr,  CampheU'Banturman) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Apnl  3  [Bill  124] 

BioHABDSON,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Armagh  Co, 

Ireland,  State  of— Use  of  Dynamite,  1239 

BiDLEY,  Sir  M.  W.,  Northumberland,  N, 
Oxford   University    (Jesus    College   Statutes), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  2003 
Post  Office— Parcels  Post,  298 

BiTCHiE,  Captain  C.  T.,  Tower  HamUte 
Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
1168,  1169,  1170,  1172,  1174,  1180 

Roads  Provisional  Order  (Edinlrargh)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Solicitor  Ocneral  fcr 

Scotland) 
c.  Report  •  April  25  [BUls  93-139] 

Considered  *  April  27 

B0BEET8,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  ^e. 

Police  Protection  to  Public  Servants,  1 138 

BoGERS,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Sauthwarl 
Customs    Department  —  New    Warehonsing 

Scheme,  486 
Inland   Revenue — Railway  Passenger  Daty^> 

Cheap  Trains  Act,  1844,  1830 
Lynn  and  Fakenham  Railway,  2R.  405 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Uniyersities  Commit- 

sion — Oxford  Statutes,  1840 
Oxford   University  (Jesus   College   Statotet), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  2000 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Potting 

the  Question),  Res.  63 
Post  Office — American  Mails,  659 
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Bolls,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Monmouthshire 

Mineral  Leases — Insecurity  of  Tenants'  Capi* 
tal,  151 
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BosBBSBT,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department) 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Poblio-hoaiee  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1926 

Precognitions  (Scotland),  278 

Theatres  and  Music  Halls  (Metropolis)*Pre- 
cautions  in  Case  of  Fire,  AddreM  for  Papers, 
1807 

Bound,  Mr.  J.,  E9B9Xt  E, 

Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1455 
Post    OflSce    (Telegraph    Department) — Tele- 
graph Extension,  642 

BussELL,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 

PubUc  Aftiirs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 
GoTsmment,  Ministerial  Statement,  1992 

BussBLL,  Mr.  O.  W.  E.,  AyU»lury 
Army  Organisation^Oolonels  of  the  Ordnance 

Corps,  781 
Supply,  Report,  161 

JRusiia — P&rsecuium  of  ih$  J$W9 
Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ifor  27, 28 ;  Aj^  27, 
1559;  Jfay  1,1817 

BYLAims,  Mr.  P.,  BumUy 

Army  (Annual),  Comm.  add,  el.  747 

Cyprus,  Island  of— Grant  of  a  Constitution — 
The  Despatch,  1108 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts— «  City  of  Limerick," 
978 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House ~ Opposi- 
tion to  Motions,  804 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1592 

Ways  and  Means,  Report,  1410 

St.  Aubth,  Sir  J.,  Cornwall,  W, 

Law  and  Justice— Cases  of  Suspected  Poison- 
ing, 4 

8dU  of  Food  and  DrugB  Aet — Coffeo  and 
Chicory 
Question,  Sir  Edmund   Lechmere ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  April  8,  548 

Salisbuby,  Marquess  of 

Criminal  Law — The  Condemned  Convict  Lam- 
son,  Motion  for  an  Address,  1887, 1888 
Ireland,  State  of— Threatening  Letters,  1896 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881  (Sec.  8,  Sub- 
sec.  9)—*'  Adams  v.  Dunseath,"  1229 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities  (yommis- 
sion  —  Statutes  —  Religious  Teaching  and 
Worship,  1799 
Public  Aflkirs— Irish  Policy  of  the  GoTemment 
— Lord    Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,   1787, 
1788 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1919,  1920,  1922, 
1928,  1924 
Turkey — Passage  in  the  Bosphorus — RuMian 
Armed  Ships,  281 


Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Burial  Fees,  2R.  262 

Education  Department — New  Code^Schedule 

VI.- Pupil  Teachers,  481 
Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1452 
Supply — Science  and  Art  Department,  Ae.  656 

Samuelson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  F^ome 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1429 

Sandon,  Bight  Hon.  Viscount,  Ziv&rpool 

Education  Department — New  (Tode,  606 
Supply  —  Public    Education    (England    and 
Wales),  648,  654 

SOHBSIBBB,  Mr.  0.,  FooU 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2R.  1482 

Post  OflBoe— Bank  Holidays,  545 

Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleaiure  Gardens, 
1181 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement— Car- 
riage Duties,  1676 

Sei&neo  and  Ari^H.  S*b  Carieaturss 
Question,  Mr.  George  Howard  ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Walpole  April  8,  547 

SoLATEB-BooTH,  Bight  HoB.  O.,  Hanit,  If 
Commonable  Rights,  Comm.  add,  el,  1682 
Lunacy  Laws,  Res.  1465 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1758 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  1864 
Supply— Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 

1162 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  8R.  1912 
Wales  (South)— General  Superintendent,  647 
Woods  and  Forests — Fires  in  Woolmor  Forest, 

801 

Scotland 

MlSOBLLAHSOUS   QUSSTIOIIS 

Board  of  Manufae(ure$  and  Fisheries,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Alexander  Gordon  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  CaTendish  April  18,  876 

Edueatumal  Endowments — Legislation,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Buchanan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mun- 
della  AprU  8,  544 

Gedogieal  Swrvey,  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  AprU  24,  1261 

EofbouTS  of  Refuge,  Questions,  General  Sir 
George  Balfour,  Mr.  Pemberton ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  April  24, 1242 

Inkmd  Revenue  Stamping  Department,  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Cameron;  Answers,  Lord  Frede- 
rick CaTendish  ifar  81,  477 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Evictions  in  the  Island 
of  Skye,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer^ 
The  Lord  AdTOcate  April  24,  1245 ;  Quei« 
tions,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Dick-Peddie; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  28,  1675; 
Questions,  Mr.  Eraser- Mackintodi,  Mr. 
Dick-Peddie  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  AdToeata 
May  1,  1822  i—Disiurbanees  in  the  Island 
of  8kye,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Maokintosh  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  AdTOoatA  AyrxV.*!.^  A^'^'^N 
Question,  Vkx.  ^\tsstt\  Kxvvn^x,  'Wvi  ^««^ 
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Medical  OrcaU,  Qaettion,  Mr.  lUmny  ;  An- 
■wer/  Lord  Frederick.  OaTendish  April  26, 

1407 
Preeogniiiom,  Qaestion,  Obserrations,  The 
Earl  of  Mioto ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  Roee- 
berj  Mar  80,  377 
Vnivenity  Reform,  Qaettion,  Mr.  Dick- 
Peddie  ;  Aniwer,  The  Lord  Adfoeate  May  I, 
1827 

SooTT,  Mr.  M.  D.,  Sussex,  E, 

Poll  OiBoe— Diaolomire  of  Telegrami,  545 

Seelt,  Mr.  0.,  Nottingham 
Arm/  Ettimatei — ProTisions,  Ao.  84S 

Sblwin-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.,  Eeeex,  W. 
Fires  in  Theatrei  (Pre?ention),  Rei.  79<( 

Settled  Land  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  Caimt) 
I.  Read  8*  •  Mar  28  (No.  19) 

0.  Read  l**  •  (Sir  R,  Assheton  Cross)  Mar  81 

[Bill  120] 

Seysbkb,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Shropshire,  S. 
Mnnioipal  Corporations,  Oomm.  1707 

SszToir,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 

Army  (Annoal),  9R.  561 ;  Gomm.  788;  d.  4, 

784  ;  add.  cl,  135,  789,  758 
Ireland — Misoellaneons  Qaestions 

Civil  SerTioe— Appointment  of  Mr.  Croker, 
671 

Dablin  City  Market  Company,  476 

Irish  Land  Commission — Estate  of  Mr. 
Talbot-Crosbie,  18 

Landlord  and  Tenant— The  Earl  of  Ken- 
mare's  Estate,  1944 

Magistracy — Major  Waller  Ashe,  1100; — 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  1671 

Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd— Circular  by  the  In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  988,  990, 
993 ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  994, 
1000,  1001,  1002,  1026,  1028,  1247, 
1982,  1988, 1934 

Mr.  Paroell — Representation  of  Liferpool, 
676 

Peace  Preseryation  Act,  1881 — Search  for 
Arms — Sub-Inspector  Ball,  1147 

Prisons  Board  —  Captain   Barlow,    1841, 
1842 
Ireland  —  Law  and   Justice  —  Miscellaneous 
Questions 

Cork  Grand  Jury,  11 

Magistracy — Summary  Jurisdiction,  1984 

Messrs.  Crotty  and  others,  476 
Ireland— Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  1672,  1673 

American  Citizens  arrested  under  the  Act, 
874,  875,  1029 

Armstrong,  Mr.  Luke,  1826 

Brennan,  Mr.  Thomas,  482 

Dillon,  Mr.,  494 

Gibbons,  Mr.  Patrick,  147 

Hubon,  Mr.  Martin,  146 

Messrs.  Rea,  O'Connor,  Synan,  Ac.  537 

Miff  Kirk,  1 109, 1670, 1671 

\cont. 
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Skxtov,  Mr.  T. — eont» 

Prisoners    detained  under  the   Aet — Mr, 

McCarthy  and  others,  1659,  1660 
Treatment  of  Persons  arreeted  under  the 
Act,  19,  287,  288,  289  .-^Galway  Gaol, 
8,9 
Ireland  —  Royal  Irish  ConstabnlarT — Miscel- 
laneous Questions 
Co.  Monaghan,  1818 
Sub-Inspector  Rosfers,  148,  145 
"  United  Ireland  '^— Alleged  Esoess  of  Dn^ 
by  a  Constable  at  WateHbrd,  1266 
Ireland,  State  of — Miseellaneovs  Qoeations 
Land   League  Huts — Mr.   Clifford    Lloyd, 

885,886 
Military  RioU  at  Galway,  84 
Occupation  of  Huts  by  Peraoos  E?ioted^ 

Interference  of  Polioe,  1247,  1248 
Tipperary— Conduct  of  the  Police,  12,  18 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment^ 

2R.  1522 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1782 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uoute  (Patting 

the  Question),  Res.  107, 108,  861,  1868 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2Et«  987 
Public  Affairs,  Sute  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

GoTcmment,  Ministerial  Statement,  1980 
Supply,  Report,  161,  162, 176,  196 


Shaftesbttbt,  Earl  of 
Payment  of  Wages  in  Publio-houeet  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1927 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 
Ireland— Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd — Cireolar  by  the 

Inspector  of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  1011 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amendment, 
2R.  1582,  1585 

Sheil,  Mr.  E.,  Ifeaih  Co. 

Ireland — Peace  Presenration  Aot,  1881 — Arms 

Licences,  1570 

Protection  of  Person  and   Property  Act, 

1881 — Prisoners  detained  under  the  Aot 

—Mr.  P.  Arnold,  1570 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1599 
Supply — Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens, 
1178 

Sheridan,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Dudley 

Central    Metropolitan    Railway,    2R.     1649, 
1652,  1655 

Shield,  Mr.  Hogli.,  CamMdge 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Uouse  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1865 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  JDewshury 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1423 
Parliamentary  Elections  Expenses,  2R.  957 

Slago,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 
ProTincial  Art  Galleries  and  Mafenms,  Res; 
589 
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Slate  Mines  (Gunpowder)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Camperdoum) 
I,  Royal  Assent  Mar  29  [40  Vict,  c.  8] 

Slavery — The  Slave  Trade  in  Asia  and 
Africa 
Observations,    Mr.    Laboaohere ;    Reply,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  ;  debate  thereon  April  38, 
1711 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Weetminster 
Arklow  Harbour,  Comm.  el,  5, 1866 
Central    Metropolitan    Railway,    2R.    1644 ; 

Amende.  1646,  1652 
CiTil   Service   Appointments — PriTate  S^re- 

taries  to  Cabinet  Ministers,  1745 
Mnnicipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1771 
Navy,  Strength  of  the.  Res.  1064,  1076 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and   Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1865 
Turkey — Harbour  of  Smyrna,  SO 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement—  The 

Revenue,  1564 

South    Keneingtan  Mueeum — Mueeum  of 
Natural  Hietory 

Question,  Mr.  Birkbeck  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  April  18,  880 

Spain — CommerouU  Treaty — Negotiations 
Question,  Mr.   O'Shea  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Mar  27,  29 

Spbakeb,  The  (Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  B. 
W.  BRA2n)),  Catnhridgeehire 

Army  (Annual),  2R.  574 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 

125,  138 
Central  Metropoliton  Railway,  2R.  1652 
Cornwall    (East)    Election— Speech    of   Mr. 

Courtney,  812 
Gibraltar  (Religious  Dissensions) — Dr.  Canilla 

—The  Papers,  555,  648 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Abolition  of  the  Viceregal  OflBce,  1656 
Law  and  Justice — Peter  Dunne,  Case  of-» 

Mr.  Justice  Fitcgerald,  1140,  1148 
Mr.    Clifford   Lloyd — Circular  by  the   In- 
spector of  Police,  Co.  Clare,  998,  1009, 
1016,  1017,  1988 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property   Act, 
1881 — Prisoners  detained  nnder  the  Act 
—  J.    McCarthy    and    others,    1668;— 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act, 
287 
State  of— -Oocupation  of  Hats  by  Persons 
Evicted  —  Interfertnoe    of   the    Police, 
1248 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  Consid.  add.  el, 

1786 
Law  and  Police — Riots  at  Camborne,  Corn- 
wall, 1674 
Metropolis  Management   and    Building  Acts 

Amendment,  Comm.  2018 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  116,  1777 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Business  of  the  House,  1945 
Order — Precincts  of  the  House— The  Home 

Secretary  and  Mr.  Anderson,  556,  557 
Publio  Business,  Arrangement  oS  1^81 

looni. 


SniskB,  The— MMil. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  108, 109,  118,  818,  858, 

495,  1808, 1869, 1670 
Parliament — Gloucester  Writ,  Res.  1575,  1577 
Parliament— Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  1965 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1589,  1614 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  940 
Publio  Affairs,  Stote  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

Government,  1888;  Ministerial  Statement, 

1977.  1982,  1997 
Supply,  Report,  162,  176, 198 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  8R.  1908 

Spenoeb,  Hon.  0.  B.,  Northampton^  N. 

Parliament  —  Palace  of  Westminster— Clock 
Tower,  28 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Publio-hoases  Prohibit 
tion,  2R.  1925 

Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  Zineokuhiref  Mid 

Cooper's  HiU  College,  Res.  1125 
Lynn  and  Fakenham  Railway,   2R.  Amendt. 
462,  472,  475 

Stanley,  Eight  Hon.  Oolonel  F.  A., 

Zaneaehiref  N 
Army  (Annual),  2R.  574 
Army  Estimates— Provisions,  &o,  851 
National  Defences — Chatham  Dockyard,  1558 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  827 

Stanley,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 

Burial  Fees.  2R.  269 

Education  Department — New  Code,  612 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1027 

Stanton,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Stroud 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices),  2  a.  1481 

Staiian&ry  Offi&e — Controller's  JSeport 
Resolutions,  Lord  Thurlow  Mar  80,  281 

Steamthip  "  Victoria** 
Moved  for, "  Passenger  oertifioate  granted  to 
the  South- Eastern  Railway  Company's 
steamship '  Victoria '  by  the  Board  of  Trade  " 
( The  Earl  of  Dunmore)  Mar  28,  189  ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  (No.  6^) 

Stolen  Goods  Bill  [h.l.] 

(Th€  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  !•  April  21,  1082   (No.  64) 
Read  2*,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
April  25,  1871 

Story-Maskxlyne,  Mr.  M.  H.  N.,  Crich^ 
lade 
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Strt^U  8$UUm9nt9'^8Uw0ry  in  th$  Malay 
P$n%n9ula 
QaeBtion,  Mr.  Gorst  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
Ifar  31,488 

Stbatheden  and  Oahpbell,  Lord 

Army  (Aaxiliary  Forces) — Easter  Volnnteer 

Review,  460 
Tarkey — Passage  in  the  Bosphoms — Rnssian 

Armed  Ships,  279 

Strathnaibn,  Lord 

England  and   France — The  Channel  Tannel 
Scheme,  457 

Stuabt,   Mr.   H.  Villibes-,   WaUrford 

Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland)    Act,   1881 — Labourers' 
Cottages,  1817 

SuDELEY,  Lord 

Royal  Parks— Richmond   Park  —  The   Roe- 

hampton  Gate,  281 
Steamship  "Victoria/*   Motion  for  a  Paper, 

189, 140 

SuLLiYANy  Mr.  T.  D.,  W$sifiMath 
Municipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1762, 1781 
Supply,  Report,  203,  206 

SuMMBBS,  Mr.  W.,  8talyhr%dg$ 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Comm.  \Z6 

Sunday  Closing  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Riehardton^  Mr,  Eioart^  Mr,  Corry,  Mr, 
RidfMfidf  Mr,  Thomiu  Diektofiy  Mr.  Meldon, 
Mr,  Letcitf  Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Blake) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1^"  •  May  2  [Bill  148] 


SUPPLY 

Resolution  [24th  March]  reported  Mar  28,  152 

Said  Resolution  read  a  second  time 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  £3,631,600,"  and  insert 
"  £8,680,100  "  {Mr,  Mac  iver)  v. ;  Question 
proposed,  **  That  <  £3,631,600  '  stand  part  of 
the  said  Resolution ;"  after  short  debate, 
(Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Resolution 
agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  April  3,  648 — Cztil 
Sbbviob  Estimatis — Clabs  IV. — Education, 
SoiBNOB,  AVD  Art 

Resolutions  reported  April  20 

Considered  in  Committee  April  17, 802 — Abmt 
Estimatbs,  Vote  10  (Provisions,  Forage, dM}.) 

Resolution  reported  AprU  19 

Considered  in  Committee  April  21,  1159 — 
Civil  Sbbvicb  Estimatbs — Class  I. — Public 
'        Works  and  Buildings 

Resolutions  reported  April  24 

Army  Ettiuiatet — Vote  2S^Pensioni,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Barne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
April  18,  870 


Sydnby,  Earl  (Lord  Steward) 
H.R.H.  Prinoe  Leopold,  Duke  of  Albany — 
Queen's  Answer  to  the  AddrcM,  1204 

Sykes,  Mr.  0.,  Yorkf  Eoit  Riding 
Fisheries— Trawling,  1664 

Talbot,  'h&x.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Burial  Fees,  2R.  Amendt.  259 
Education  Department — New  Code,  636 
Oxford    Universitj  (Jesus  College   Statutes), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  2007 
Parliamentarj  Elections  Expenses,   2R.  966, 

966 

Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Zeieester 
Army  (Annual),  Comm.  add,  el.  752 
Criminal  Law — Magistracy — Flogging,  1400 
Hall  of  Science,  Old  Street,  E.O.,  Notice  of 

Motion,  204 
Law  and  Justice — '*6umej  v.    Bradlaugh," 
1033 
The    Magistracy  —  Newcastle- on-Tyne  — 
Severe  Sentence,  291 

Thublow,  Lord 
Stationery  Office   (Controller's   Report),  Rea. 

281 

TiLLETT,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Norwich 
Lynn  and  Fakenham  Railway,  2R.  469 

ToRRENS,  Mr.  W.  T.  M'O.,  Finshury 

Central  Metropolitan  Railway,  2R.  1654 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  1868,  1878,  1889 

Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Leitrim 

Ireland — Crime~  Alleged  Outrages,  Co.  Lime- 
rick, 1940 
State  of — Juries  in  King's  Co.,  668 
Poor    Law    Guardians    (Ireland),    2R.   930; 
Amendt.  031 

Tramways  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

(iff.  Athley,  Mr,  Chamberlain) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  April  27  [Bill  141] 

Trbvelyan,  Mr.  G.  0.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Sawick,  Sec. 

NaTy — Chatham  Dockyard  Workmen,  1030 
Dockyards — Bank  Holidays,  18, 19 
Indian  Troopships,  Chatham,  874 
Launch  of  H  Jkl.S.  "  Colossus,"  676 
Naval  Barracks  at  Portsmouth,  24 
Portsmouth  Dockyard — Discharge  of  Work* 

men,  27 
'<  Satellite  "Class,  292 
Shipbuilding  Programme,  1563 
Troopship  "  Assistance,"  28 
Troopships,  22 

Navy,  Strength  of  the.  Res.  1041, 1053,  1056, 
1070 

Truro,  Lord 

Army  (Auxiliary   Forces) — Easter   Volunteer 

Review,  460,  1640,  1642 
Army  (Deterteri),  Motion  for  a  Return,  136 


TUN 


TTL        {  SESSION    1883) 

268. 


UNI 


WAL 


Ceiiian  of  Esparto  Orau  Diitri^,  Qneition, 

Obserrations,   Earl  l>e  La   Warr;    Replj, 

Earl  Granville  Mar  27,  2 
Compensation  to  British  SvbjtetSt  Question, 

Sir    Michael    Hioks  •  Beach  ;    Aniwer,    Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  Apnl  4,  676 

Tunii — Bomhardmmt  of  Sfa» — Indemnity 

to  British  Subjects 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  papers  and  correspond- 
ence relating  to  the  International  Commis- 
sion held  at  Sfax  in  August  1881  to  inquire 
into  the  pillaging  and  destruction  of  property 
after  the  entry  of  the  French  troops ;  also 
for  the  reports  of  M.  Galea  and  M.  Leonard! 
on  the  same  subject;  nnd  for  papers  and 
correspondence  relative  to  the  affairs  of 
Tunis  since  the  last  papers  were  presented" 
(  The  Earl  De  La  Wart)  May  1,  1801  ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Bective ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  May  1, 1841 

Turkey 

MiSCXLLANBOUS  QUXSTIONS 

Administrative  ReformSj  Question,  Sir  U. 
Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  May  1,  1829 

Albania —  The  Death  of  Captain  Selly,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Mar  27,  5 

Asiatic  Turkey — Smyrna  Quay,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  Mar  27,  30  \—The  Papers,  Question, 
Mr.  M'Coan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
April  4.  679 

Midhat  Pasha,  [Question,  Mr.  M'Coan ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  25,  1407 

Passage  of  the  Bospharus — Russian  Armed 
Ships,  Observations,  Questions,  Lord  Stratho- 
den  and  Campbell,  The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury ;  Answers,  Earl  Granville  Mar  30,  279 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Act,  1881 

Select  Committee  appointed,   to  inquire  into 

the  Fourth   and   Fifth  Schedules  of  «The 

Annual  Turnpike    Acts    Continuance  Act, 

1881  **  Mar  30 :  List  of  the  Committee,  427 

Further  Instruction  April  20,  1081 

Turnpike  Boads  (South  Wales)  BiU 

{Mr.  Dodson,  Mr,  Hibbert) 

e.  Report  *  Mar  28  [BiU  101] 

Moved,   "That   the    Bill   be    now    read   3«" 

May  1,  1901 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now  read  3^,"  and 
add  "  re-committed  "  v.  {MrMussey  Vivian) ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao. ;  " 
after  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Bibbert) ;  after  further 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
Debate  adjourned 

Tyleb,  Sir  H.  W.,  Harwich 
Hall  of  Science,  Old  Street,  E.G.,  Notice  of 
Motion,  294,  643 


TTnion  of  Benefices  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Bishop  of  London) 
L  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  31  (No.  61) 

United  Statee-^Trial  of  British  SuhjeeU 
Question,  Mr.  Puleston ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  April  25,  1406 

Vaccination  Act  (1867),  See,  SI 
Question,  Mr.  Burt ;    Answer,  Mr.   Dodson 
Mar  81,  479 

Vebney,  Sir  n.,  Buckingham 
Army  (Annual),  2R.  567 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Ac.  832 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  Motion  for  a  Select 

Committee,  517 
England  and   France — ^The    Channel  Tunnel 

Scheme,  882 

Vivian,  Mr.  A.  P.,  ComwaU^  W. 

England  and  France — The  Channel  Tunnel 
Scheme,  1270 

Vivian,  Mr.  H.  Hussey,  Glamorganshire 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Returns 

of  Infected  Areas,  29 
Oxford   University    (Jesus  College  Statutes), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  1997, 2008 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Arrange- 
ment of  Business,  1 109 
Tuesdays — Jesus  College  Statutes,  1110 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  43 
Public  Affairs,  State  of — Irish  Policy  of  the 

Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  1980 
Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  3R.  1912 

Wales  {South) 
Road  Acts  —  Maintenance  of  Main  Roads, 
Question,  Sir  Joseph  Bailey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Mar  30,  307 
General  Superintendent  of  Roads,  Question, 
Viscount  Emlyn ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson 
April  3, 559 ;  Observations,  Viscount  Emlyn  ; 
Reply,  Mr.  Dodson ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Sclater-Booth,  645 

Walpole,    Bight   Hon.   Spencer    H., 
Cambridge  University 
Scienoe  and  Art — H.  B.'s  Caricatures,  547 

Walrond,  C!olonel  W.  H.,  Devon,  E, 

Army  Estimates — Provisions,  dec.  843 
Ireland — Irish  Policy  of  the   Grovemment— 
Alleged  Negotiations,  1939 

Walton   Vicarage  Bill  (hy  Order) 
c.  Moved,    <*That   the  Bill  be   now  read   2°" 
(Sir  Charles  Forster)  April  21,  1084 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Caine) ;  Question 
proposed,  *'That  'now,'  dec. ;"  after  short 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  160,  N.  76  ;  M.  84 
CD.  L.  67) 
Main  Qaettion  pat,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2* 
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Waetok,  Mr.  O.  N.,  Bridpori 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1678)  AmendoMDi,  Conaid. 

Arncndt.  131, 197  ;  8R.  427 
Burial  Fees,  2R.  262 
Civil  Servioe  Appointme&ts— PriFate    Secr9- 

tariei  to  Cabinet  Ministers,  1738 
Fires  in  Theatres  (Prevention),  Res.  798 
Judgments  (Inferior  Conrts),  Comtn.  add,  el. 

Amendt.  1684;  Conaid.  add.  el,  1785,  1786 
Liberal  Aieooiaiioa  of  Ipswich  and  Irish  land- 

lords,  1839 
Lanacj  Laws,  Res.  1476 
Metropolis  Management    and   Building  Acts 

Amendment,    Comm.    2020,    2026,    2028  ; 

el.  4,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  2029, 

2030 
Mttuioipal  Corporations,  Comm.  1758 
£1  Bank  Notes.  Res.  1709 
Papal  See  (Diplomatic  Conununications),  Res. 

908,  909 
Parliament— Easiness  of  the  House  (Putting 

the  Question),  Res.  47 
ParlianMnt-^Wigan  New  Writ,  Rae.  1962 
P«rliamentai7  Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal 

Practices),  2R.  1333,  1361 
Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ireland),  2R.  939,  940 
Supply,  Report,  169 

Turnpike  Roads  (South  Wales),  8R.  1915 
Walton  Vicarage,  2R.  1089 

Water  Froviaional  Orders  Bill 

{Mr,  AtMef/f  Mr,  C^mlterlmn) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^^  Apnl  20  [Bill  135] 

Read2o*ifay2 

Watnbt,  Mr.  J.,  Surrey,  E, 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1811 

Waveney,  Lord 
Army  (Auxiliary  Fortes) — Eaater  Volunteer 

Review,  461 
England  and  Franoe — ^The   Channel   Tunnel 
Scheme,  459 

WA  rS  AlfJ)  MEANS 

Considered  in   Committee  April  24,   1273 — 

FllTANOZAL  StATBMBNT  OF  THB  ChAITOBLLOR  OF 

THs  EzoHBQuxB  ou  moviug  the  first  Resolu- 
tion (Income  Tax) ;  after  long  debate.  Reso- 
lution agreed  to 
Other  Resolutions  moved,  and  agreed  to 
Resolutions  reported  April  25,  1410;   after 

debate,  Roaolutions  agreed  to 
Ordered,  That  a  Bill  be  brought  in  upon  the 
said  Resolutions 
[See  title  Cf4$tom$  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill] 

WA  YS  AND  MEANS 

MlSOBLLABBOUS   QUBSTIONS 

Revenue  and  Expenditure — The  Ftnaaee  Ac- 
eounle,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  May  2, 1939 

The  Financial  Statement 
The  Revenue,  Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith; 
Anawer,  Lord  Frederiok  CaxMiduk  AatU^I, 

^cout. 


Wats  ahd  Mbars — cant. 

The  Carriage  DuHet,  Queetioiis,  $ir  Baldvyn 
Leighton,  Mr.  Schretber,  Mr.  Peomngton; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezoheqner 
April  28,  1676 

ReeelMiHen  Z—Coffee,  Qneation,  Mr.  Stewart 
Maoliver ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish ifay  1,  1813 

Local  Taxation,  Question,  Mr.  Pell ;  Anaww, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  30, 
308 

Question,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  April  iS,  1784 

Inland  Jtevenue 

Beer  Licencet  (Ireland),  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Power ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Mar  28, 150  ;  Question,  Hr.  Beggar ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
AprU  3, 549 

Duty  on  Silver  Plate,  Question,  Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna  ;  Answer,  The  Ch&noellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  30,  306 

Oroeeri*  Licenc4S  (Ireland),  QuestioB,  Mr. 
Biggar:  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  April  3,  549 

Income  Tax  and  Brewery  Licencet,  Qneetioo, 
Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  April  3.  W> 

Railway  Pastenger  JJhUy — The  Cheap  TVatuf 

Act,   1844,    Queatioofl,    Mr.    BuztOB,    Mr. 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  Thorold   IU>gerL  Mr.  R. 

.  Biddulph  Martin  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  May  1,  1830 

The  Income  Tax  (Schedule  By—Englieh  and 
Scotch  Farmers,  Question,  Mr.  BiddcAl ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Frederiok  Cavendish  April  20, 
1036 

The  Wine  Dutiet,  Question,  Earl  Percy  ;  An- 
swer.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  1, 1829 

Wbbster,  Mr.  J.,  Aherdem 
Civil  Imprisonment  (Scotland),  2R.  851 

Wedderburn,  Sir  D.,  Haddington  Burghe 
Africa  (South)— Zululand — Cetewayo  (Release 
from    Captivity),  Motion    for  an  Address, 
783 

Whitbread,  Mr.  8.,  Bedford 
Central  Metropolitan  Railway,  2R.  1647 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  79,  84 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 
Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 

o^.  cZ.  117,  121,  124 
Judgments  (Inferior  Courts),  Consid.  add.  cl, 

1787 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  Comm.  135  ;  cl.  2, 

1477 

WiLLLAMs,  Colonel  0.,  Great  Marlow 

Army  (India) — Promotion  of  Cavalry  Officers, 
1258 


\ 


Williams,  Mr.  S.  0.  Eyans,  NewBadnor 
Ecclesiastical  and  Mortuary  Foes,  Motion  for 


WIL 


WOL 
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Williamson,  Mr.  S.,  St  Andrews,  Sfe, 

Arklow  Harboor,  Comm.  cl.  5, 1860,  1886 
£1  Bank  Notes,  Res.  1710 

Willis,  Mr.  W.,  Colehestw 

Bills  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amendment,  Consid. 
120,  126 

Wills,  Mr.  W.  H.,   Coventry 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1806 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwickshire^  8. 
Asia  (Central) — Russian  Adfance,  1660 
Ireland  —  Crime  —  Marder  of  Bffrs.   H.  M. 
Smythe,  504 
State  of— The  Recent  Murders,  881 
Metropolis — Carriage  Roads,  1669 
Parliament— Wigan  New  Writ,  Res.  1963 

WmcHESTEB,  Bishop  of 

Oxford  and  Cambridge  Universities  Commis- 
sion —  Statutes  —  Religious  Teaching  and 
Worship,  1798 

WoDEHOUSE,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Bath 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the  Question),  Res.  02 

Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections  Act — Magis- 
tracy—Mr.  Cheney  Garflt,  296 

Education  Department — New  Code,  308 

Gibraltar  (Religious  Dissensions) — Dr.  Canilla 
—The  Papers,  000,  641,  613,  1061 

International  Law — Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Interrention 
of  the  American  GoTemment,  674|  670 

Ireland — Address  of  the  Dominion  House  of 
Commons,  1833 

[cotU, 


WoLFV,  Sir  H.  D. — eotU, 

Lynn  and  Fakenham  Railway,  2R.  468,  473, 

470 
Navy — ^Miscellaneous  Questions 
Dockyards— Bank  Holidays,  18 
Indian  Troopships,  Chatham,  874 
Launch  of  H.M.S. "  Colossus,"  676 
Naval  Barracks  at  Portsmouth,  28 
Papal  See  (Diplomatic  Communications),  Res. 

887,  897,  898,  910 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Putting 
the   Question),  Res.  Motion   for  Adjourn- 
ment,  1899 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,    1881  —  American    Citizens    arrested 
under  the  Act,  874,  1109,  1206, 1270 
Public   Aflkirs,  State  of— Irish  Policy  of  the 

Government,  Ministerial  Statement,  1982 
Supply,  Report,  106 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1166, 
1171 
Turkey— AdministratiTe  Reforms,  1829 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
1820  ;  Report,  1418 

Woods  and   Forests — Fires  in    Woolmer 

Forest 
Observations,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth ;  Reply,  Mr. 
Childers  April  17,  801 

WoBTLEY,  Mr.  0.  B.  S.,  Sheffield 
Burial  Fees,  2R.  270 

Ecclesiastical  and  Mortuary  Fees,  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee,  217 

ToKKE,  Mr.  J.  B.,  GloueestershirSf  E, 
Ireland,    State    of— Ladies'    Land    League — 

Judge  Barry  and  Miss  M'Cormack,  20,  100, 

101 
Parliamentary  Elections  (Expenses),  2R.  901 


END  OF  VOLUME  CCLXVin.,  AND  THIRD  VOLUME  OF 

SESSION    1882. 
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